
 

 

 
 

Coille Beith Wind Farm EIA Report 
 

Technical Appendix 1.1: 
Consultation Register  
 

June 2025 

 



COILLE BEITH WIND FARM 
EIA REPORT 

EIAR VOLUME 4 
TECHNICAL APPENDIX 1.1: CONSULTATION REGISTER 

 

 

Page i 

 

Contents 

Consultation Tracker ............................................................................................................................................... 1 



COILLE BEITH WIND FARM 
EIA REPORT 

EIAR VOLUME 4 
TECHNICAL APPENDIX 1.1: CONSULTATION REGISTER 

 

 

TA1.1 - 1 

 

Consultation Tracker 
Table 1 – Consultation Tracker 

Consultee Name Date Topic Consultee Comments  Response  

Pre-Scoping 

Statutory Consultees 

Nature Scot 

 

16/10/2020 

 

 

 

Ecology  

 

Stated ecological survey work appears to be largely adequate. Noted. 

The Site is hydrologically linked to the River Oykel Special Area of Conservation (SAC). Noted.  Potential effects are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) and 

information to inform a Habitats Regulations Appraisal (HRA) with respect to likely 

significant effects (LSEs) on the River Oykel SAC. 

As well as the fish habitat survey undertaken, suggested seeking baseline electro-fishing data from the Kyle of Sutherland 

District Salmon Fishery Board (KSDSFB) associated with the lower tributary feeding into the River Oykel SAC at Brae. 

Electro-fishing information has been sought and gathered from the KSDSFB and is 

presented in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).  Further information is provided in 

Technical Appendix 6.4 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Recommended freshwater pearl mussel should be surveyed within the SAC tributary. A fish habitat survey was undertaken of the watercourses on-site and downstream 

including tributaries of the River Oykel SAC, and the SAC itself.  This survey identified 

those watercourses with the most potential for supporting freshwater pearl mussel, and 

the River Oykel SAC north of the Site is considered to have features that have a high 

potential to support the species.  The assessment within Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 

2) is carried out with the precautionary assumption that freshwater pearl mussel is likely 

to be present in the River Oykel SAC north of the Site. 

Advised (even though much of the Site is conifer forest) that a peat depth survey should be carried out, and opportunities 

to reduce impacts on peat should be explored. 

Peat depth surveys were undertaken (see Chapter 8, EIA Report Volume 2), and effects 

on peatland have been reduced largely through avoidance. Chapter 8 (EIA Report 

Volume 2) provides further information on minimising effects on the peat resource on-

site. 

An HRA may need to be undertaken to assess any peat slide risk to the River Oykel SAC tributary, including the main 

stem. 

Information to inform an HRA is provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).   

Emphasised that surveys accord with Best Practice Guidelines and securing access through agreement where required. Ecology surveys undertaken accorded with best practice guidelines, and any deviations 

and/or limitations are summarised in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) with further 

information in the respective Technical Appendices 6.1-6.4 (EIA Report Volume 4. 

As well as focussing bat detectors on turbine locations (which are the most important), an open riparian zone, such as the 

one in the north of the Site, would be useful to cover too. 

Noted.  At least some bat detectors have been located close to potentially key bat 

features for foraging/commuting, including the open riparian zone in the north of the Site 

(monitoring station 11 ‘MS11’ as shown in Figure 6.6 (EIA Report Volume 3a). 

Recognised there are multiple forest gaps and glades in close proximity to turbines which may be very suitable for foraging 

bats. 

Noted. Full details of bat detector locations are provided in Technical Appendix 6.3 

(EIA Report Volume 4). 

Agreed with main species of mammals listed for survey work. Directed to Best Practice Standing Advice regarding 

protected species. 

Noted, and the best practice standing advice has been considered for protected species, 

see Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2), and with further confirmation in the respective 

Technical Appendices 6.1-6.4 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Recommended a watching brief for any cat signs during mammal surveys.  If any cat signs were found at remote 

locations, then wildcat surveys were recommended as a precaution, or to seek further advice from NatureScot. 

The terrestrial mammal surveys did consider Scottish wildcat as summarised in Chapter 

6 (EIA Report Volume 2) and within Technical Appendix 6.2 (EIA Report Volume 4).   

Ornithology A component part of the Caithness & Sutherland Peatlands Special Protection Area (SPA) is located approximately 6-7 km 

from the Site. The Proposed Development is within the connectivity distance for species which could be linked to the SPA 

(e.g. red- and black-throated diver). 

Assessment of the connectivity of Caithness & Sutherland Peatlands SPA (and Ramsar 

Site) with the Site is provided in Chapter 7.  

Overall, the proposed survey work was considered to be largely adequate, with further comments/ recommendations made 

as follows. 

The Site and immediately surrounding area is likely to be attractive to foraging golden eagle and white-tailed eagle. The 

2015 National Eagle Survey did not show any active territories within 6 km of the Site, but this could have changed since 

then, and it was recommended to consult with the HRSG and RSPB for updated records. It was also recommended that 

vantage point (VP) flight activity survey effort was weighted to capture the early breeding season display activity of eagles 

and/or other target species relevant to the Site based on consultation data.  

The open nature of the forestry associated with the Site provides potential breeding and foraging habitat for hen harrier, 

merlin, & short-eared owl. Breeding bird surveys should also take account of Schedule 1 species redwing, greenshank and 

wood sandpiper, noting that Slavonian grebe were extremely unlikely to occur in the vicinity of the Site. 

A summary of the desk study and field survey methods and their results are presented in 

Chapter 7, with full details provided in Technical Appendices 7.1 (EIA Report Volume 

4) and Technical Appendices 7.3 (EIA Report Volume 5). 

20/10/2021 Ornithology Based on the information provided, NatureScot agree that a single year of bird surveys should be sufficient to inform the 

potential impacts of the Proposed Development, noting that the data collected was very similar to that collected over a 

Noted. 
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two-year period for a neighbouring development. It was also acknowledged that only low levels of flight activity by species 

of conservation significance had been recorded with minimal connection to any SPAs in the wider surrounding area. 

The recorded sighting of goshawk was considered to be notable for this part of the country and avoidance of impacts on 

this species was recommended. 

Assessment of the Site’s importance for goshawk and the Proposed Development’s 

potential to adversely affect them is provided in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

The relative abundance of breeding curlew on and immediately surrounding the Site was noted and it was advised that 

positive measures to help maintain successful breeding curlew territories would be welcomed. 

Assessment of the Site’s importance for curlew and the Proposed Development’s 

potential to adversely affect them is provided in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Habitat enhancement measures with the potential to benefit locally occurring breeding 

waders, including curlew (where appropriately away from operational turbines and 

forestry edge) are proposed in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

07/07/2023 Ecology Confirmed that non-avian ecological data for species which can be surveyed any time of year (e.g. otter, badger) pre-

application surveys would be valid for two years.  For species with restricted survey periods (like bats, pine marten and 

water vole), pre-application surveys would remain valid for two more survey periods.  It was said that ecological survey 

data collected in the 2021 survey period would remain valid until end of March 2024.  If the assessment was submitted 

after this date, it was recommended that the ecological surveys are updated/repeated.  

Scoping consultation (in August 2024) and particularly post-scoping consultation (in 

October 2024- see below in this table) provided clarity on the satisfactory approach in 

relation to the ecological surveys undertaken, and data validity.   

Ornithology It was agreed that the existing 2020-2021 bird survey data remained valid to assess the potential impacts of this proposal, 

assuming a late 2024 submission. 

Noted. 

03/07/2024 LVIA Ramboll contacted NS on 07/06/2024 seeking agreement or comments on proposed LVIA viewpoint locations.  

NS email response: 

Consider proposal ‘unlikely’ to raise issues of National Interest in relation to its landscape/visual effects. Despite sitting 

approx 18 km from an NTRS and 3-4 km from a WLA, NS does not judge visual/landscape effects to meet their threshold 

in respect of our national remit for landscapes.  

Noted. 

The Highland 

Council (THC) 

 

10/06/2024 LVIA Ramboll contacted THC on 07/06/2024 seeking agreement or comments on proposed LVIA viewpoint locations.  

THC email response: 

• Two additional VPs requested, one to the west on A837 at Loch Craggie to help understand the development’s effect 

on road users receptors at a transitional point in landscape, and the other east on the A836 south of Lairg, to understand 

proposals effect at important population centre.  

The requested additional viewpoints are incorporated within the list of viewpoints in 

Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2) and presented in Figure 4.34 (a-k) and 4.35 (a-k) 

(EIA Report Volume 3b). 

16/04/2024 Noise Hayes McKenzie contacted THC regarding proposed noise monitoring locations which THC confirmed they had no issues 

with proposed monitoring locations or use of relevant historical monitoring data from previous applications. 

Baseline survey methodology was adopted based on the response received. 

Assessment methodology and assumptions were developed and adopted based on the 

response received. 

Scoping Responses 

Statutory Consultees 

Energy Consents 

Unit (ECU) 

 

01/10/2024 Substations 

and battery 

storage 

If there is battery storage, full details of what it will entail (scale, dimensions etc), its location in the site, minimum and 

maximum export capacity of megawatts and megawatt hours of electricity and a full assessment of its impacts and effects 

and all proposed mitigation. An assessment of fire risk and an assessment of noise should be completed and included in 

the EIAR. 

No Battery Energy Storage Systems (BESS) are included in the Proposed Development.  

Ecology It needs to be categorically established which species are present on the site, and where they are present. The EIA report 

should provide an account of the habitats present on the site. It should identify rare and threatened habitats, and those 

protected by European or UK legislation, or identified in national or local Biodiversity Action Plans. Where required, 

sufficient information regarding Habitat Regulation Appraisals should be included in the EIA report. 

Potential effects on designated sites (including SSSIs) with ecological qualifying 

interests are considered within Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). Information to inform 

an HRA is provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Ecology surveys undertaken accorded with best practice guidelines, and any deviations 

and/or limitations are summarised in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

A fish habitat survey was undertaken of the watercourses on-site and downstream 

including tributaries of the River Oykel SAC, and the SAC itself and presented in 

Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).   

How fish populations can be impacted during the construction, operation and decommissioning of a wind farm 

development should be considered, in relation to freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries, during the EIA process. 

In addition to identifying the main watercourses and waterbodies within and downstream of the Proposed Development 

area, the Company should identify and consider, at this early stage, any areas of Special Areas of Conservation where fish 

are a qualifying feature and proposed felling operations particularly in acid sensitive areas. 

LVIA The Company should discuss and agree with the Highland Council and NatureScot the range (in kilometres from the 

Proposed Development) for hours of darkness assessments of the impacts of aviation lighting and receptors therein to be 

assessed.  

As well as the scope, methodology, findings and recommendations of such assessments, full details of all mitigation of 

aviation lighting impacts subsequently identified should be provided in the EIA report 

An aviation lighting assessment is provided in Technical Appendix 4.5 (EIA Report 

Volume 4) 

Water 

Resource 

The presence of any private water supplies which may be impacted by the development should be investigated. The EIA 

report should include details of any supplies identified by this investigation, and if any supplies are identified, the Company 

should provide an assessment of the potential impacts, risks, and any mitigation which would be provided.  

Private Water Supplies are addressed in Chapter 8 (EIAR Volume 2) and a separate 

Technical Appendix 8.6 (EIAR Volume 4).  
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Hydrology, 

Hydrogeology, 

and Geology 

 

 

 

 

The assessment of the impact on peat must include peat probing for all areas where development is proposed. This 

assessment should include probing not just at the locations of infrastructure but also covering the areas of ground which 

would be 7 subject to micro siting limits. A Peat Management Plan should also be prepared, as well as an Outline Habitat 

Management Plan  

Areas of peat probing are presented within Figure 8.9 and Figure 8.10 (EIA Report 

Volume 3).  

Scottish Ministers consider that where there is a demonstrable requirement for peat landslide hazard and risk assessment 

(PLHRA), the assessment should be undertaken as part of the EIA process to provide Ministers with a clear understanding 

of whether the risks are acceptable and capable of being controlled by mitigation measures. The Peat Landslide Hazard 

and Risk Assessments: Best Practice Guide for Proposed Electricity Generation Developments (Second Edition), 

published at http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2017/04/8868 , should be followed in the preparation of the EIA report. 

Where a PLHRA is not required clear justification is required.  

A PLHRA is provided in Technical Appendix 8.4 (EIA Report Volume 4).  

Cumulative 

Effects 

To ensure that cumulative impact assessments are as up-to-date as possible, other Developments to be included should 

be discussed and agreed by the Company and the Highland Council. Assessments, photography and visualisations 

submitted in the EIA report should reflect the most up-to-date cumulative position.  

Noted. Cumulative developments are assessed in detailed within the relevant technical 

chapter in EIA Report Volume 2..  

Noise The noise assessment report should be formatted as per Table 6.1 of the IOA “A Good Practice Guide to the Application of 

ETSU-R-97 for the Assessment and Rating of Wind Turbine Noise.  

Noted.  

LVIA As the maximum blade tip height of turbines exceeds 150m the LVIA  must include a robust Night Time Assessment with 

agreed viewpoints to consider the effects of aviation lighting and how the chosen lighting mitigates the effects.  

A night time assessment is presented in Technical Appendix 4.5 (EIA Report Volume 

4). 

Borrow Pits Where borrow pits are proposed as a source of on-site aggregate they should be considered as part of the EIA process. It 

would be necessary to provide details of the proposed depth of the excavation compared to the actual topography and 

water table, proposed drainage and settlement traps, turf and overburden removal and storage for reinstatement, and 

details of the proposed restoration profile. The impact of such facilities (including dust, blasting and impact on water) 

should be appraised as part of the overall impact of the working  

This is addressed within Chapter 2 (EIAR Volume 2).  

Infrastructure The company should assess the impact of the Proposed Development on existing and/or planned infrastructure. The 

company should carry out assessments to confirm if any part of the Proposed Development is within the consultation zone 

of any of the following: - a licenced explosives site; gas (or any other) pipeline; existing overhead electric lines; 

underground cables; water pipes; telecommunications links.  

Noted. 

Pollution The Scottish Ministers request the company to assess if any flammable, toxic or explosive chemicals detailed in The Town 

and Country Planning (Hazardous Substances) (Scotland) Regulations 2015 would be stored on site in quantities such 

that a Hazardous Substances Consent would be required under section 2 of the Planning (Hazardous Substances) 

(Scotland) Act 1997.  

Noted. 

Mitigation 

Measures 

The mitigation measures suggested for any significant environmental impacts identified should be presented as a 

conclusion to each chapter. Applicants are also asked to provide a consolidated schedule of all mitigation measures 

proposed in the environmental assessment, provided in tabular form, where that mitigation is relied upon in relation to 

reported conclusions of likelihood or significance of impacts.  

A consolidated schedule of all mitigation is be presented in Chapter 12 (EIAR Volume 

2).  

The Highland 

Council 

 

11/09/2024 Policy The Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the project must consider all relevant issues outlined in National Planning 

Framework 4 (NPF4), the current adopted Highland-wide Local Development Plan (HwLDP), the Cairngorms National 

Park Local Development Plan (CaSPlan), and Highland Council supplementary guidance. The CaSPlan is mainly focused 

on regional and settlement strategies and site allocations but is critical in establishing Special Landscape Area (SLA) 

boundaries, which should be considered in the community engagement strategy. 

Highland Council is transitioning to a new Highland Local Development Plan (HLDP), with the evidence-gathering stage 

occurring throughout 2023, an Evidence Report and Gate Check planned for 2024, and the Proposed Plan stage expected 

in 2025. This new HLDP will replace the existing HwLDP and the current area LDP upon its adoption. Changes and 

updates in supplementary guidance will be reviewed and may affect what is included in statutory and non-statutory 

planning guidance. Developers should stay informed by following the Council’s Development Plans Newsletter for updates 

on this process. 

Landscape and visual impact assessments for wind energy developments must focus on ten specific criteria as per the 

Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance used by the Council for proposal evaluation. This framework should be 

considered by the applicants in their own assessments. 

Financial contributions from developers will be expected for transport, active travel, green infrastructure, water and waste, 

and public art in accordance with NPF4 Policy 18, HwLDP Policy 31, and the 2018 Developer Contributions 

Supplementary Guidance. Separate engagement with the Council is required regarding community benefits; the policy for 

this has been revised and is outlined in the ‘Social Values Charter for Renewables Investment’ passed by the Council on 

June 27, 2024. 

The Council recognizes the importance of wind energy developments in renewable energy production but insists on their 

responsible location, siting, and design to align with the broader development plan policies, ensuring a balanced approach 

to renewable energy advancement. 

All technical chapters within EIA Report Volume 2 refer to relevant policy used to inform 

the assessment. A separate Planning Statement has been prepared and issued 

alongside the planning application.  

http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2017/04/8868
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Sustainability The Council requires evidence that a proposed development meets the criteria for sustainable development. Applications 

should thoroughly address the three pillars of sustainable development and include a statement on the project's alignment 

with the Scottish Government's Energy Efficient Scotland roadmap, as well as contribute to secure and clean electricity 

supplies for the Highlands. Detailed information on the benefits to the electricity network, including capacity and 

operational consistency of wind turbines based on wind speeds, is considered important. Furthermore, the Council broadly 

supports incorporating energy storage and has committed to developing a Hydrogen Strategy for Highland (as of March 

2021). Applications should also present a strategy for providing charging points within the development. 

Noted. This has been addressed in the Planning Statement which accompanies the 

planning application.  

LVIA  The Council requires the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) to thoroughly evaluate landscape and visual 

impacts separately. Panoramic images are not suitable for visual impact assessment; only single-frame photos with a 

50mm and 75mm focal length taken with a full-frame camera are acceptable. These should be integrated into the EIAR 

with independent verification for accuracy. Additional visual materials should adhere to Highland Council and NatureScot 

standards, with hard copies provided, including possible monochrome representations. 

Visualisations have been prepared to current best practice guidance and to NS (EIA 

Report Volume 3b) and THC (EIA Report Volume 3c) standards. 

 

 

All aspects of the proposed development, including any battery energy storage systems (BESS), borrow pits, access 

roads, and compounds, should be depicted in photomontages. A finalized list of Viewpoints (VPs) must be pre-approved 

by THC and NatureScot, considering existing wind energy developments to maintain consistency. The detailed location of 

VPs will be directed by site surveys and visibility analysis. Any failure in this process can lead to additional work and 

delays. 

The visualisations presented in EIA Report Volume 3b represent viewpoints agreed 

through consultation. They contain aspects of the infrastructure carried forward to 

application e.g., borrow pits, keyhole felling, access tracks and compounds. 

A comprehensive evaluation must be conveyed in the EIAR's landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) chapter, 

detailing methodologies, defining magnitudes of change, describing sensitivity levels, and providing a matrix to show 

conclusions reached. The significance of both singular and cumulative effects should be assessed and understood 

transparently. 

Approach and methodologies, the definition of receptor sensitivity and the predicted 

magnitude of impact in relation to ‘en solo’ and cumulative effects are presented in 

Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

  

The EIAR should discuss the impact on recreational paths and assess the development against the criteria in the Council's 

Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance. It should also address the impacts on local and nationally designated 

landscapes and Special Landscape Areas (SLAs), with reference to SLA citations available from the Council’s website. 

Reference has been made to the Council’s Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary 

Guidance in Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2) and the 10 key criterion in Technical 

Appendix 4.2 (EIA Report Volume 4) addresses impacts on designations and 

classifications. 

Aviation lighting impacts on wild land and special landscape areas must be included with a preference for the term "Hours 

of Darkness." Residential visual amenity should be evaluated for all nearby properties, particularly focusing on a 2km 

radius and advised to extend to 3km due to the size of the turbines. 

The effects of aviation lighting during the hours of darkness are assessed within 

Technical Appendix 4.5 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

A Residential Visual Amenity Assessment (RVAA) is presented in Technical Appendix 

4.4 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

The Council's Landscape Officer agrees with the methods, data sources, extent of the Study Area, and scoped-out 

receptors and impacts. However, they request additional viewpoints, including one north of the A837 to represent the 

crofting township area of Altass. I would suggest that in the vicinity of the viewpoint previously used for the Strath Oykel 

Wind Farm application may be suitable. This was located at 250174, 900303.  

The viewpoint at the minor road in the vicinity of the crofting township of Altass has been 

included as an assessment viewpoint location, refer to Figure 4.36 (EIA Report Volume 

3b).  

THC would also request wireframes from the Struie Viewpoint within the Dornoch Firth SLA and the Crask Inn location on 

the A836. This location is something of a gateway into the broad strath landscape across which the development would be 

seen. Visibility is likely to be limited, but it would be useful to consider for cumulative impacts on this route.  If certain 

requested materials are not provided, the Planning Authority reserves its right to withhold a thorough response to the 

LVIA's proposed scope. Further consultations are expected to finalize these aspects. 

Technical Appendix 4.7 (EIA Report Volume 4) contains a route visibility assessment 

of the cumulative impacts on views available from the A837 and A949. The A836 had 

very limited visibility and was not included within the assessment. Cumulative impacts in 

relation to the existing baseline, including in-addition and in-combination effects have 

been assessed in Technical Appendix 4.3 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Cultural 

Heritage 

The EIAR needs to identify all designated sites which may be affected by the development either directly or indirectly.  Noted.  

We would expect any assessment to contain a full appreciation of the setting of these historic environment assets and the 

likely impact on their settings. Where the assessment finds that significant impacts are likely, appropriate visualisations 

such as photomontage and wireframe views of the development in relation to the sites and their settings should be 

provided. Visualisations illustrating views both from the asset towards the proposed development and views towards the 

asset with the development in the background would be helpful. 

Designated assets beyond 10 km (Assets 2, 33 and 34) initially included for assessment 

are presented in Chapter 5, EIA Report Volume 2 and Figure 5.11 and Figure 5.12, EIA 

Report Volume 3b); Asset 2 scoped out through further consultation with HES. 

THC’s Historic Environment Team considers the scoped out sections acceptable. Noted 

Geology, 

Hydrology, 

and 

Hydrogeology 

The Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) must encompass a comprehensive evaluation of the development's 

effects on peatlands, requiring peat probing not just at infrastructure points but also within potential micrositing areas. It 

should include thorough carbon balance assessments, highlighting the carbon payback period. Information about borrow 

pits, including their size, depth, and rehabilitation plans, is also essential. 

Peat Survey Report including Peat probing survey provided in Technical Appendix 8.2 

(EIA Report Volume 4) and Outline Peat Management Plan provided in Technical 

Appendix 8.3 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

A Borrow Pit assessment is provided in Technical Appendix 8.8 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

The EIAR needs to address the nature of the hydrology and hydrogeology of the site, and of the potential impacts on water 

courses, water supplies including private supplies, water quality, water quantity and on aquatic flora and fauna. Impacts on 

watercourses, lochs, groundwater, other water features and sensitive receptors, such as water supplies, need to be 

assessed. Measures to prevent erosion, sedimentation or discolouration will be required, along with monitoring proposals 

and contingency plans. Assessment will need to recognise periods of high rainfall which will impact on any calculations of 

run-off, high flow in watercourses and hydrogeological matters. You are strongly advised at an early stage to consult 

A Watercourse Crossing Inventory and Inventory of Infrastructure within 50m of a Water 

Feature is presented in Technical Appendix 8.7 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

 



COILLE BEITH WIND FARM 
EIA REPORT 

EIAR VOLUME 4 
TECHNICAL APPENDIX 1.1: CONSULTATION REGISTER 

 

 

TA1.1 - 5 

 

Consultee Name Date Topic Consultee Comments  Response  

SEPA as the regulatory body responsible for the implementation of the Controlled Activities (Scotland) Regulations 2005 

(CAR), to identify if a CAR license is necessary and the extent of the information required by SEPA to assess any license 

application. 

Schemes should be designed to avoid crossing watercourses, and to bridge watercourses where this cannot be avoided. 

The EIAR will be expected to identify all water crossings and include a systematic table of watercourse crossings or 

channelising, with detailed justification for any such elements and design to minimise impact. The table should be 

accompanied by photography of each watercourse affected and include dimensions of the watercourse. 

There are a number of watercourses and waterbodies on the site therefore the following applies: 

- A minimum of a 50m buffer of all watercourses / bodies and turbines/crane hardstandings, which should be shown 

on a suitably scaled drawing; 

- All tracks should be kept a minimum 10m away from any waterbody except water crossings; 

- Access tracks not acting as preferential pathways for runoff and efforts being made to retain existing natural 

drainage wherever possible; 

- Natural flood management techniques should be applied to reduce the rate of runoff where possible; use of SuDS to 

achieve pre-development runoff rates and to minimise erosion on existing watercourses; 

- Water crossings in the form of culverts or bridges, or upgrades to existing crossings must be designed to 

accommodate to 1 in 200 year flood event, plus climate change; 

- Land rising within any floodplain to be avoided; if ultimately required, compensatory storage must be provided; and,  

The EIAR should be informed by the Council’s Flood Risk and Drainage Impact Assessment SG. 

A Watercourse Crossing Inventory and Inventory of Infrastructure within 50m of a Water 

Feature is presented in Technical Appendix 8.7 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

The need for, and information on, abstractions of water supplies for concrete works or other operations should also be 

identified. The EIAR should identify whether a public or private source is to be utilised. If a private source is to be utilised, 

full details on the source and details of abstraction need to be provided. 

A Private Water Supply Assessment is presented in Technical Appendix 8.6 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). 

The applicant will be required to carry out an investigation to identify any private water supplies, including pipework, which 

may be adversely affected by the development and to submit details of the measures proposed to prevent contamination 

or physical disruption. Highland Council has some information on known supplies but it is not definitive. An onsite survey 

will be required. 

A Private Water Supply Assessment is presented in Technical Appendix 8.6 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). 

Ecology EIAR should provide baseline survey of birds and animals interest on site. Further account on habitats present on Site 

required – identifying rare, threatened, and protected habitats.  

Baseline results from the surveys on-site with respect to the animal and habitat interests 

(including any rare, threatened and/or protected ecological features), are summarised in 

Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

Habitat enhancement and mitigation measures should be detailed – particularly blanket bog (biodiversity and peat slides). Habitat enhancement measures are summarised in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2), 

with further details in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Mitigation measures to be adopted are provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) and 

consideration of peat slides can be found in Chapter 8 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Specific peat assessment to inform siting, design, or other mitigation to overcome effects on peatland and caron rich soils, 

deep peat, and priority peatland habitat. Up to date NVC survey required.  

Updated habitat surveys in July 2024 (including Peatland Condition Assessment, in 

accordance with NatureScot guidance, 2023) were undertaken, see Chapter 6 (EIA 

Report Volume 2). 

Embedded mitigation with respect to minimising potential effects on peatland potential 

effects on peatland  and additional mitigation (and enhancement) with respect to peatland 

restoration are provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Potential effects on the peat resource and details of a Peat Management Plan are 

provided in Chapter 8 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Commitment to undertake peatland restoration on an area of increased size to that of the application site. Areas of identified peatland and commercial forestry which would be considered as part 

of the peatland restoration programme (forestry to be cleared and returned to peatland) 

are discussed in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2), Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report 

Volume 4) and shown in Figure 6.8 (EIA Report Volume 3a). 

Address impacts on nature conservation interests of all designated sites in development vicinity. Potential impact on other 

designate areas such as SSSI’s should be carefully and thoroughly considered and, where possible, appropriate mitigation 

measures outlined in the EIAR.  

Potential effects on designated sites (including SSSIs) with ecological qualifying 

interests are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

If wild deer are present or will use the site an assessment of the potential impact on deer will be required. This should 

address deer welfare, habitats, and other interests. 

Wild deer were recorded on-site during the surveys, and potential effects on deer are 

considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

The EIAR needs to address the aquatic interests within local watercourses, including downstream interests that may be 

affected by the development, for example increases in silt and sediment loads resulting from construction works; pollution 

risk / incidents during construction; obstruction to upstream and downstream migration both during and after construction; 

disturbance of spawning beds / timing of works; and other drainage issues. 

Effects on aquatic interests within local watercourses are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA 

Report Volume 2). 
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The EIAR should include a map and assessment of impacts upon Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems 

(GWDTE).  

Chapter 8 (EIA Report Volume 2) addresses impact on confirmed GWDTEs. 

NPF4’s commitment to deliver positive effects for biodiversity through development. Policy 3 states that, ‘Development 

proposals for national, major and of EIA development should only be supported where it can be demonstrated that the 

proposal will conserve and enhance biodiversity, including nature networks within and adjacent to the site, so that they are 

in a demonstrably better state than without intervention, including through future management.’  

A ONEMP is provided as Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4), and this 

would form the basis of the final NEMP, if the Proposed Development is consented. 

There is a commitment for a SPP to be produced if the Proposed Development is 

consented, and this would be informed by pre-construction surveys that would be 

undertaken (see Chapter 6, EIA Report Volume 2). 

 

A draft or outline Habitat Management Plan (HMP) and Species Protection Plan (SPP) should be produced as part of the 

EIA, including any proposals for mitigation and enhancement in relation to important habitats and species. Any 

compensatory planting plans should be carefully considered and included in the HMP. The HMP should include a 

comprehensive monitoring programme for all habitat improvements, and breeding birds on the site. Remote sensing using 

radar or infra-red cameras should be considered, to help inform future development and decision making within the 

industry with regards to eagles. Lastly, the HMP (or other document) should also include a protocol for reporting collisions 

to Nature Scot. 

Ornithology The presence of Schedule 1 Birds and qualifying interests of Special Protected Areas and other areas designated for 

aviary interests must be included and considered as part of the planning application process. 

An assessment of the impacts to birds through collision, disturbance, and displacement from foraging / breeding / roosting 

habitat will be required for both the proposed development site and cumulatively with other proposals. The EIAR should be 

clear on the survey methods and any deviations from guidance on ornithology matters. 

Noted. A summary of the desk study and field survey methods and their results are 

presented in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2) with full details provided in Technical 

Appendix 7.1 (EIA Report Volume 4) and Technical Appendix 7.3 (EIA Report Volume 

5) where these comments are addressed. 

Assessment of the Site’s importance for IOFs and the Proposed Development’s potential 

to adversely affect them is based on the relevant NHZ populations as explained in 

Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

 

Noise  Given the location, construction noise at the turbines sites is unlikely to be an issue at any noise sensitive properties, 

however, consideration will need to be given to construction traffic. 

If the applicant intends to undertake noisy work out-with the times, they will be required to submit a detailed construction 

noise assessment for the written approval of the Planning Authority. 

It is expected that the best practicable means will be employed to reduce the impact of noise from construction activities. 

The applicant will be required to submit a scheme demonstrating how this will be implemented. Particular attention should 

be given to the use of tonal reversing alarms and ground compaction plant which are often the most intrusive noise 

generating elements of a large construction project. 

A detailed construction assessment is scoped out, see Chapter 10 (EIA Report Volume 

2). Specified construction working hours will be adhered to unless otherwise agreed, and 

are set out in Chapter 2 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

Construction traffic is assessed in Chapter 10 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

The applicant must submit a noise assessment with regard to the operational phase of the development. The assessment 

should be carried out in accordance with ETSU-R-97 “The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms” and the 

associated Good Practice Guide published by the Institute of Acoustics. 

The target noise levels are either a simplified standard of 35dB LA90 at wind speeds up to 10m/s or a composite standard 

of 35dB LA90 (daytime) and 38dB LA90 (night time) or up to 5dB above background noise levels at up to 12m/s. The night 

time lower limit of 43dB LA90 as suggested in ETSU is not considered acceptable in many areas of the highlands due to 

very low background levels. These limits would apply to cumulative noise levels from more than one development. 

Noise assessment conducted in accordance with ETSU R 97 using target noise levels of 

35 dB LA90 (daytime) and 38 dB LA90 (night-time) or 5 dB above background noise 

levels. 

The noise assessment must take into account the potential cumulative effect from any other existing or consented or, in 

some cases, proposed wind turbine developments. The assessment should include a map showing all wind farm 

developments which may have a cumulative impact and all noise sensitive properties including any for which a financial 

involvement relaxation is being claimed. The assessment should also include a table of figures which includes the 

following: 

- The predicted levels from this development based at each noise sensitive location (NSL) at wind speeds up to 12m/s. 

- The maximum levels based on consented limits from each existing or consented wind farm development at each NSL. 

If any reduction is made for controlling property or another reason, this should be made clear. 

- The predicted levels from each existing or consented wind farm development at each NSL. 

- The cumulative levels based on consented and predicted levels at each NSL. 

Cumulative noise levels, including evaluation of the potential for noise limits to be 

exceeded, are assessed in Chapter 10 (EIA Report Volume 2) for wind speeds up to 12 

ms-1. 

Cumulative noise levels were further consulted on with THC, with 37 dB or 5 dB above 

background noise levels agreed to be adopted as cumulative daytime noise limits (see 

communication dated 11 April 2025). 

Predicted noise levels, maximum noise levels, and cumulative noise levels for the 

Proposed Development and identified cumulative development are outlined in Chapter 

10 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Individual cumulative development predicted noise levels are given in Technical 

Appendix 10.2 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Considerations must be given to any increase in exposure time. If a noise sensitive property becomes affected by wind 

turbine noise from more than one direction this could result in significant loss of respite 

Noted. Noise exposure is discussed in Chapter 10 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

Background noise surveys taken in accordance with ETSU-R-97 and the Good Practice Guide. ETSU states that 

background noise must not include noise from an existing wind farm. 

The Good Practice guide does not provide definitive Planning guidance on this subject. That being the case, any 

complaints linked to amplitude modulation would be investigated in terms of the Statutory Nuisance provisions of the 

Environmental Protection Act 1990. 

Background noise measurement methodology was agreed with THC. 

Amplitude modulation is scoped out of detailed assessment and is discussed in 

Chapter 10 (EIA Report Volume 2). 
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If the application includes a proposal for a sub-station or battery storage site, a separate noise assessment may be 

required to demonstrate that noise will meet the following standards: 

Noise arising from within the operational land of the sub-station, when measured and/or calculated as an LZeq, 5min, in 

the 100Hz one third octave frequency band must not exceed 30 dB, at noise sensitive premises. 

The Rating Level of noise arising from the use of plant, machinery or equipment installed or operated within the 

operational land of the sub-station, must not exceed the current background noise levels at noise sensitive premises. The 

Rating Level should be calculated in accordance with BS 4142: 2014+A1:2019 Methods for rating and assessing industrial 

and commercial sound. 

A qualitative assessment of noise from the substation is included Chapter 10 (EIA 

Report Volume 2). The Proposed Development does not include a Battery Energy 

Storage System. 

Traffic and 

Transport  

 

A Transport Assessment (TA), Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and an Abnormal Load Assessment 

required.  

A TA is provided in Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4), which includes a 

framework CTMP. In addition, an AIL Route survey report forms an annex to Technical 

Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4).  

Transport Planning would expect a Transport Assessment to be submitted with any future planning application and a High 

National Traffic Forecast be applied 

A High National Road Traffic Forecast (NRTF) has been applied to THC road network 

within the assessment undertaken in Chapter 9 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

The assessment will need to confirm the proposed port of entry for AIL components and justify the adequacy of the route 

for transporting them to the site. 

A RSR is included as Annex B of Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4), 

which includes an ESDAL review in relation to structures on the proposed access route. 

A CTMP will normally detail the following issues, however this is not an exhaustive list and the CTMP should be tailored to 

reflect the issues pertinent to this development: 

- Identification of all Council maintained roads affected by development 

- Predicted traffic generation 

- Site compound and parking locations 

- Measures to mitigate impact on general construction traffic and abnormal loads 

- Traffic management signage required for construction period 

- Measures to ensure public roads kept clear of mud and debris 

Developer may be requested to enter into Section 96 agreement with HC over abnormal wear and tear to Council roads 

A framework CTMP is included within Chapter 9 (EIA Report Volume 2) and within 

Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4). It is considered that the requirement 

for a full CTMP can be secured by an appropriately worded condition. 

The Applicant is willing to enter into a formal Wear & Tear agreement. This will form a 

suitably worded planning condition. 

A RSR is included as Annex B of Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4), 

which includes an ESDAL review in relation to structures on the proposed access route.  

 

Details of any new site access should be clearly set out on dimensioned drawings related to OS data and include 

confirmation of geometry, construction form, drainage details to prevent water running out onto the public road and 

evidence that appropriate visibility splays can be achieved. Vehicle swept paths should also be provided to evidence that 

the proposed junction form will be suitable for its intended use. Details of reinstatement of any temporary site access at its 

junction with the public road, post construction is also required. Appropriate junction arrangements and visibility splay 

information can be found in THC’s published Roads and Transport Guidelines for New Developments. 

Noted. Drawings for the indicative Site access junction is included in Annex A of 

Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Socio-

Economic, 

Tourism, and 

Recreation 

The assessment should estimate who may be affected by the development, in all or in part, which may require individual 

households to be identified, local communities or a wider socio economic groupings such as tourists and tourist related 

businesses, recreational groups, economically active, etc. The application should include relevant economic information 

connected with the project, including the potential number of jobs, and economic activity associated with the procurement, 

construction, operation and decommissioning of the development. 

Noted. A standalone Socio-Economic Impact Report accompanies the application.  

The site is on land with access rights provided by the Land Reform Scotland Act. The potential impact on and mitigation 

for public access should be assessed incorporating core paths, public rights of way, long distance routes, other paths and 

wider access rights across the site. While the Scoping Report and an eventual EIA may include impacts on elements of 

outdoor access assessed under other headings, THC’s Access Officer considers that all the impacts on outdoor access 

should all be brought together here in a comprehensive assessment of the proposals visual and physical impacts on 

outdoor access during the preparatory, construction, operational and post-operational phases. 

Those impacts, along with the mitigation measures, will inform an Access Management Plan which is required to be 

submitted as part of the EIAR and an assessment of the development’s impact on public access included within this Socio 

Economic section of the EIAR as per the requirements of HwLDP Policy 77 Outdoor Access. As a point to note, any 

retained or planned gates should have a pass gate installed by them to accommodate walkers, cyclists and horse riders 

with an internal width of at least 1.5m kissing gates are unacceptable 

Noted. A standalone Socio-Economic Impact Report accompanies the application. 

Aviation 

Radar and 

Telecoms 

The EIAR needs to recognise community assets that are currently in operation for example TV, radio, tele-communication 

links, aviation interests including radar, MOD safeguards, etc. In this regard the applicant, when submitting a future 

application, will need to demonstrate what interests they have identified and the outcomes of any consultations with 

relevant authorities such as Ofcom, NATS, BAA, CAA, MOD, Highlands and Islands Airports Ltd, etc. through the 

provision of written evidence of concluded discussions / agreed outcomes. We consider the results of these surveys 

should be contained within the EIAR to determine whether any suspensive conditions are required in relation to such 

issues. 

Noted. 

Miscellaneous

: Health and 

The EIAR needs to address all relevant climatic factors which can greatly influence the impact range of many of the 

preceding factors on account of seasonal changes affecting, rainfall, sunlight, prevailing wind direction etc. From this base 

Noted 



COILLE BEITH WIND FARM 
EIA REPORT 

EIAR VOLUME 4 
TECHNICAL APPENDIX 1.1: CONSULTATION REGISTER 

 

 

TA1.1 - 8 

 

Consultee Name Date Topic Consultee Comments  Response  

Safety and 

Shadow 

Flicker 

data information on the expected impacts of any development can then be founded recognising likely impacts for each 

phases of development including construction, operation and decommissioning. Issues such as dust, air borne pollution 

and / or vapours, noise, light, shadow-flicker can then be highlighted. Consideration must also be given to the potential 

health and safety risks associated with lightning strikes and ice throw given the proximity of recreational routes through the 

site. In the absence of further details regarding the finalised site layout and all known recreational routes, promoted or 

otherwise, through the site, it is not agreed that ice through should be scoped out of further assessment. 

Forestry 

 

As it stands, a specific chapter on Forestry is required as the layout of the access road, turbines or associated 

infrastructure will impact on Forestry. The EIAR should provide a baseline survey of the plants (including fungi, lichens and 

bryophytes) and trees present on the site to determine the presence of any rare or threatened species. The EIAR should 

indicate areas of woodland / forestry plantation which may by felled to accommodate new development (including the 

access), including any off site works / mitigation. Compensatory planting of new woodland is a clear expectation of any 

proposals for felling, and thereby such mitigation needs to be considered within any assessment. If trees are removed then 

compliance with the Scottish Government’s Control of Woodland Removal Policy must be demonstrated. For any 

compensatory planting proposal, this is expected to replicate the functionality of the existing forestry to be removed (i.e. for 

commercial or habitat value). 

Noted that compensatory planting is expected to replicate the functionality of the existing 

forestry to be removed (i.e. for commercial or habitat value).  

 

THC also expect compensatory planting to be within Highland Region.  

Baseline survey of the plants (including fungi, lichens and bryophytes) is covered in 

Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Proposed Development involves permanent removal of woodland. An assessment with reference to the Scottish 

Government's policy on the Control of Woodland  

Removal (CWR). the policy it states that; woodland removal should be allowed only where it would achieve significant and 

clearly defined additional public benefits. a proposal for compensatory planting may form part of this balance.  

First consideration should be whether purpose of proposals can reasonably be met without woodland removal. Applicant 

must present all options which minimise woodland removal.  

Should removal be unavoidable, need to demonstrate whether this meets criteria given in Annex C of CWR policy and 

associated guidance. Reference also to be made to Policy 6 of NPF4.  

Where removal can be justified, compensatory planting required to mitigate for this loss of habitat. Detailed Compensatory 

Planting Plan (CPP) must be provided. CPP must identify suitable area of land assessed by Scottish forestry under EIA 

screening. Proposals must then be developed with Scottish Forestry to demonstrate that it is a viable scheme and UKFS 

compliant.  

Compensatory planting must be of at least the equivalent area to that which is being removed and, in some cases, an 

enhanced area of compensatory planting will be required. Compensatory planting should be of a similar woodland type 

(commercial/native) to the one being removed. Any off-site compensatory planting will need to be secured through a tri-

party legal agreement between the Council, the applicant and landowner(s). Where woodland removal or restructuring 

affects an area under an approved LTFP, then this will need to be amended to account for any approved changes.  

With reference to the specific Questions in Section 14.7 of the EIA Scoping Report: Q14.1: I agree with the proposed 

methodology and scope of the Forestry Technical Appendix (TA). Q14.2: The information given above must be taken into 

account within the Forestry TA.  

Noted 

Significant 

Effects on the 

Environment 

Likely significant effects on the environment should cover the direct and any indirect effects, secondary, cumulative, short 

medium and long term, permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects of the development. This is in regards to 

the extent of impact, trans-frontier nature of impact, magnitude and complexity of impact, probability of impact, 

duration/frequency/ reversibility of impact. 

The Council requests that when measuring the positive and negative effects of the development a four point scale is used 

advising any effect to be either strong positive, positive, negative or strong negative. 

Individual technical chapters withing EIA Report Volume 2, outline the assessment 

methodology, impact significance methodology and sensitivity criteria.   

Mitigation  The mitigation being tabled in respect of a single development proposal can be manifold. Consequently the EIAR should 

present a clear summary table of all mitigation measures associated with the development proposal. This table should be 

entitled draft Schedule of Mitigation. As the development progresses to procurement and then implementation this carries 

forward to a requirement for a Construction Environmental Management Document (CEMD) and then Plan (CEMP) which 

in turn will set the framework for individual Construction Method Statements (CMS). 

Noted. Chapter 12 (EIA Report Volume 2) outlines all mitigation measures associated 

with the Proposed Development.   

Historic 

Environment 

Scotland 

 

21/08/2024 Cultural 

Heritage 

 

Stated ZTV analysis should be undertaken to scope in, where necessary, designated assets for assessment of setting 

effects beyond 10 km, requesting that both Druim Baile Fuir, Stone Circle, Cairns, Hut Circles and Enclosure (SM1784) 

(Asset 33; beyond 10 km) and Allt Eileag, chambered cairn 790m SE of Cnoc Chaornaidh (SM4046) (Asset 34; beyond 

10 km) be included even though both are predominantly within commercial forestry plantations. Stated that if these assets 

are subsequently scoped out of detailed assessment then justification must be given. 

ZTV analysis undertaken and assets accordingly scoped in, including Assets 33 and 34 

(see Chapter 5, EIA Report Volume 2 and Figure 5.11 and Figure 5.12, EIA Report, 

Volume 3b) as described, no additional assets beyond 10 km identified for inclusion. 

 

Stated ZTV analysis should be undertaken to also scope in designated assets for setting effects where the Proposed 

Development may be in visible in views towards assets (even if not within the ZTV themselves). 

ZTV analysis undertaken for potentially important views towards assets outwith ZTV 

featuring both the asset and Proposed Development undertaken; Category A Listed 

Croick Church (LB7181) (Asset 3) included for setting assessment (see Technical 

Appendix 5.3, EIA Report Volume 4).     

Requested assessment of cumulative effects. Cumulative assessment undertaken (see Chapter 5, EIA Report Volume 2). 
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Agreed that Dail Langwell, broch 1675m NW of Croich (SM1852) (Asset 2) could be scoped out of detailed assessment. Asset 2 accordingly scoped out of detailed assessment.  

Noted potential for significant setting effects upon Langwell, fort and dun (SM5302) (Asset 1), requested photomontages 

from asset and looking over the asset, and welcomed the intention of an iterative design process and potential 

enhancement measures to reduce impacts upon Asset 1.  

Photomontages for the two proposed viewpoints for Asset 1 produced (see Figure 5.9 

and Figure 5.10, EIA Report Volume 3b), with cumulative developments included, and 

iterative design process undertaken to reduce setting impacts upon Asset 1; turbine 

numbers reduced and distances increased to the southwest (see Chapter 3, EIA 

Report Volume 2)  

Bare earth wirelines requested for Asset 33 (from central group thereof) and Asset 34. Wirelines produced for Assets 33 and 34 (see Figure 5.11 and Figure 5.12, EIA Report 

Volume 3b), also showing cumulative developments.  

NatureScot 

 

16/08/2024 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ecology This development is hydrologically connected to this SAC, which is protected for its Atlantic salmon and freshwater pearl 

mussel, see https://apps.snh.gov.uk/sitelink-api/v1/sites/8363/documents/66 . Within our pre-application advice for this 

proposal, we highlighted that some tributaries of this SAC were put forward for SAC designation based on their spawning 

value for Atlantic salmon. With that in mind, the lower tributary feeding into the River Oykel SAC at Brae is one such 

location. This tributary is likely to be a sensitive receptor, as almost all the watercourses from the turbine layout 

cumulatively flow through it. We, therefore, recommend extra consideration is given for this development to adversely 

affect this SAC salmon tributary considering its importance for Atlantic salmon. 

Potential effects of the Proposed Development on the qualifying features of the River 

Oykel SAC (including tributaries of it) are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 

2). 

 

In addition to any fish habitat survey work proposed, we recommend that you source baseline electro-fishing data from the 

Kyle of Sutherland Fisheries for this specific SAC tributary, which may also help determine likely periods of high sensitivity. 

We welcome that a freshwater pearl mussel survey has been carried out within the Brae SAC tributary, due to the 

hydrological significance of this development, as mentioned above. Standing advice for surveys and mitigation can be 

found here, see: https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-planning-consultations-freshwater-pearl-mussels  

The KSDSFB were approached and electro-fishing survey data gathered for the specific 

SAC tributary near Brae. This information is considered in this assessment, with the 

results summarised in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

More information on the River Oykel SAC, complete with updated Conservation Objectives can be found within the 

Conservation & Management Document: https://apps.snh.gov.uk/sitelink-api/v1/sites/8363/documents/66 . It is possible 

that extra mitigation measures may be required to ensure that this SAC remains unaffected. However, acknowledging best 

practice construction measures to avoid pollution will still be important in shaping shadow HRA’s for inclusion within the 

EIA Report, see: https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/planning-and-development-

advice/renewable-energy/onshore-wind-energy/wind-farm-construction-good  

The Conservation Objectives for the River Oykel SAC are considered as part of the 

information to inform an HRA section of Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Embedded mitigation is considered with respect to potential effects on the SAC in 

relation to EIA assessment, and with respect to the requirements of the HRA. See 

Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

The implementation of fish (and freshwater pearl mussel) monitoring to form part of the 

CEMP, if the Proposed Development is consented, is a fundamental part of the 

mitigation, Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Ornithology Although this development sits within connectivity distance of this SPA for red-throated and black throated divers (approx. 

6-7km), none were noted during 2020/21 bird vantage point work.  

Therefore, it is likely this Protected Area will not be affected by this development, subject to detail provided within the final 

ornithological chapter of the EIA Report. 

Noted. 

NatureScot offered to provide additional Nature Heritage Zone (NHZ) data to assist with the cumulative ornithological 

impact assessment. 

Noted. However, a cumulative impact assessment has not been required for the 

Proposed Development due to impacts on important ornithological features (IOFs) from 

the Proposed Development on its own being considered negligible/ inconsequential, see 

Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2) 

Ecology We provided clarification to the ecologist (July 2023) that ecological survey data collected during 2021 would only remain 

valid until the end of March 2024, and if submission was to occur after that period, non-ornithological surveys would need 

to be repeated. However, we note that from the Scoping Report that no updated surveys have been done, with section 

6.4.27 confirming that no more targeted ecological surveys are going to be undertaken. This approach has potential to 

delay this development during application. 

Further consultation with NatureScot in October 2024 (see details below in this table) 

clarified this point with respect to the validity of ecological survey data.   

We acknowledge that the Scoping Report would appear to include references to Best Practice Guidance, which may 

inform on the shelf-life for Protected Species survey work. However please check for Protected Species updates on our 

website, to help inform any outdated survey work. https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-

development/planning-and-development-advice/planning-and-development-standing-advice-and-guidance-documents  

The NatureScot guidance as recommended has been considered for the approach to 

ecological surveys (see Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2)) and with further details, 

respectively for terrestrial mammals and bats in Technical Appendices 6.2 and 6.3 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). 

In addition, Bats and onshore wind turbines has been updated in August 2021 (with minor revisions), see: 

https://www.nature.scot/doc/bats-and-onshore-wind-turbines-survey-assessment-and-mitigation. 

The NatureScot guidance (2021) as recommended has been considered in Chapter 6 

(EIA Report Volume 2) and with further details in Technical Appendix 6.3 (EIA Report 

Volume 4). 

We welcome that potential impacts upon deer will be included within the EIA Report, based on Best Practice Guidance. 

We also welcome that mitigation measures for reptiles will be included within the Construction & Environmental 

Management Plan, where Best Practice Guidance can help inform that, see: https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-

planning-consultations-reptilesadder-slow-worm-common-lizard 

Potential effects on deer are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2), and with a 

commitment to monitor grazing levels over the course of the Proposed Development (as 

part of the NEMP), which would identify whether the existing deer management on-site is 

appropriate or whether increased management (like culling) is needed. 

The CEMP, if the Proposed Development is consented, would consider measures to 

ensure any reptiles present on-site are protected during construction (with an outline 

CEMP (OCEMP) provided as Technical Appendix 2.1, EIA Report Volume 4). 

https://apps.snh.gov.uk/sitelink-api/v1/sites/8363/documents/66
https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-planning-consultations-freshwater-pearl-mussels
https://apps.snh.gov.uk/sitelink-api/v1/sites/8363/documents/66
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/planning-and-development-advice/renewable-energy/onshore-wind-energy/wind-farm-construction-good
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/planning-and-development-advice/renewable-energy/onshore-wind-energy/wind-farm-construction-good
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/planning-and-development-advice/planning-and-development-standing-advice-and-guidance-documents
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/planning-and-development-advice/planning-and-development-standing-advice-and-guidance-documents
https://www.nature.scot/doc/bats-and-onshore-wind-turbines-survey-assessment-and-mitigation
https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-planning-consultations-reptilesadder-slow-worm-common-lizard
https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-planning-consultations-reptilesadder-slow-worm-common-lizard
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Peat Our Peatland Guidance has been updated to reflect NPF4 (November 2023). Therefore, please look through this to gauge 

if anything needs to be provided within the EIA Report to help gauge ‘condition’ & ‘quality’ of any existing peatland habitats 

that may be affected, see: https://www.nature.scot/doc/advising-peatland-carbon-rich-soils-and-priority-peatland-

habitatsdevelopment-management . We recognise that most of this development does not sit within class 1. or class 2 

peatland habitats, being largely dominated by conifer plantation. However, we welcome recognition within the Scoping 

report of potential impacts to priority peatlands and NatureScot Guidance (as above). 

A peatland condition assessment (following NatureScot guidance, 2023) has been 

undertaken to identify any areas of priority peatland of possible national interest and 

results are presented in Technical Appendix 8.2, Technical Appendix 8.3, and 

Technical Appendix 8.4 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

LVIA Based on the information provided during pre-application, we consider that this proposal is unlikely to raise issues of 

National Interest in relation to its landscape, visual and/or cumulative effects.  

Therefore, it is unlikely we will provide landscape comments on this proposal at application. This development sits 

approximately 18km from the Dornoch Firth National Scenic Area (NSA), and c. 2km from Rhiddoroch – Beinn Dearg – 

Ben Wyvis Wild Land Area (WLA). 

This development could result in significant landscape or visual effects; however, we do not judge these effects to meet 

our threshold in respect of our national remit for landscapes. With that in mind, we do not propose to provide specialist 

landscape advice on this case. 

Noted. 

SEPA 

 

06/08/2024 Hydrology, 

Hydrogeology, 

and Geology 

We welcome engagement with the applicant at an early stage to discuss any of the issues raised in this letter and would 

especially welcome further pre-application engagement once initial peat probing, peat condition assessment and habitat 

survey work has been completed and the layout developed further as a result 

Noted. 

We agree with questions 6.1 to 6.5 in Chapter 6. 

Where much of the site is on peat, we expect the application to be supported by a comprehensive site specific peat 

management plan. 

We can confirm that habitat survey information is not required for areas which are heavily forested or recently felled. 

Provided watercourse crossings are designed to accommodate the 1 in 200 year event plus climate change and other 

infrastructure is located well away from watercourses we do not foresee, from current information, a need for detailed 

information on flood risk 

Noted. 

Site Layout Each of the drawings requested below must detail all proposed upgraded, temporary and permanent infrastructure. This 

includes all tracks, excavations, buildings, borrow pits, pipelines, cabling, site compounds, laydown areas, storage areas 

and any other built elements. All drawings must be based on an adequate scale with which to assess the information. 

Noted. All infrastructure relevant to the Proposed Development is detailed in Chapter 2 

(EIA Report Volume 2) and presented on Figure 2.1 (EIA Report Volume 3a).  

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, and existing built infrastructure must be re-used or upgraded where possible. 

A comparison of the environmental effects of alternative locations of infrastructure elements may be required. 

Noted. The Site Description and Design Evolution, which details alternatives is 

presented in  Chapter 3 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

Hydrology, 

Hydrogeology, 

and Geology 

 

The proposals should demonstrate how impacts on local hydrology have been minimised and the site layout designed to 

minimise watercourse crossings and avoid other direct impacts on water features. Measures should be put in place to 

protect any downstream sensitive receptors. 

Noted. 

The submission must include a set of drawings 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) A map showing the location, size, depths and dimensions of all borrow pits overlain with all lochs and watercourses 

within 250m and showing a site-specific buffer around each loch or watercourse proportionate to the depth of excavations. 

The information provided needs to demonstrate that a site specific proportionate buffer can be achieved. 

Noted. 

Crossings must be designed to accommodate the 0.5% annual exceedance probability flows (with an appropriate 

allowance for climate change), or information provided to justify smaller structures. 

If it is considered the development could result in an increased risk of flooding to a nearby receptor, then a flood risk 

assessment (FRA) must be submitted. 

Noted. 

It should be clearly demonstrated that the assessment has informed careful project design and ensured, in accordance 

with relevant guidance and the mitigation hierarchy in NPF4, that adverse impacts are first avoided and then minimised 

through best practice 

Effects on peat and peatland have been avoided in the first instance through sensitive 

design (see Chapter 3, EIA Report Volume 2). Further details are provided in terms of 

embedded mitigation in Chapter 6 (EIA Volume 2), with the assessment addressing the 

potential effects on peatland habitat presented. Consideration on minimising effects on 

peat (from a peat resource point of view) is also provided in Chapter 8 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

Submission should include a plan for peatland condition mapping – the Peatland Condition Assessment photographic 

guide lists the criteria for each condition category and illustrates how to identify each condition category. 

A peatland condition assessment was undertaken in accord with NatureScot guidance 

(2023), with details provided in Technical Appendix 6.1 (EIA Report Volume 4), and the 

results provided on Figure 6.4 (EIA Report Volume 3a). Subsequently, potential effects 

https://www.nature.scot/doc/advising-peatland-carbon-rich-soils-and-priority-peatland-habitatsdevelopment-management
https://www.nature.scot/doc/advising-peatland-carbon-rich-soils-and-priority-peatland-habitatsdevelopment-management
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on peatland (including any identified as Priority Peatland of Possible National Interest) 

are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

The detailed series of layout drawings above should clearly demonstrate that development proposals avoid any near 

natural peatland and that all proposed excavation is on peat less than 1 m deep. 

None of the peatland on-site is considered ‘near-natural’, with habitats typically forming 

mosaics, indicative of modification/degradation. 

Details on avoidance of deeper areas of peat are addressed in Chapter 8 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

The Outline Peat Management Plan (PMP) must include: 

a) A table setting out the volumes of acrotelmic, catotelmic and amorphous peat to be excavated. These should include a 

contingency factor to consider variables such as bulking and uncertainties in the estimation of peat volumes;  

b) A table clearly setting out the volumes of acrotelmic, catotelmic and amorphous excavated peat: (1) used in making 

good site specific areas disturbed by development, including borrow pits (quantities used in making good areas disturbed 

by development must be the minimum required to achieve the intended environmental benefit and materials must be 

suitable for the proposed use), (2) used in on and off site peatland restoration, and (3) disposed of, and the proposed 

means of disposal (if deemed unavoidable after all other uses of excavated peat have been explored and reviewed);  

c) Details of proposals for temporary storage and handling of peat - Good Practice during Wind Farm Construction outlines 

the approach to good practice when addressing issues of peat management on site and minimising carbon loss;  

d) Suitable evidence that the use of peat in making good areas disturbed by development, including borrow pits, is 

genuine and not a waste disposal operation, including evidence on the suitability of the peat and evidence that the quantity 

used matches and does not exceed the requirement of the proposed use. If peat is to be used in borrow pits on site, SEPA 

will require sections and plans including the phasing, profiles, depths and types of material to be used;  

e) Use of excavated peat in areas not disturbed by the development itself is now not a matter SEPA provides planning 

advice on. Please refer to Advising on peatland, carbon-rich soils and priority peatland habitats in development 

management | NatureScot 2023, and the Peatland ACTION – Technical Compendium which provides more detailed 

advice on peatland restoration techniques.  

Unless the excavated peat is certain to be used for construction purposes in its natural state on the site from where it is 

excavated, it will be subject to regulatory control. The use of excavated peat off-site, including for peatland restoration, will 

require the appropriate level of environmental authorisation. Excavated peat will be waste if it is discarded, or the holder 

intends to or is required to discard it. These proposals should be clearly outlined so that SEPA can identify any regulatory 

implications of the proposed activities. This will allow the developer and their contractors to tailor their planning and 

designs to accommodate any regulatory requirements 

An outline PMP is provided in Technical Appendix 8.3 (EIA Report Volume 4).  

The layout and design of the development must avoid impacts on any GWDTE areas. 

A National Vegetation Classification (NVC) survey should be submitted which includes the following information: 

a) A set of drawings demonstrating all GWDTE and 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. The survey needs to extend beyond the site boundary where the distances require it. 

b) If the minimum buffers cannot be achieved, a detailed site specific qualitative and/or quantitative risk assessment will be 

required. 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. 

An NVC survey plan is provided as Figure 6.3 (EIA Report Volume 3a). 

Specifics concerning the Proposed Development in relation to confirmed GWDTEs and 

existing groundwater abstractions are addressed in Chapter 8 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Please note that due to discrepancies in habitat definition and ambiguity in correspondence with NVC types we do not 

accept the use of The UK Habitat Classification System (UKHab) as an alternative to NVC. 

An NVC survey was undertaken and the UKHab methodology has not been used (see 

Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) for a summary of the NVC methodology and results).  

Full details of the NVC survey is provided in Technical Appendix 6.1 (EIA Report 

Volume 4) and results presented in Figure 6.3a-d (EIA Report Volume 3a). 

Forestry If forestry is present on the site, the site layout should be designed to avoid large scale felling, as this can result in large 

amounts of waste material and a peak in release of nutrients which can affect local water quality. 

The submission must include drawings with the boundaries of where felling will take place and a description of what is 

proposed for this timber in accordance with Use of Trees Cleared to Facilitate Development on Afforested Land – Joint 

Guidance from SEPA, SNH and FCS 

Technical Appendix 2.3 (EIA Report, Volume 4) refers to UKFS and the Forest and 

Water Guidelines as good practice to avoid affecting local water quality. 

 

The submission must include drawings with the boundaries of where felling will take place and a description of what is 

proposed for this timber in accordance with Use of Trees Cleared to Facilitate Development on Afforested Land – Joint 

Guidance from SEPA, SNH and FCS 

Felling is shown in Figure 2.3.5, Technical Appendix 2.3 (EIA Report, Volume 4). 

Pollution 

Prevention 

and 

Environmental 

Management  

The submission must include a schedule of mitigation, which includes reference to best practice pollution prevention and 

construction techniques (for example, limiting the maximum area to be stripped of soils and peat at any one time) and 

regulatory requirements. Please refer to the Guidance for Pollution Prevention (GPPs) and our water run-off from 

construction sites webpage for more information 

Noted. A schedule of mitigation is presented in Chapter 12 (EIA Report Volume 2). 
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Life 

Extension, 

repowering 

and 

decommission

ing 

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. 

The discarding of materials as waste should be avoided. However, if there is an intention to discard materials then further 

guidance on this may be found in the document Is it waste - Understanding the definition of waste 

Noted. 

Non-Statutory Consultees 

Aberdeen 

International Airport 

29/07/2024 Aviation This proposal is located outwith our consultation zone. As such we have no comment to make 

and need not be consulted further 

Noted. 

Airwave Solutions N/A Aviation No Response. N/A 

Arqiva N/A  No Response. N/A 

Atkins Ltd 
N/A Telecommunic

ations 

No Response. N/A 

British Horse 

Society 

 

07/08/2024 Site Design The EIA Scoping Report notes there are no core paths within the site boundary. However, there is an established network 

of tracks and paths that may be used by walkers, cyclists and equestrians. Forestry tracks, like those within this site, are 

often ideal routes for equestrians. There is also significant, untapped, potential for wind farm developments of all sizes to 

improve access provision via their networks of tracks, especially if consideration is given to laying out tracks to provide 

circular loops. 

Vehicles travelling to and from Coille Beith are likely to meet equestrians on the road and drivers should be advised of this 

risk. I have enclosed a copy of our “Guidance to drivers of large vehicles” document 

Note. Consideration to horse riders has been given within the assessment and mitigation 

measures are set out within the CTMP section of Chapter 9 (EIA Report Volume 2) and 

Technical Appendix 9.1 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

BT 

 

26/07/2024 Aviation and 

Telecomms 

We have studied the proposed windfarm development with respect to EMC and related problems to BT point-to-point 

microwave radio links. 

The conclusion is that the Project indicated should not cause interference to BT’s current and presently planned radio 

network 

Noted. 

Creich Community 

Council 

 

24/9/2024 LVIA Cumulative Visual Impact concerns.  Potential cumulative effects are assessed in Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2). Figures 

4.12 (a-t) (EIA Report Volume 3a) represent the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) of 

paired cumulative sites.  

Ecology Cumulative negative ecological impacts, especially on the river oykel and its endangered salmon and freshwater pearl 

mussels.  

Potential effects on designated sites (including SSSIs) with ecological qualifying 

interests are considered within Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). Information to inform 

an HRA is provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

 

Socio-

Economics 

Impact on ghillies who look after the river.  

The local economy heavily depends on the rivers, wildlife tourism, and the scenic, peaceful environment’s attraction for 

tourists and its importance in maintaining the health and wellbeing of the people who live, walk, cycle, and work here.  

The standard offer of £5,000/installed MW is not sufficient to compensate for the damage that will be done and a cap on 

total fund over full lifetime is not acceptable.  

Noted. A standalone Socio-Economic Impact Report is submitted to accompany the 

application.  

Crown Estate 

Scotland 

 Aviation No Response N/A 

Defence 

Infrastructure 

Organisation  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

21/08/2024 Aviation and 

Telecomms 

 

I am writing to advise you that the MOD has concerns with the proposal. 

The principal safeguarding concerns of the MOD with respect to this development of wind turbines relates to their potential 

to create a physical obstruction to air traffic movements. 

Noted. 

In this case the development falls within Tactical Training Area 14 (TTA 14), an area within which fixed wing aircraft may 

operate as low as 100 feet or 30.5 metres above ground level to conduct low level flight training.  

The addition of turbines in this location has the potential to introduce a physical obstruction to low flying aircraft operating 

in the area. 

If the developer is able to overcome the issues stated above, to address the impact up on low flying given the location and 

scale of the development, the MOD would require that conditions are added to any consent issued requiring that the 

development is fitted with aviation safety lighting and that sufficient data is submitted to ensure that structures can be 

accurately charted to allow deconfliction. 

This issue is fully addressed in Technical Appendix 11.1 (EIA Report, Volume 4). 

The development proposed includes wind turbine generators and/or meteorological mast(s) that exceed a height of 150m 

agl and are therefore subject to the lighting requirements set out in the Air Navigation Order 2016. In addition to CAA 

This issue is fully addressed in the Technical Appendix 11.1 (EIA Report, Volume 4).  
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requirements, the MOD will require the submission, approval, and implementation of an aviation safety lighting 

specification that details the installation of MOD accredited aviation safety lighting. 

As a minimum the MOD would require that the perimeter turbines are fitted with infra-red (IR) lighting 

Edinburgh Airport N/A Aviation No Response N/A 

Fisheries 

Management 

Scotland 

 

 

 

 

01/08/2024 Ecology The proposed development falls within the catchment relating to the Kyle of Sutherland District Salmon Fishery Board and 

Fisheries Trust. It is important that the proposals are conducted in full consultation with these organisations (see link to 

FMS member DSFBs and Trusts below)  

A Fish Monitoring Plan (FMP), and water quality monitoring programme including pre-, 

during- and post-construction fish (and freshwater pearl mussel) monitoring would be 

produced with input from the KSDSFB. Details are set out in Chapter 6 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). This FMP would form part of the CEMP if the Proposed Development were 

consented. 

Due to the potential for such developments to impact on migratory fish species and the fisheries they support, FMS have 

developed, in conjunction with Marine Scotland Science, advice for DSFBs and Trusts in dealing with planning 

applications. We would strongly recommend that these guidelines are fully considered throughout the planning, 

construction and monitoring phases of the proposed development: 

http://fms.scot/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/170412-Guidance-Terrestrial-windfarms.pdf   

https://fms.scot/about-us-2/our-members/dsfb-trust-map/   

The guidelines as recommended have been considered, with potential effects on 

watercourses covered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2).The monitoring programme 

for fish and water quality with input from the KSDSFB accords with the guidelines, is 

covered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Glasgow Airport N/A Aviation No Response N/A 

Glasgow Prestwick 

Airport 

N/A Aviation No Response N/A 

Highlands and 

Islands Airport 

 

 

 

31/07/2024 Aviation With reference to the above proposal, our preliminary assessment shows that, at the position, the proposed development 

does not impact the safeguarding criteria and operation of Inverness Airport. 

Therefore, Highlands and Islands Airports Limited has no objection to this current proposal. However, as details of the 

Proposed Development will not be finalised until later in the EIA process and the turbine layout may evolve, HIAL reserves 

the right to reassess at this time and provide an alternate response 

Noted.  

HSE 

 

 

 

30/07/2024 H&S The proposed development, being a wind farm, is not a type that would store or process hazardous substances in 

quantities relevant to the potential for industrial major accidents with respect to The Planning (Hazardous Substances) 

Regulations 2015. 

The development is not located within a safeguarding zone of an Explosives site licensed under the Explosives regulations 

2014 or the Dangerous goods in harbour area regulations 2016.  

The development is not located within HSE’s land-use-planning consultation zones for major accident hazard pipelines 

and hazardous substances consented sites (licensed explosives sites are covered in the previous paragraph).  

Due to the above 3 points, HSE have no views on the information to be included in an Environmental Impact Assessment 

Report. 

Noted.  

Joint Radio 

Company 

 

 

 

29/07/2024 Telecommunic

ations 

This proposal is *cleared* - subject to 50m micrositing - with respect to radio link infrastructure operated by the local 

energy networks. 

In the case of this proposed wind energy development, JRC does not foresee any potential problems based on known 

interference scenarios and the data you have provided. 

However, if any details of the wind farm change, particularly the disposition or scale of any turbine(s), it will be necessary 

to re-evaluate the proposal. Please note that due to the large number of adjacent radio links in this vicinity, which have 

been taken into account, clearance is given specifically for a location within the declared grid reference (quoted above). 

In making this judgement, JRC has used its best endeavours with the available data, although we recognise that there 

may be effects which are as yet unknown or inadequately predicted. JRC cannot therefore be held liable if subsequently 

problems arise that we have not predicted. 

It should be noted that this clearance pertains only to the date of its issue. As the use of the spectrum is dynamic, the use 

of the band is changing on an ongoing basis and consequently, you are advised to seek re-coordination prior to submitting 

a planning application, as this will negate the possibility of an objection being raised at that time as a consequence of any 

links assigned between your enquiry and the finalisation of your project. 

Noted.  

Kyle of Sutherland 

Fisheries 

 

 

 

 

 

 

07/08/2024 Ecology In the first instance we would expect any environmental assessment to include: 

- Fish habitat data in any potentially affected watercourse both within and out with the physical boundary of the 

proposed development. 

- Fish presence, distribution and abundance data in all potentially affected watercourses. 

- Macro-invertebrate data in all potentially affected watercourses. 

- Freshwater pearl mussel (FWPM) abundance and distribution data in all potentially affected watercourses. 

- Hydrology data, including for artificial drainage watercourses. Any artificial or modified drainage channels need to be 

fully mapped as part of the assessment process. 

A fish habitat survey and freshwater pearl mussel habitat appraisal survey have been 

undertaken (see Chapter 6, EIA Report Volume 2, and Technical Appendix 6.4, EIA 

Report Volume 4). Furthermore, the KSDSFB have provided electro-fishing survey data 

relevant to the Proposed Development, with the results summarised in Chapter 6 (EIA 

Report Volume 2). 

An FMP, and water quality monitoring programme including pre-, during- and post-

construction fish (and freshwater pearl mussel) monitoring would be produced with input 

from the KSDSFB. This FMP would form part of the CEMP if the Proposed Development 

is consented. 

http://fms.scot/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/170412-Guidance-Terrestrial-windfarms.pdf
https://fms.scot/about-us-2/our-members/dsfb-trust-map/
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- Water quality data (i.e. turbidity, pH, dissolved organic carbon, acid neutralising capacity etc.) in all potentially 

affected watercourses. 

- Peat slide risk assessment. 

Peat slide risk and hydrology data is considered and provided in Chapter 8 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

Other issues The construction of large objects, particularly those which have moving elements have the potential to cause ongoing 

direct and indirect visual impacts such as shadow flicker. As such we would expect the following. 

- Full mapping of the potential visual effect zones for all proposed turbines taking into account salmonid fish vision (i.e. 

incorporating a detailed understanding of factors such as Snell’s Window). This would include both direct 

visualisation and other effects such as reflection and shadow flicker.  

- Should an area be in a potential visual effect zone then we would expect to see full assessment/modelling of the 

impact on fish behaviour and performance resulting from direct visualisation of moving turbine blades. 

- Should an area be in a potential visual effect zone then we would expect to see full assessment/modelling of the 

impact on fish behaviour and performance resulting from shadow flicker, reflections etc. 

As outlined in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) the watercourses on-site have limited (if 

any) potential for supporting fish fauna, with many of the watercourses on moderate to 

steep slopes and are peaty headwaters. 

 

Turbines are offset from watercourses by at least 74 m and thus the potential for shadow 

flicker is reduced. 

 

The Proposed Development is offset from watercourses which have the greatest potential 

to support fish fauna (the nearest turbine is approximately1.2 km from the River Oykel 

SAC).  Potential for shadow flicker to effect any fish using the River Oykel SAC is 

accordingly discounted. It is noted that the western access route passes over the River 

Einig (part of the River Oykel SAC) across an existing watercourse crossing, and effects 

on the River Oykel SAC are addressed in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

 

The potential effects from shadow flicker, more widely, is provided in Technical 

Appendix 2.4 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Mountaineering 

Scotland 

 

 

 

 

 

31/07/2024 LVIA Mountaineering Scotland's concern at this stage is ensuring that the proposed viewpoints will allow a comprehensive 

assessment of the proposed development from a mountaineering/hillwalking perspective should an application be made, 

specifically towards the Rhiddoroch-Bein Dearg-Ben Wyvis WLA to the south, also partly designated a Special Landscape 

Area. Carn a' Choin Deirg lies within 5km of the nearest turbines and multiple other wild hills within c.15km, with Seana 

Bhraigh, one of a handful of Munro summits most remote from roads, just over 15km away. 

The potential for visual impact upon mountaineering interests is shown by the remarkable proportion of proposed 

viewpoints that are labelled by the applicant as representing hill walkers: 16 out of 22, 13 of which are summits or high 

ridges. We endorse the proposed endorse the proposed 'hill walker' viewpoints: 1-7, 10, 12-20. 

We wish to point out the omission of Carn a' Choin Deirg despite it being the nearest listed hill summit to the proposed 

development (<5km). Carn a' Choin Deirg was used as a viewpoint by both the Meall Buidhe and Strath Oykel 

applications. However, it seems likely that the view from Carn a' Choin Deirg summit itself may be partially obstructed. We 

cannot be sure since the graphic is pixelated if zoomed to the level required to pick out the summit -we therefore propose 

the inclusion of a viewpoint at the top of the slope north of the summit.  

Two additional viewpoints have been taken from Carn a’ Deirg. One viewpoint was taken 

from the cairn (Grid Ref: 39749, 92355) and the second slightly off summit (Grid Ref: 

39770, 92515). As thought, there is patchy visibility. Of these two viewpoints the second 

option was found to provide a clearer view to the Site, and this has been included as an 

assessment viewpoint, see Figure 4.35 (EIA Report Volume 3b). The discounted 

wireline is included in Technical Appendix 4.8 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

 

 

 

We suggest that VP4 Glas Meall Mor (An Teallach group), VP18 Ben Klibreck and VP19 Creag Mhor (Armine Forest) are 

probably unnecessary given that they are all c.35km distant and are very unlikely to be reported as having significant 

impact at that distance. 

Noted. These viewpoints have been carried forward into Chapter 4 ( EIA Report, 

Volume 2) as they provide an overview of the surrounding landscape character and 

existing cumulative baseline. 

NATS 

Safeguarding 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

24/07/2024 Aviation The proposed development has been examined from a technical safeguarding aspect and does not conflict with our 

safeguarding criteria. Accordingly, NATS (En Route) Public Limited Company ("NERL") has no safeguarding objection to 

the proposal. 

However, please be aware that this response applies specifically to the above consultation and only reflects the position of 

NATS (that is responsible for the management of en route air traffic) based on the information supplied at the time of this 

application. This letter does not provide any indication of the position of any other party, whether they be an airport, 

airspace user or otherwise. It remains your responsibility to ensure that all the appropriate consultees are properly 

consulted. 

If any changes are proposed to the information supplied to NATS in regard to this application which become the basis of a 

revised, amended or further application for approval, then as a statutory consultee NERL requires that it be further 

consulted on any such changes prior to any planning permission or any consent being granted 

Noted.  

Office for Nuclear 

Regulation 

N/A  No Response N/A 

OFCOM 

N/A Telecommunic

ations 

No Response N/A 

RSPB Scotland 

 

 

 

 

23/08/2024 Ornithology RSPB was content with the species which had been scoped into the assessment but expressed disappointment that a 

single year’s worth of survey effort had been accepted by NatureScot. It was requested that the justification for this be 

presented in the EIA Report. RSPB also requested that justification be provided for the selection and viewshed coverage 

of VP locations relative to the proposed turbine locations and a surrounding buffer of 500 m. It was also requested that the 

EIA provides full details of the adequacy of the field surveys (i.e. guidance compliant and coverage/accessibility) and 

worked examples of the collision risk calculations as well as raw data for independent verification.    

A summary of the desk study and field survey methods and their results, including 

limitations and justifications, are presented in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2), 

Technical  Appendix 7.1 (EIA Report Volume 4) and Technical Appendix 7.3 (EIA 

Report Volume 5), whilst worked examples of the collision risk calculations are presented 

in Technical Appendix 7.2 (EIA Report Volume 4). 
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Based on the information provided in the Scoping Report, RSPB was satisfied that the Proposed Development is unlikely 

to have a significant impact on any ornithological designated sites of nature conservation importance. 

Noted.  

The suitability of the habitats within and immediately surrounding the site for various protected and notable species of 

conservation concern were noted, as summarised below. 

Noted. 

Scottish crossbill: RSPB holds records for this species from within the Site and further surveys for this species were 

recommended on the assumption that the baseline surveys would not be expected to adequately account for this species. 

Noted. 

Breeding waders: the presence of various species of breeding wader within the Survey Area was noted, particularly the 

relatively high number of curlew territories. Breeding waders should be included in the impact assessment and advice was 

provided regarding the responses of curlew to wind farm developments. It was also recommended that consideration 

should be given to enhancement measures for curlew within the proposed Nature Enhancement Management Plan 

(NEMP). 

Assessment of the Site’s importance for breeding waders and the Proposed 

Development’s potential to adversely affect them is provided in Chapter 7 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). Habitat enhancement measures with the potential to benefit locally occurring 

breeding waders, including curlew (where appropriately away from operational turbines 

and forestry edge) are proposed in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Black grouse: The confirmed presence of black grouse in and around the Site through the field surveys aligned with 

records RSPB hold for the species’ presence in the area. The presence of a lek of 12 males is one of the largest RSPB 

are aware of in Sutherland. While the majority of lekking birds were recorded outside of the Site, the removal of forestry to 

accommodate the Proposed Development may open up habitat encouraging black grouse into the wind farm area in the 

future. The EIA should consider the potential impacts of the Proposed Development on black grouse and advice was 

provided regarding the species’ sensitivity to disturbance. Biodiversity enhancement measures for the species were 

recommended and should focus on areas within 1.5 km of identified lek sites. 

Assessment of the Site’s importance for black grouse and the Proposed Development’s 

potential to adversely affect them is provided in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2).  

Habitat enhancement measures with the potential to benefit locally occurring black 

grouse are proposed in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

Golden eagle: The presence of up to three golden eagle territories within 6 km of the Site was raised, with the Site likely to 

form part of the closest pairs' range. The Proposed Development was therefore considered likely to result in loss of 

territorial area and potential foraging habitat. Further information on golden eagle territories in the nearby and wider 

surrounding area should be obtained from the HRSG as well as from the assessments for adjacent wind farm 

developments with potential impacts upon the species from the Proposed Development being included in the EIA. It was 

acknowledged that golden eagle collision mortality was rare, but incidents have occurred in Scotland and NatureScot may 

be able to provide further information. It was recommended that Golden Eagle Terrain (sic) [Topographical] (GET) 

modelling was used to identify potential suitability of land within and immediately surrounding the Site for golden eagles in 

support of the assessment.   

A summary of the golden eagle information provided through the desk study, including 

GET model analysis, is presented in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2) with full details 

provided in Technical Appendix 7.1 (EIA Report Volume 4) and Technical Appendix 

7.3 (EIA Report Volume 5). 

 

 

Contrary to the Scoping Report, RSPB advised that effects on ground-nesting wetland species, black grouse and 

Schedule 1 and Annex I raptors and owls should be scoped into the assessment particularly with regards to displacement.  

Assessment of the Site’s importance for IOFs and the Proposed Development’s potential 

to adversely affect them is provided in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2).. 

The proposed forestry felling and biodiversity enhancement measures will improve and create more open habitat within 

and surrounding the Site and the EIA should assess the change on all relevant species, especially black grouse and 

breeding waders. 

Biodiversity enhancement measures are presented in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA 

Report Volume 4).  

The EIA should consider all the components and phases of the proposal including the turbines, the battery energy storage 

system, substation, grid connection, borrow pits, and associated infrastructure (including the route on public roads to get 

the turbines on site), as well as temporary construction compounds. 

Assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Development, including its various 

phases and relevant components is considered in Chapter 7 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Note: Battery Energy Storage does not form part of the Proposed Development.  

The EIA should include a robust cumulative impact assessment including consideration of impacts from other proposed 

wind energy schemes, (in particular the adjacent Strath Oykel and Meall Buidhe Wind Farms) as well as other relevant 

plans or projects that could impact on bird populations of the relevant NHZ (NHZ7, North Highlands). Advice and 

comments were also provided on the proposed approaches to identifying other cumulative development projects. 

A cumulative impact assessment has not been required for the Proposed Development 

due to impacts on IOFs from the Proposed Development on its own being considered 

negligible/ inconsequential.  

Advice was provided regarding the Outline Nature Enhancement Management Plan (ONEMP) and its role in meet the 

requirements of NPF4 Policy 3. The commitment to provide an ONEMP was welcomed and it was recommended that this 

should be developed to complement measures being undertaken in the wider Strath Oykel. It was also recommended that 

this should include a comprehensive monitoring programme, including a protocol for reporting bird collisions.    

Habitat enhancement measures with the potential to benefit locally occurring birds are 

proposed in Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4).  

Peat Impacts on deep peat and blanket bog should be minimised through careful siting and design, and all of the infrastructure 

components should be sited where peat depths are less than 0.5m. 

The design of the Proposed Development has been sensitive to the location of areas of 

deep peat and blanket bog (see Chapter 3, EIA Report Volume 2). 

Potential effects on deeper areas of peat are addressed in Chapter 8 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

In relation to peatland, recent NatureScot guidance states ‘that restoration to achieve offsetting (i.e. compensation rather 

than biodiversity enhancement) would be in the order of 1:10 (lost: restored)’ plus ‘an additional 10% of the baseline 

assessment of the extent of priority peatland habitat for biodiversity enhancement. 

The ONEMP provides details on the extensive peatland restoration proposals which will 

be delivered as part of the Proposed Development to deliver significant biodiversity 

enhancement in accordance with NPF4. Areas of identified peatland and commercial 

forestry which would be considered as part of the peatland restoration programme 

(forestry to be cleared and returned to peatland) are discussed in Chapter 6 (EIA Report 

Volume 2), Technical Appendix 6.5 (EIA Report Volume 4), and shown in Figure 6.8 

(EIA Report Volume 3a).  
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Ecology Scottish Forestry welcomes the developer’s commitment within the Scoping Report to provide a specific Forestry chapter 

in the EIA report. It is noted that the applicant is committed to ensuring that any proposed changes to woodland address 

the requirements of the Control of Woodland Removal Policy and other relevant guidance.  

Scottish Government’s policy on control of woodland removal: implementation guidance February 2019 

https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/control-of-woodland-removal  provides guidance on the level and detail of 

information Scottish Forestry will expect within the EIA Report, to help us reach an informed decision on the potential 

impact of the proposed development. 

Detailed information on any compensatory planting proposals should also be provided. All felling, restocking and 

compensatory planting proposals must be compliant with the UK Forestry Standard. https://forestry.gov.scot/sustainable-

forestry/ukfs-scotland. 

Scottish Forestry requests that the EIA report clearly sets out the different woodland types to enable review against the 

polices set out in this letter.  

Any additional felling which is not part of the planning application will require permission from Scottish Forestry under the 

Forestry and Land Management (Scotland) Act 2018 (the Act). For areas covered by an approved Long Term Forest Plan 

(LTFP), the request for additional felling (and subsequent restocking) areas needs to be presented in the form of LTFP 

amendment. https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/felling-permissions   

The applicant should note that any compensatory planting required as a result of the proposed development, may also 

need to be considered under The Forestry (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017. 

https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/environmental-impact-assessment and should follow the process for preparing 

a woodland creation proposal, as set out in our guidance booklet: Woodland Creation Application Guidance. 

https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/woodland-creation 

AWI and NWSS are noted in Technical Appendix 2.3 (EIA Report, Volume 4) and have 

been avoided through design (see Figure 2.3.5, Technical Appendix 2.3). 

Policy and implementation guidelines are noted and referenced in Technical Appendix 

2.3 (EIA Report, Volume 4). 

Forest operations are to meet UKFS. 

It is understood that LTFP amendments will be required as updates to existing LTFP and 

new LTFPs will be prepared including this Proposed Development. 

It is understood that compensatory planting as new woodland creation may require an 

environmental impact assessment where it is above the afforestation threshold of 20 ha 

where no part of the land is in a sensitive area or 2 ha where any part of the land is in a 

sensitive area. 

Scotland Gas 

Networks 

N/A Infrastructure No Response. N/A 

Scottish Rights of 

Way and Access 

Society (ScotWays) 

N/A Rights of 

Way 

No Response. N/A 

Scottish and 

Southern Energy 

N/A Grid 

Connection 

No Response. N/A 

Scottish Water 

 

25/07/2024 Hydrology Scottish Water has no objection to this proposal. Please read the following carefully as there may be further action 

required. Scottish Water would advise the following:  

Drinking Water Protected Areas  

A review of our records indicates that there are no Scottish Water drinking water catchments or water abstraction sources, 

which are designated as Drinking Water Protected Areas under the Water Framework Directive, in the area that may be 

affected by the proposed activity.  

Surface Water  

For reasons of sustainability and to protect our customers from potential future sewer flooding, Scottish Water will not 

accept any surface water connections into our combined sewer system.  

There may be limited exceptional circumstances where we would allow such a connection for brownfield sites only, 

however this will require significant justification from the customer taking account of various factors including legal, 

physical, and technical challenges.  

In order to avoid costs and delays where a surface water discharge to our combined sewer system is anticipated, the 

developer should refer to our guides which can be found at https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/Help-and-

Resources/Document-Hub/Business-and-Developers/Connecting-to-Our-Network which detail our policy and processes to 

support the application process, evidence to support the intended drainage plan should be submitted at the technical 

application stage where we will assess this evidence in a robust manner and provide a decision that reflects the best 

option from environmental and customer perspectives. 

Noted 

Transport Scotland 

 

16/08/2024 Transport and 

Access 

 

The SR states that a Route Survey Report (RSR) for Abnormal Indivisible Loads (AIL) will be provided, and that detailed 

swept path analysis will be undertaken for the main constraint points on the route from the port of entry) through to the site 

access junction. This is considered appropriate, and we would add that Transport Scotland will require to be satisfied that 

the size of turbines proposed can negotiate the selected route and that transportation will not have any detrimental effect 

on structures within the trunk road route path.  

The RSR should identify key pinch points on the trunk road network. Swept path analysis should be undertaken and 

details provided with regard to any required changes to street furniture or structures along the route. Any proposed 

changes to the trunk road network must be discussed and approved (via a technical approval process) by the appropriate 

Area Manager(s). 

Comment Noted. The assessment in Chapter 9 (EIA Report Volume 2) has been 

undertaken in line with the outlined methodology. 

https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/control-of-woodland-removal
https://forestry.gov.scot/sustainable-forestry/ukfs-scotland
https://forestry.gov.scot/sustainable-forestry/ukfs-scotland
https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/felling-permissions
https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/environmental-impact-assessment
https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/woodland-creation
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Vodafone  N/A Telecommunic

ations 

No Response. N/A 

Woodland Trust 

 

09/08/2024 Forestry The Trust would like to ensure that ancient woodland, and ancient and veteran trees, are appropriately considered as part 

of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for this development. Ancient woodland and ancient and veteran trees are 

afforded protection within the Scottish Government’s National Planning Framework 4 (Policy 6 - Forestry, woodland and 

trees). 

The development site encompasses areas of ancient woodland where the turbines are proposed to be located. We note in 

particular that the proposed location of Turbine 5 appears close to the ancient woodland. The northern boundary of the 

development site is adjacent to areas of ancient woodland along the River Oykel.  

We are pleased to see that the presence of ancient woodland has been acknowledged. The applicant should commit to a 

full assessment of potential direct and indirect impacts on ancient woodland along with proposals for mitigation. In addition 

to the location of the turbines the assessment should address any associated infrastructure or works.  

Additionally, we recommend that an Arboricultural Impact Assessment is undertaken to inform the EIA to ensure that any 

important trees (including any ancient or veteran trees) are identified and accounted for ahead of the full planning 

application. As part of the assessment the applicant should review the Ancient Tree Inventory (ATI) in addition to 

identifying other ancient or veteran trees that may not be recorded on the ATI. Please note that the ATI is a live database 

so new tree records are added and updated regularly. 

There is no ancient woodland within the Site, as defined by NPF41, only long established 

woodland of semi-natural origin totalling 19.1 ha. Nonetheless, these areas have been 

considered in the sensitive design of the Proposed Development (see Chapter 6, EIA 

Report Volume 2) and also Chapter 3, EIA Report Volume 2). Effects on the AWI habitat 

are considered in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2). 

Further consideration of the AWI habitat is considered in Technical Appendix 2.4 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). 

Note, the enhancement measures include restoration of the AWI area (see the ONEMP, 

as Technical Appendix 6.5, EIA Report Volume 4). 

Post Scoping 

NatureScot 

 

04/10/2024 Ecology Noted, that any additional bat survey in 2025 between April and September would likely delay submission, and as an 

alternative provided a pragmatic approach to bats, as per below. 

Recommend mitigation for bats through wind turbine operational measures, as follows: 

- Applicant to provide a commitment to feather all turbine blades from the outset, in addition to post-construction monitoring 

and carcass searches, as per the NatureScot guidance (2021). 

- Should post-construction monitoring (i.e. carcass searches) indicate a unacceptable levels of collision incidents, then 

‘curtailment’ measures should be identified, such as at specific turbine(s) associated with collisions.  

Recommend the above listed mitigation measures should be fully included and explained in the EIAR, with a commitment 

to delivery. 

As set out in Chapter 6 (EIA Report Volume 2) the turbines would be feathered and post-

construction monitoring would be undertaken.  Post-consent bat monitoring would be 

agreed with THC and NatureScot, including a protocol for reporting collisions to 

NatureScot, and in what circumstance remedial actions would be required. 

 

Welcome the proposed targeted terrestrial mammal update surveys in spring 2025, refreshing data ahead of submission. Updated terrestrial mammal survey information is provided in Chapter 6 (EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

20/10/2024 Ornithology It was agreed that the existing 2020-2021 bird survey data is valid, subject to updated consultation with HRSG and RSPB. 

It was advised that should the proposal be submitted later than 2025, then a full resurvey was likely to be recommended. 

Noted. 

10/12/2024 Clarified that the existing 2020-21 bird survey data, given this included breeding season surveys in 2021, would be viable 

until August 2026. 

Noted. 

HES 

 

23/10/2024 

 

Cultural 

Heritage 

HES satisfied with VPs used to produce visualisations regarding Langwell Fort. Would help to clearly mark position of 

scheduled monument and turbine numbers on visualisations. It appears that potential significant impacts on setting of 

monument arising from turbines 3, 4, and 8. Full scale of impact can only be assessed from completed visualisations,  

Noted and design refinements undertaken to reduce impacts: Turbine numbers reduced 

from 19 to 11; distances to turbines increased (see Chapter 3, EIA Report Volume 2).  

 

HES welcome that visualisations are being produced for Druim Baile Fuir and Allt Eileag to help assess long-distance 

visual impacts. HES have not identified any monuments with very long distance views which are likely to raise concerns. 

Noted (see Figures 5.9 to Figure 5.12, EIA Report Volume 3b). 

Recent scoping advice for previously refused Invercassley Wind Farm, now Allt An Tuir for 9 turbines of 200 m. This could 

be significant with contrasting turbine proportions and perception of scale and distance in the landscape. Issues raised 

here could be similar for this site, and should be assessed as part of application. HC’s Landscape Officer notes cumulative 

impacts will be of significant concern in this area – particularly with Strath Oykel. 

HC sent a Pre-Application Advice Pack on 07/09/2024. This detailed the following: 

Two nearby windfarm proposals have been rejects, these pre-dated the declaration of the Climate and Habitat 

Emergencies and NPF4, although the Proposed Development is larger than those that were rejected and the cumulative 

development picture is now more complex. Consent for Meall Buidhe, Achany, Rosehall, and Lairg II, PLI pending for 

Strath Oykel and Garvery. 

Noted. Cumulative effects are assessed in Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2) and 

Technical Appendix 4.3 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

 

Landscape impacts may be perceived by receptors travelling westwards on the A837 through Strath Oykel and past Loch 

Craggie. This area is a significant transition point between landscape types and marks entry to Assynt-Coigach NSA. 

Sequential route analysis taken at regular intervals along this route should be taken, including cumulative impacts. 

This stretch of road is particularly sensitive, therefore design solutions of any development expected to demonstrate 

appropriate design response. All elements of Proposed Development to be incorporated into visualisations (e.g. BESS and 

substation). 

A sequential visibility route analysis has been provided in Technical Appendix 4.7 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). Infrastructure elements such as areas of keyhole felling, tracks, 

lighting have been added to visualisations. The BESS has not been carried forward to 

application. Most aspects of the low-level infrastructure would be screened by 

intervening vegetation and is not visible within the visualisations. 

 
1 NPF4 defines ancient woodland as land that has been continuously wooded since at least 1750. 
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Highland Council 

 

07/11/2024 LVIA Recent scoping advice for previously refused Invercassley Wind Farm, now Allt An Tuir for 9 turbines of 200 m. This could 

be significant with contrasting turbine proportions and perception of scale and distance in the landscape. Issues raised 

here could be similar for this site, and should be assessed as part of application. HC’s Landscape Officer notes cumulative 

impacts will be of significant concern in this area – particularly with Strath Oykel. 

Landscape impacts may be perceived by receptors travelling westwards on the A837 through Strath Oykel and past Loch 

Craggie. This area is a significant transition point between landscape types and marks entry to Assynt-Coigach NSA. 

Sequential route analysis taken at regular intervals along this route should be taken, including cumulative impacts. 

This stretch of road is particularly sensitive, therefore design solutions of any development expected to demonstrate 

appropriate design response. All elements of Proposed Development to be incorporated into visualisations (e.g. BESS and 

substation). 

Critical to this proposal will be the decision on Strath Oykel which will be a material consideration when assessing this 

proposal, and HC therefore reserves judgement on the acceptability of this proposal until the application stage. That said, 

given the extent and intensity of predicted landscape and visual impacts, further mitigation is likely to be required for 

Council officers to support for the proposal should it be brought forward as an application. 

Noted. Cumulative effects are assessed in Chapter 4 (EIA Report Volume 2) and 

Technical Appendix 4.3 (EIA Report Volume 4). 

 

 

A sequential visibility route analysis has been provided in Technical Appendix 4.7 (EIA 

Report Volume 4). 

 

 

 

Noted. Embedded mitigation has been incorporated in terms of an iterative design 

process to minimise landscape and visual effects. 

Cumulative pressure arising from network of consented major developments and grid upgrades to be considered. 

Transport Scotland have asked for Abnormal Load Assessment and screening for Transport Assessment. Further dialogue 

with Transport Planning and Transport Scotland strongly advised. It is highly likely that extensive mitigation works will be 

required on the C1136 to support construction traffic. 

Noted 

Impacts on setting of Langwell fort and dun may raise issues in the national interest such that HES would object. Photomontages for the two proposed viewpoints for Asset 1 produced (see Figure 5.9 

and Figure 5.10, EIA Report Volume 3b), with cumulative developments included, and 

iterative design process undertaken to reduce setting impacts upon Asset 1; turbine 

numbers reduced and distances increased to the southwest (see Chapter 3, EIA Report 

Volume 2). 

Transport and 

Access 

Maximum parameters of the development must be assessed from the outset with any future turbine height increases or 

additional turbines strongly discouraged. Applicants are encouraged to reach agreement with consultees on parameters of 

the scheme ahead of the application submission to enable prompt determination. 

Desing iterations and how applicant has responded to assessment of impacts should be explained in report. Benefits of 

development should also be clearly set out.  

HC advises that applicant collaborates with other developers in the area regarding scheme planning and environmental 

assessments due to potential for complex, protracted approval process. 

Noted.  

Noise Further consultation was undertaken with THC regarding the proposed noise assessment methodology, including the 

following main points: 

- Derivation of noise limits using Inveroykel Lodge data from Strath Oykel EIA Report  for the Doune, Strathoykel, and 

Inveroykel village areas. 

- Adopting a lower limiting value for daytime noise limits of 35 dB for the Proposed Development in isolation. 

- Adopting a lower limiting value for night-time noise limits of 38 dB for the Proposed Development and cumulative 

assessments. 

- Adopting a lower limiting value for noise limits of 37 dB for the cumulative noise assessment. 

- Adopting a lower limiting value for daytime and night-time noise limits of 45 dB for the Proposed Development and 

cumulative noise levels for financially involved properties. 

- Defining receptors to be included within the assessment. 

- Defining cumulative developments to be included within the assessment. 

THC responded with: 

“My understanding is that you are seeking advice on whether a cumulative limit of 37dB could be applied for Coille Beith in 

conjunction with other developments such as Strath Oykel.  I understand that development has been consented with limits 

at some locations exceeding 35dB already.  That being the case, I agree a cumulative limit of 37dB would appear 

reasonable. The rest of the proposed methodology looks fine.” 

A daytime cumulative noise limit of 37 dB or 5 dB above background noise levels 

(whichever is higher) has been adopted, following THC agreement, alongside the other 

methodological points agreed, including the adoption of noise limits at 38 dB or 5 dB 

above background noise levels (whichever is higher) at night. 

 


