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Table B.1: Consultee List 

Community Councils 

Dufftown and District Community Council 

Huntly Community Council 

Strathbogie Community Council 

Strathisla Community Council 

Tap O' Noth Community Council 
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APPENDIX C 

PRE-SCOPING CONSULTATION SUMMARY IN RELATION TO ECOLOGY 
AND ORNITHOLOGY 
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Table C.1: Consultation Summary 

Date and 
Form of 
Consultation 

Consultee Date and 
Form of 
Response 

Comments 

8th April 2019 
(email) 

North East 
Scotland 
Biological 
Records Centre 
(NESBReC) 

17th May 
2019 
(records 
sent by 
email) 

Contacted for existing ecological and ornithological 
records (incl. non-statutory sites) relevant to the 
Site and surrounding area. 

NESBReC responded providing relevant records 
which have been used to identify any known 
sensitive features and inform the scope of baseline 
field surveys. 

Information obtained will be further used to inform 
the design and assessment of the Proposed 
Development. 

8th April 2019 
(email) 

Royal Society 
for the 
Protection of 
Birds (RSPB) 

13th May 
2019 
(records 
sent by 
email) 

Contacted for ornithological records relevant to the 
site and surrounding area. 

RSPB responded providing relevant records which 
have been used to identify target species and inform 
the scope of baseline field surveys. 

Information obtained will be further used to inform 
the design and assessment of the Proposed 
Development. 

8th April 2019 
(email) 

North East of 
Scotland 
Raptor Study 
Group 
(NESRSG) 

3rd May 
2019 
(letter by 
email) 

Contacted for ornithological records relevant to the 
site and surrounding area. 

NESRSG responded providing relevant records which 
have been used to identify target species and inform 
the scope of baseline field surveys. 

Information obtained will be further used to inform 
the design and assessment of the Proposed 
Development. 

14th May 
2019 (letter 
sent by 
email) 

NatureScot 
(NS) (formerly 
SNH) 

16th May 
2019 
(email) 

Contacted and provided with the proposed scope of 
ornithological and ecological surveys. 

NS responded to confirm that they are in agreement 
with the scope of surveys proposes, and that the 
main ecology/ornithology consideration for 
development at this location will comprise the Tips of 
Corsemaul and Tom Mor Special Protection Area 
(SPA) breeding common gull colony. 

21st August 
2019 (letter 
sent by 
email) 

NatureScot 
(NS) (formerly 
SNH) 

27th 
August 
2019 
(email) 

Contacted and advised on the requirement to force 
an amendment of a Vantage Point (VP) survey 
location, on account of access restrictions and advise 
on the appropriateness of an alternative VP location. 

NS responded to confirm the requirement was 
acknowledged and did not see any issue as long as 
the alteration is duly acknowledged in the 
assessment. 

9th April 2020 
(letter sent 
by email) 

NatureScot 
(NS) (formerly 
SNH) 

4th May 
2020 
(email) 

Contacted NS upon the completion of Year 1 
ornithology surveys, for advice on the requirement 
for further survey.  

Craig Watch Wind Farm 

 

 

162_10178_CraigWatch_Scoping Report 

 

 

 

Table C.1: Consultation Summary 

Date and 
Form of 
Consultation 

Consultee Date and 
Form of 
Response 

Comments 

NS responded to agree that a full second year of 
ornithology survey would not be required and given 
the main ornithology considerations at this site 
(breeding common gull) only a second breeding 
season of ornithology surveys would be required. 

4th November 
2020 (email) 

Scottish 
Wildcat Action 
(SWA) 

11th 
November 
2020 
(email) 

Contacted SWA to enquire about wildcat records and 
known range in the area of the Site, and to discuss 
any requirement for further targeted wildcat surveys. 

SWA provided wildcat/wildcat hybrid records they 
have relevant to the Site.  SWA stated that although 
much of the Site (conifer plantation) is not good 
habitat for wildcat, they provided some information 
regarding the potential habitat enhancement 
measures that could be adopted as part of the HMP 
to benefit wildcats. 
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1. Introduction  
 
1.1 This scoping opinion is issued by the Scottish Government Energy Consents Unit 
on behalf of the Scottish Ministers to Craig Watch Wind Farm Limited a company 
incorporated under the Companies Acts with company number 12792263 and having its 
registered office at 19th Floor 22 Bishopsgate, London, United Kingdom, EC2N 4BQ 
(“the Company”) in response to a request dated 20 November 2020 for a scoping 
opinion under the Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) 
Regulations 2017 in relation to the proposed Craig Watch Wind Farm (“the proposed 
development”). The request was accompanied by a scoping report. 
 
1.2 The proposed development would be located approximately 8 km southeast of 
Dufftown, Moray.  Currently the Site largely consists of commercial plantation forestry 
and associated rides. The Site is within a sparsely populated area characterised by 
extensive forestry. 
 
Up to 18 wind turbines, each up to a maximum tip height of 200m with associated 
transformers and switchgear at each turbine.  A total turbine generating capacity of over 
50MW for the proposed development is envisaged.  
 
1.3 In addition to the wind farm there will be ancillary infrastructure including: 
 

 permanent foundations supporting each wind turbine; 
 associated crane hardstanding at each turbine location; 
 a series of new on-site access tracks with associated watercourse crossings; 
 underground cable arrays within the Site connecting the turbines to the on-site 

substation; 
 a control building and substation compound; 
 temporary construction compound(s) and laydown area(s); 
 a permanent anemometer mast including associated foundations and 

hardstanding; and 
 energy storage systems. 

 
In addition, the following ancillary works may be necessary:  
 

 forest felling and replanting; 
 extraction of rock from borrow pits; 
 concrete batching plant; 
 off-site public road improvements; and 
 temporary anemometer masts for 3-6 months during the construction period for 

calibration purposes. 
 
 

1.4 The normal operating life of a wind farm would be at least 30 years, although the 
Company does not seek a time-limited consent. 
  
1.5 The proposed development is jointly within the planning authorities of 
Aberdeenshire Council and Moray Council. 

  

2. Consultation 
 
2.1 Following the scoping opinion request a list of consultees was agreed between 
Ramboll UK Ltd (acting as the Company’s agent) and the Energy Consents Unit.  A 
consultation on the scoping report was undertaken by the Scottish Ministers and this 
commenced on 20 November 2020.  The consultation closed on 11 January 2021. 
Extensions to this deadline were granted to Aberdeenshire Council, NatureScot and 
RSPB.  The Scottish Ministers also requested responses from their internal advisors 
Transport Scotland and Scottish Forestry. Standing advice from Marine Scotland 
Science (MSS) has also been provided with requirements to complete a checklist prior 
to the submission of your application.  A full list of consultees is set out at Annex A. 

2.2 The purpose of the consultation was to obtain scoping advice from each 
consultee on environmental matters within their remit. Responses from consultees and 
advisors, including the standing advice from MSS, should be read in full for detailed 
requirements and for comprehensive guidance, advice and, where appropriate, 
templates for preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) report. 

2.3 Unless stated to the contrary in this scoping opinion, Scottish Ministers expect 
the EIA report to include all matters raised in responses from the consultees and 
advisors. 

No responses were received from:  Civil Aviation Authority, Crown Estate Scotland, 
Fisheries Management Scotland, Deveron, Bogie & Isla Rivers Charitable Trust, John 
Muir Trust, Mountaineering Scotland, Nuclear Safety Directorate, Scottish Rights of 
Way and Access Society (ScotWays), Scottish Wildlife Trust, Scottish Wild Land Group  
Visit Scotland, BAA Aerodrome Safeguarding (Aberdeen), Glasgow Airport 
Edinburgh Airport, BAA Aerodrome Safeguarding (Edinburgh), Glasgow Prestwick 
Airport, Highland and Islands Airports. Scottish Wildcat Action, Saving Wildcats  
Strathisla Community Council, Dufftown and District Community Council, Strathbogie 
Community Council, Huntly Community Council, or Tap O' Noth Community Council. 
 
2.4 With regard to those consultees who did not respond, it is assumed that they 
have no comment to make on the scoping report, however each would be consulted 
again in the event that an application for section 36 consent is submitted subsequent to 
this EIA scoping opinion. 

2.5 The Scottish Ministers are satisfied that the requirements for consultation set out 
in  Regulation 12(4) of the Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
(Scotland) Regulations 2017 have been met. 

  



3. The Scoping Opinion 
 
3.1 This scoping opinion has been adopted following consultation with Moray Council 
and Aberdeenshire Council, within whose area the proposed development would be 
situated, NatureScot (previously “SNH”), Scottish Environment Protection Agency and 
Historic Environment Scotland, all as statutory consultation bodies, and with other 
bodies which Scottish Ministers consider likely to have an interest in the proposed 
development by reason of their specific environmental responsibilities or local and 
regional competencies.  

3.2 Scottish Ministers adopt this scoping opinion having taken into account the 
information provided by the applicant in its request dated 20 November 2020 in respect 
of the specific characteristics of the proposed development and responses received to 
the consultation undertaken. In providing this scoping opinion, the Scottish Ministers 
have had regard to current knowledge and methods of assessment; have taken into 
account the specific characteristics of the proposed development, the specific 
characteristics of that type of development and the environmental features likely to be 
affected. 

3.3 A copy of this scoping opinion has been sent to Aberdeenshire Council and 
Moray Council for publication on their website.  It has also been published on the 
Scottish Government energy consents website at www.energyconsents.scot. 

3.4 Scottish Ministers expect the EIA report which will accompany the application for 
the proposed development to consider in full all consultation responses attached in 
Annex A and Annex B.   

3.5 Scottish Ministers are satisfied with the scope of the EIA set out at Section 3 of 
the scoping report.  

3.6 In addition to the consultation responses, Ministers wish to provide comments 
with regards to the scope of the EIA report. The Company should note and address 
each matter. 

3.7   If the development includes or may include battery storage and/or solar panels 
further information may be required in the EIAR if not available at the scoping stage.   
 
The proposed development set out in the Scoping Report refers to wind turbines, and 
grid technologies including battery storage and/or solar panels. Any application 
submitted under the Electricity Act 1989 requires to clearly set out the generation 
station(s) that consent is being sought for.  For each generating station details of the 
proposal require to include but not limited to:  
 

 the scale of the development (dimensions of the wind turbines, solar panels, 
battery storage) 

 components required for each generating station 
 minimum and maximum export capacity of megawatts and megawatt hours of 

electricity for battery storage 
 

3.8 Scottish Water provided information on whether there are any drinking water 
protected areas or Scottish Water assets on which the development could have any 
significant effect.   Scottish Ministers request that the company contacts Scottish Water 
(via EIA@scottishwater.co.uk) and makes further enquires to confirm whether there any 
Scottish Water assets which may be affected by the development, and includes details 
in the EIA report of any relevant mitigation measures to be provided. 

3.9 Scottish Ministers request that the Company investigates the presence of any 
private water supplies which may be impacted by the development. 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.  
 
3.10 MSS provide generic scoping guidelines for both onshore wind farm and 
overhead line development https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-
Coarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren) which outline how fish populations can be 
impacted during the construction, operation and decommissioning of a wind farm 
development and informs developers as to what 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, developers 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. 

MSS also provide standing advice for onshore wind farms (which has been appended at 
Annex B) which outlines what information, relating to freshwater and diadromous fish 
and fisheries, is expected in the EIA report. Use of the checklist, provided in Annex 1 of 
the standing advice, should ensure that the EIA report contains the required 
information; the absence of such information may necessitate requesting additional 
information which may delay the process. 
 
3.11 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, which should contain such an assessment and details of mitigation 
measures.  
 
3.12 The scoping report identified viewpoints at Table 3.2 to be assessed within the 
landscape and visual impact assessment.  Moray Council has requested additional 
viewpoints – see A9.  HES has also provided advice on visualisations - see A29. 

3.13 The noise assessment should be carried out in line with relevant legislation and 
standards as detailed in section 3.8 of the scoping report. 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. 
 
 



3.14 As the  maximum blade tip height of turbines exceeds 150m the LVIA as detailed 
in section 3.2 of the scoping report 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.     
 
3.15 Ministers are aware that further engagement is required between parties 
regarding the refinement of the design of the proposed development regarding, among 
other things, surveys, management plans, peat, radio links, and finalisation of 
viewpoints, cultural heritage, cumulative assessments and request that they are kept 
informed of relevant discussions. 

4. Mitigation Measures 
 
4.1 The Scottish Ministers are required to make a reasoned conclusion on the 
significant effects of the proposed development on the environment as identified in the 
environmental impact assessment. 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. 

5. Conclusion  
 
5.1 This scoping opinion is based on information contained in the applicant’s written 
request for a scoping opinion and information available at the date of this scoping 
opinion.  The adoption of this scoping opinion by the Scottish Ministers does not 
preclude the Scottish Ministers from requiring of the applicant information in connection 
with an EIA report submitted in connection with any application for section 36 consent 
for the proposed development.  

5.2 This scoping opinion will not prevent the Scottish Ministers from seeking 
additional information at application stage, for example to include cumulative impacts of 
additional developments which enter the planning process after the date of this opinion. 

5.3 Without prejudice to that generality, it is recommended that advice regarding the 
requirement for an additional scoping opinion be sought from Scottish Ministers in the 
event that no application has been submitted within 12 months of the date of this 
opinion. 

5.4 It is acknowledged that the environmental impact assessment process is iterative 
and should inform the final layout and design of proposed developments.  Scottish 
Ministers note that further engagement between relevant parties in relation to the 
refinement of the design of this proposed development will be required, and would 
request that they are kept informed of on-going discussions in relation to this. 

5.5 Applicants are encouraged to engage with officials at the Scottish Government’s 
Energy Consents Unit at the pre-application stage and before proposals reach design 
freeze.  

5.6 Applicants are reminded that there will be limited opportunity to materially vary 
the form and content of the proposed development once an application is submitted. 

5.7 When finalising the EIA report, applicants are asked to provide a summary in 
tabular form of where within the EIA report each of the specific matters raised in this 
scoping opinion has been addressed. 

5.8 It should be noted that to facilitate uploading to the Energy Consents portal, the 
EIA report and its associated documentation should be divided into appropriately named 
separate files of sizes no more than 10 megabytes (MB). In addition, a separate disc 
containing the EIA report and its associated documentation in electronic format will be 
required.  

Magnus Hughson 
Energy Consents Unit 
   
19 March 2020 
  



ANNEX A 
 
Consultation 
 
List of consultees 

 
Aberdeenshire Council A1 
Moray Council A9 
British Horse Society  A19 
BT A24 
Cairngorms National Park A25 
Defence Infrastructure Organisation A26 
Historic Environment Scotland  A29 
Joint Radio Company A37 
NATS Safeguarding A39 
NatureScot A40 
River Deveron District Salmon Fishery Board A43 
RSPB Scotland  A45 
Scottish Forestry A47 
Scottish Water A52 
Transport Scotland A55 
 
Civil Aviation Authority * 
Crown Estate Scotland* 
Fisheries Management Scotland* 
Deveron, Bogie & Isla Rivers Charitable Trust* 
John Muir Trust* 
Mountaineering Scotland* 
Nuclear Safety Directorate * 
Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society (ScotWays)* 
Scottish Wildlife Trust* 
Scottish Wild Land Group * 
Visit Scotland* 
BAA Aerodrome Safeguarding (Aberdeen)* 
Scottish Wildcat Action* 
Saving Wildcats * 
Strathisla Community Council* 
Dufftown and District Community Council* 
Strathbogie Community Council* 
Huntly Community Council* 
Tap O' Noth Community Council* 
 

 
*No response was received. 
 
Internal advice from areas of the Scottish Government was provided by officials from 
Transport Scotland and Scottish Forestry. 
 
As a consequence of a significant cyber-attack affecting its contact centre, internal 
systems, processes and communications, SEPA have been unable to respond to the 

consultation on this scoping opinion request.  You can find SEPA’s recovery plan here - 
service level status. 
 
Standing advice and SEPA’s planning guidance is available at 
http://sepa.org.uk/environment/land/planning  
 
If bespoke advice from SEPA is considered essential in advance of submission of your 
application, please get back in touch with ECU to discuss next steps. It should be noted 
however that facilitation of further engagement will very much depend on SEPA’s 
recovery plan progress.  
  
  



ANNEX B 
 
Marine Scotland Science advice on freshwater and diadromous fish and 
fisheries in relation to onshore wind farm developments. 

July 2020 

Marine Scotland Science (MSS) provides internal, non-statutory, advice in relation to 
freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries to the Scottish Government’s Energy 
Consents Unit (ECU) for onshore wind farm developments in Scotland. 

Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar), sea trout and brown trout (Salmo trutta) are of high 
economic value and conservation interest in Scotland and for which MSS has in- 
house expertise. Onshore wind farms are often located in upland areas where 
salmon and trout spawning and rearing grounds may also be found. MSS aims, 
through our provision of advice to ECU, to ensure that the construction and operation 
of these onshore developments do not have a detrimental impact on the freshwater 
life stages of these fish populations. 

The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (EIA) (Scotland) 
Regulations (2017) state that the EIA must assess the direct and indirect significant 
effects of the proposed development on water and biodiversity, and in particular 
species (such as Atlantic salmon) and habitats protected under the EU Habitats 
Directive. Salmon and trout are listed as priority species of high conservation interest 
in the Scottish Biodiversity Index and support valuable recreational fisheries. 

A good working relationship has been developed over the years between ECU and 
MSS, which ensures that these fish species are considered by ECU during all stages 
of the application process of onshore wind farm developments and are similarly 
considered during the construction and operation of future onshore wind farms. It is 
important that matters relating to freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries, 
particularly salmon and trout, continue to be considered during the construction and 
operation of future onshore wind farms. 

In the current document, MSS sets out a revised, more efficient approach to the 
provision of our advice, which utilises our generic scoping and monitoring 
programme guidelines (https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout- 
Coarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren). This standing advice provides regulators 
(e.g. ECU, local planning authorities), developers and consultants with the 
information required at all stages of the application process for onshore wind farm 
developments, such that matters relating to freshwater and diadromous fish and 
fisheries are addressed in the same rigorous manner as is currently being carried out 
and continue to be fully in line with EIA regulations. At the request of ECU, MSS will 
still be able to provide further and/or bespoke advice relevant to freshwater and 
diadromous fish and fisheries e.g. site specific advice, at any stage of the application 
process for a proposed development, particularly where a development may be 
considered sensitive or contentious in nature. 

MSS will continue undertaking research, identifying additional research 
requirements, and keep up to date with the latest published knowledge relating to the 

impacts of onshore wind farms on freshwater and diadromous fish populations. This 
will be used to ensure that our guidelines and standing advice are based on the best 
available evidence and also to continue the publication of the relevant findings and 
knowledge to all stakeholders including regulators, developers and consultants. 

MSS provision of advice to ECU 
 

 
 
MSS Standing Advice for each stage of the EIA process 

Scoping 

MSS issued generic scoping guidelines 
(https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout- 
Coarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren) which outline how fish populations can be 
impacted during the construction, operation and decommissioning of a wind farm 
development and informs developers as to what 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, developers 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. 

If a developer identifies new issues or has a technical query in respect of MSS 
generic scoping guidelines then ECU should be informed who will then co-ordinate a 
response from MSS. 

  

 MSS should not be asked for advice on pre application and application 
consultations (including screening, scoping, gate checks and EIA 
applications). Instead, the MSS scoping guidelines and standing advice 
(outlined below) should be provided to the developer as they set out what 
information should be included in the EIA report; 

 if new issues arise which are not dealt with in our guidance or in our previous 
responses relating to respective developments, MSS can be asked to provide 
advice in relation to proposed mitigation measures and monitoring 
programmes which should be outlined in the EIA Report (further details 
below); 

 if new issues arise which are not dealt with in our guidance or in our previous 
responses, MSS can be asked to provide advice on suitable wording, within a 
planning condition, to secure proposed monitoring programmes, should the 
development be granted consent; 

 MSS cannot provide advice to developers or consultants, our advice is to 
ECU and/or other regulatory bodies. 

 if ECU has identified specific issues during any part of the application process 
that the standing advice does not address, MSS should be contacted. 



Gate check 

The detail within the generic scoping guidelines already provides sufficient 
information relating to water quality and salmon and trout populations for developers 
at this stage of the application. 

Developers will be required to provide a gate check checklist (annex 1) in advance of 
their application submission which should signpost ECU to where all matters relevant 
to freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries have been presented in the EIA 
report. Where matters have not been addressed or a different approach, to that 
specified in the advice, has been adopted the developer will be required to set out 
why. 

 
EIA Report 

MSS will focus on those developments which may be more sensitive and/or where 
there are known existing pressures on fish populations 
(https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout- 
Coarse/fishreform/licence/status/Pressures). The generic scoping guidelines should 
ensure that the developer has addressed all matters relevant to freshwater and 
diadromous fish and fisheries and presented them in the appropriate chapters of the 
EIA report. Use of the gate check checklist should ensure that the EIA report 
contains the required information; the absence of such information may necessitate 
requesting additional information which may delay the process: 

Developers should specifically discuss and assess potential impacts and appropriate 
mitigation measures associated with the following: 

 any designated area, for which fish is a qualifying feature, within and/or 
downstream of the proposed development area; 

 the presence of a large density of watercourses; 
 the presence of large areas of deep peat deposits; 
 known acidification problems and/or other existing pressures on fish 

populations in the area; and 
 proposed felling operations. 

Post-Consent Monitoring 

MSS recommends that a water quality and fish population monitoring programme is 
carried out to ensure that the proposed mitigation measures are effective. A robust, 
strategically designed and site specific monitoring programme conducted before, 
during and after construction can help to identify any changes, should they occur, 
and assist in implementing rapid remediation before long term ecological impacts 
occur. 

MSS has published guidance on survey/monitoring programmes associated with 
onshore wind farm developments (https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon- 
Trout-Coarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren) which developers should follow 
when drawing up survey and/or monitoring programmes. 

If a developer considers that such a monitoring programme is not required then a 
clear justification should be provided. 

 
Planning Conditions 

MSS advises that planning conditions are drawn up to ensure appropriate provision 
for mitigation measures and monitoring programmes, should the development be 
given consent. We recommend, where required, that a Water Quality Monitoring 
Programme, Fisheries Monitoring Programme and the appointment of an Ecological 
Clerk of Works, specifically in overseeing the above monitoring programmes, is 
outlined within these conditions and that MSS is consulted on these programmes. 

Wording suggested by MSS in relation to water quality, fish populations and fisheries 
for incorporation into planning consents: 

1. No development shall commence unless a Water Quality and Fish 
Monitoring Plan (WQFMP) has been submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Planning Authority in consultation with Marine Scotland Science and any 
such other advisors or organisations. 

 
2. The WQFMP must take account of the Scottish Government’s Marine 

Scotland Science’s guidelines and standing advice and shall include: 
 

a. water quality sampling should be carried out at least 12 months prior 
to construction commencing, during construction and for at least 12 
months after construction is complete. The water quality monitoring 
plan should include key hydrochemical parameters, turbidity, and 
flow data, the identification of sampling locations (including control 
sites), frequency of sampling, sampling methodology, data analysis 
and reporting etc.; 

b. the fish monitoring plan should include fully quantitative 
electrofishing surveys at sites potentially impacted and at control 
sites for at least 12 months before construction commences, during 
construction and for at least 12 months after construction is 
completed to detect any changes in fish populations; and 

c. appropriate site specific mitigation measures detailed in the 
Environmental Impact Assessment and in agreement with the 
Planning Authority and Marine Scotland Science. 

 
3. Thereafter, the WQFMP shall be implemented within the timescales set out 

to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority in consultation with Marine 
Scotland Science and the results of such monitoring shall be submitted to 
the Planning Authority on a 6 monthly basis or on request. 

 
Reason: To ensure no deterioration of water quality and to protect fish populations 
within and downstream of the development area. 



 
 

Sources of further information 

NatureScot (previously “SNH”) guidance on wind farm developments - 
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-
development/advice- planners-and-developers/renewable-energy-
development/onshore-wind- energy/advice-wind-farm 

Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) guidance on wind farm 
developments – 
https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/energy/renewable/#wind 

A joint publication by Scottish Renewables, NatureScot, SEPA, Forestry 
Commission Scotland, Historic Environment Scotland, MSS and Association 
of Environmental and Ecological Clerks of Works (2019) Good Practice during 
Wind Farm Construction - https://www.nature.scot/guidance-good-practice-
during-wind-farm- construction. 

 
 
  

 
 

Marine Scotland Science advice on freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries in relation to onshore wind farm developments. 
July 2020 

Annex 1 
 
MSS – EIA Checklist 
 
The generic scoping guidelines should ensure that all matters relevant to freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries have been addressed and presented in the 
appropriate chapters of the EIA report. Use of the checklist below should ensure that the EIA report contains the following information; the absence of such information 
may necessitate requesting additional information which could delay the process: 
 

MSS Standard EIA Report 
Requirements 

Provided in 
application 
YES/NO 

If YES – please signpost to 
relevant chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or provided different to MSS advice, please set out 
reasons. 

1. A map outlining the proposed 
development area and the proposed 
location of: 

o the turbines, 
o associated crane hard 

standing areas, 
o borrow pits, 
o permanent meteorological 

masts, 
o access tracks including 

watercourse crossings, 
o all buildings including 

substation, battery 
storage; 

   



 
 

 
o permanent and temporary 

construction compounds; 
o all watercourses; and 
o contour lines; 

   

2. A description and results of the site 
characterisation surveys for fish (including 
fully quantitative electrofishing surveys) and 
water quality including the location of the 
electrofishing and fish habitat survey sites 
and water quality sampling sites on the map 
outlining the proposed turbines and 
associated infrastructure; 

   

3. An outline of the potential impacts on fish 
populations and water quality within and 
downstream of the proposed development 
area; 

   

4. Any potential cumulative impacts on the 
water quality and fish populations associated 
with adjacent (operational and consented) 
developments including wind farms, hydro 
schemes, aquaculture and mining; 

   

5. Any proposed site specific mitigation 
measures as outlined in MSS generic 
scoping guidelines and the joint publication 
“Good Practice 

   

 
 

 
during Wind Farm Construction” 
(https://www.nature.scot/guidance- good-
practice-during-wind-farm- construction); 

   

6. Full details of proposed monitoring 
programmes using guidelines issued by MSS 
and accompanied by a map outlining the 
proposed sampling and control sites in 
addition to the location of all turbines and 
associated 
infrastructure 

   

7. A decommissioning and restoration plan 
outlining proposed mitigation/monitoring for 
water quality and fish populations. 

   

 
Developers should specifically discuss and 
assess potential impacts and appropriate 
mitigation measures associated with the 
following: 

Provided in 
application 
YES/NO 

If YES – please signpost to 
relevant chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or provided different to MSS advice, please set out 
reasons. 

1. Any designated area, for which fish is a 
qualifying feature, within and/or downstream 
of the proposed development area; 

   

2. The presence of a large density of 
watercourses; 

   

3. The presence of large areas of deep peat 
deposits; 

   

4. Known acidification problems and/or other 
existing pressures on fish populations in the 
area; and 

   

5. Proposed felling operations.    
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Our Ref: ENQ/2020/1830
Your Ref: ECU00002177

Ask for: Elizabeth Tully
Tel: 01467 533417
Email: elizabeth.tully@aberdeenshire.gov.uk

The Scottish Government
Energy Consents Unit
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

22 January 2021

Dear Sir/Madam

Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017
EIA Screening/Scoping Opinion for Proposed Section 36 Application for Erection of 
18 Wind Turbines and Associated Infrastructure at Craig Watch Wind Farm, Near 
Huntly
Grid Reference: 337281.833962

I refer to your request for a scoping opinion for the above proposal received on 9 
December 2020.  I am now in receipt of necessary consultation responses and I can now 
offer a scoping opinion under Regulation 12 of The Electricity Works (Environmental 
Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017 (the Regulations). 

The proposed development is located within both the Moray and Aberdeenshire Council 
administrative areas. Whilst this scoping opinion is given considering the impacts of the 
proposed development upon the Aberdeenshire area, cognisance should also be made to 
any comments from Moray Council officers.  

Schedule 4 of the Regulations states the information which should be included in an 
Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIA Report).  These guidelines offer the 
backbone to the structure of an EIA Report and should be used as the basis for your 
submission.

In order to make an assessment of the above information there are specific criteria and 
guidance set out in Schedule 4 of the Regulations.  In particular these include 
characteristics of the development, an outline of any alternative options/sites and the main 
reasons for the options/sites chosen.  Environmental issues are of obvious key importance 
such as those aspects of the environment that would be likely to be significantly affected.  
Detailed survey work would be required to inform the EIA Report.   Following analysis of 
the aspects of the environment which would be likely to be significantly affected, a detailed 
assessment of the effects themselves would be required along with mitigation measures 
proposed.
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Examples of the types of issues that should be addressed include:

• Climate change
• Local Economic Effect
• Landscape Resource
• Soils and geology
• Visual Amenity
• Ornithology
• Visual Amenity
• Ecology
• Nature Conservation
• European Protected Species
• Hydrology and Water Supplies
• Forestry and Tree Felling
• Transport and Traffic including road safety issues and impact on local road network

during and after construction work
• Noise
• Cultural Heritage and archaeology
• Land Use
• Land Ownership
• Tourism and Recreation, including footpaths
• Proposed mitigation measures

Please note that the above list is by no means exhaustive and that other issues might 
become obvious following public consultations and consultations with statutory consultees.

Comments on specific chapters, including those made from internal consultees, are below. 

Landscape and Visual Amenity:

The proposed study area of 45km from the outermost turbines of the development is in line 
with standard practice and is acceptable. The approach indicated within the scoping report 
also seems appropriate. There should be a clear separation between landscape impacts 
and visual impacts within the EIAR. 

The various ZTVs should be included within the EIAR including the ZTV for the 
development on its own with a separate ZTV showing the development along with other 
wind energy developments within the study area to demonstrate cumulative impacts. It’s 
also recommended that ZTVs showing previous design iterations be included within the 
EIAR to demonstrate how the progression of the design phase has altered the anticipated 
impacts. 

It’s noted that the study area includes various landscape designations as noted within the 
Scoping Report. It’s encouraged that viewpoints should be identified from areas 
throughout these designations where the ZTV’s indicates a potential impact. 

The proposal to discount the North Aberdeenshire Coast SLA from the LVIA is acceptable 
for the reasons stated within the scoping report. If there is no visibility from the Howe of 
Cromar SLA, Dee Valley SLA and Clachnaben and Forest of Birse SLA as suggested 
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within the scoping report, it is appropriate to discount these from the LVIA, however this 
should be explained within the ‘effects scoped out’ section of the EIAR chapter for clarity. 
Should the design iteration change from what is proposed, this should be re-assessed.

The approach regarding the assessment of visual receptors is acceptable. The 
precautionary approach to include properties within 5km of the proposed development site 
is welcomed should it be considered that there is a potential for overbearing effects. It is 
encouraged that a commentary of the assessment of the houses considered should be 
included within the RVAA for clarity. 

The preliminary viewpoints included within the scoping report appear acceptable at this 
time and include a variety of receptors. It is reminded that viewpoints should be taken from 
the various landscape designations within the study area. Aberdeenshire Council are 
happy to be involved in further discussions relating to the selection of viewpoints. 

It is strongly recommended that a comprehensive study of any proposed borrow pits be 
included within the landscape and visual impact assessment. The EIAR should include 
details of the location, area, depth, extraction volume, method of extraction and sections of 
the borrow pits. The extent of the borrow pit should also be included on photomontages of 
the development. Without these images and details, it is unlikely that a full assessment of 
the potential impacts can be taken. 

In terms of the CLVIA, all developments in planning, including those at scoping stage, 
should be included. There is a cluster of developments forming in this area, including the 
Clashindarroch development (including extensions) and Garbet and so this should be 
considered with the potential for all developments to take place. It is recommended that 
where there are various developments proposed in close proximity to one another, some 
level of co-ordination should be taken to ensure the scale/layouts of the developments 
minimise potential adverse cumulative visual effects. 

Cultural Heritage: 

The proposed study areas of 1km, 5km and 10km as outlined within the scoping report are 
considered appropriate. There is a concern from Infrastructure Services (Archaeology) that 
the scale and number of wind turbines proposed would act cumulatively with others 
(operational, approved and pending developments) to impact upon the historic 
environment.

There is also a concern that there is no reference to Craig Dorney hillfort in section 3.3 of 
the scoping report. Given that this regionally significant hillfort is within 400m of a 
proposed wind turbine and <300m from the site boundary, it is recommended this be 
included within the study. It is also recommended that a LiDAR survey of the proposed 
development site is undertaken (in addition to the desk based assessment and walkover 
survey as outlined within the scoping report) as it is likely that remains extend beyond the 
demarcated area within the HER. 

It is recommended that VIA’s for Tap o’Noth hillfort and Craig Dorney hillfort are included . 

It is reminded that there may be a requirement for archaeological mitigation in the form of 
watching briefs and/or fencing off assets for the duration of the work. Details of proposed 
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mitigation (embedded and otherwise) and any good practice methods to be used during 
the development should be included within the EIAR. 

No additional information is requested to be included by Infrastructure Services 
(Environment – Built Heritage) who are content with the proposed approach. 

Ecology:

The contents of Section 3.4 of the scoping report are noted. It is understood that the study 
areas will be altered in order to consider all design iterations prior to the submission of an 
application, however the desk-study study areas of 2km, 5km and 10km from a central 
point appear appropriate in the first instance.

It is noted that there are various designated sites within the 10km study area which should 
be considered within the EIAR along with any mitigation or best practice measures to 
manage any anticipated impacts.  

The proposed surveys are sufficient at this stage, however it is reminded that additional 
surveys and studies may become apparent at a later date. 

It is noted that a potential wildcat was identified adjacent to the site and you are consulting 
with Scottish Wildcat Action. As there is a known presence of wildcat within the area it is 
strongly recommended that the potential impacts upon wildcat and any mitigation to 
minimise these be covered fully within the EIAR. 

The issues scoped out of the assessment are noted. 

Consultation with Infrastructure Services (Environment – Natural Heritage) has raised no 
concerns with the content of the scoping report. 

Ornithology:

Consultation with Infrastructure Services (Environment – Natural Heritage) raised no 
concerns with the content of the scoping report or the approach taken. It is within the 
scope of both NatureScot and RSPB to consider the impacts upon ornithological interests 
and would be best placed to make detailed comments on this section of the scoping 
report. 

It is recommended that the EIAR includes details of best practice measures and mitigation 
proposed to avoid significant effects from the development, along with any enhancement 
measures. The proposal to submit an Outline HMP with the EIAR is welcomed. 

Hydrology, Hydrogeology and Geology:

The proposed study area of the site area plus a 250m buffer in relation to impacts on 
water resources is typical and appropriate as a baseline, however this may need to be 
increased should connectivity downstream be identified. In terms of peat and carbon rich 
soils, the study area being limited to the site area is suitable, however NatureScot may 
request otherwise. 
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It is within the scope of both SEPA and NatureScot to consider these topics closely and 
may request additional information to be included within the EIAR. 

Infrastructure Services (Environment – Natural Heritage) raise no concerns relating to the 
information contained within section 3.6 of the scoping report. No response has been 
received from Infrastructure Services (Flood risk and coastal protection) at present. An 
addendum to this scoping response will be issued at a later date including any comments 
they may have. 

Traffic and Transport:

The inclusion of a TA within the EIAR is supported. It is noted that the study area will be 
defined by the preferred abnormal load and construction traffic routes. Should the 
preferred routes be within the Aberdeenshire Council area, please get in contact to 
discuss this, along with the construction traffic management plan to identify any potential 
issues (i.e. planned road maintenance etc) prior to a formal application submission. 

A consultation with Infrastructure Services (Transportation) has not raised any concerns 
with the content of the scoping report or the approaches outlined within it. A response is 
anticipated from Infrastructure Services (Roads Development). This will be forwarded at a 
later date as an addendum to this Scoping opinion. 

Noise and Vibration:

It is noted that discussions between the appointed acoustic consultant and our 
Environmental Health Officer have already begun. This is indeed positive and is something 
which is encouraged to continue throughout the pre-application stage to ensure the 
submission includes all relevant data. 

Infrastructure Services (Environmental Health) confirms that the noise impact assessment 
must be in accordance with the advice given in ETSU-R-97, the IoA Good Practice Guide 
and associated Supplementary Guidance Notes, and Aberdeenshire Council advice 
contained in https://www.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/media/2646/20150206wtguidancenote.pdf
No other comments regarding the content of the scoping report was given.  

Aviation and Telecommunications:

It is within the scope of the MoD and NATS to comment on this section. It is reminded that 
aviation lighting of 2000cd and a lower 200cd should be shown within the visualisations of 
the development. 

The content of this section of the scoping report is noted. 

Socioeconomics:

The proposal to scope-out effects on population and demographics (in terms of health, 
housing and education) and tourism and recreational locations is noted. Given that the 
potential effects on visual amenity from tourism and recreational facilities would be 
included within the landscape and visual amenity section of the EIAR, the scoping out of 
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these effects are acceptable. Accommodation provision during the construction phase 
should be considered. 

Forestry:

The study area of the site area is noted and accepted. Scottish Forestry will consider the 
proposals in greater detail. Infrastructure Services (Environment – Natural Heritage) raised 
no concerns in relation to the content or approach within their consultation. It is reminded 
that any compensatory planting plans should be included within the EIAR for 
consideration. 

Shadow Flicker:

The content of section 3.12 of the scoping report is noted. No comments are made by 
(Infrastructure Services (Environmental Health) on the matter. 

Climate:

The contents of section 3.13 of the scoping report is noted. A carbon calculator relating to 
the carbon savings should be included within the EIAR, however this may be most suited 
to be within the peat section. 

Effects scoped out:
Air Quality/Ice Throw/Population and human health/risk of major accidents and/or 
disasters. 

It is agreed these subjects can be scoped out of the EIAR. 

Overall, Aberdeenshire Council is broadly satisfied with the approach of the EIA but 
recommends continued engagement throughout the pre-application stage. 

I hope the above information is of assistance as a formal scoping opinion in respect of the 
relevant EIA Report.  Obviously during the processing of any associated planning 
application other issues may become obvious following public consultation and 
consultations with statutory consultees.

This opinion will be held for public inspection for a two-year period, or until a planning 
application is submitted at which time the opinion will be transferred to the planning 
register with the application.

Yours faithfully

Head of Planning and Environment Service

Redacted
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Our Ref: ENQ/2020/1830
Your Ref: ECU00002177

Ask for: Elizabeth Tully
Tel: 01467 533417
Email: elizabeth.tully@aberdeenshire.gov.uk

The Scottish Government
Energy Consents Unit
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

29 January 2021

Dear Sir/Madam

Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017
EIA Screening/Scoping Opinion for Proposed Section 36 Application for Erection of 
18 Wind Turbines and Associated Infrastructure at Craig Watch Wind Farm, Near 
Huntly
Grid Reference: 337281.833962

I refer to your request for a scoping opinion for the above proposal received on 9 
December 2020 and our previous correspondence in relation to it dated 22 January 2021. 
I am now in receipt of the Infrastructure Services (Flood Risk and Coast Protection) 
consultation response and I can now offer additional advice to be read as an addendum to 
our previous scoping opinion under Regulation 12 of The Electricity Works (Environmental 
Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017 (the Regulations), dated 22 January 
2021. 

It is noted within the Flood Risk and Coast Protection response that flood risk to the site is 
not a concern, however it is possible that the site may increase run off and as such an 
indicative drainage design should be submitted as part of the EIAR. As part of industry 
guidance and practice, drainage should be discharged locally to open ground/forest where 
possible by regular cross drains discharging to the downhill side of the road. Effort should 
be made to avoid directing run off from tracks and hardstanding towards existing 
watercourses, however should this be the approach taken, typical track details (including 
drainage arrangements) and watercourse crossings together with a maintenance schedule 
is likely to be sufficient to address our interests. 

It’s also noted that while it is often considered that the proposed roads/tracks and 
hardstanding areas are permeable, the trafficking during construction compresses the 
material and so we consider these areas to be effectively impermeable. 

No Flood Risk Assessment is required. 
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I hope the above information is of assistance as an addendum to the previous formal 
scoping opinion in respect of the relevant EIA Report.  Obviously during the processing of 
any associated planning application other issues may become obvious following public 
consultation and consultations with statutory consultees.

This opinion will be held for public inspection for a two-year period, or until a planning 
application is submitted at which time the opinion will be transferred to the planning 
register with the application.

Yours faithfully

Head of Planning and Environment Service

Redacted
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ECONOMY, ENVIRONMENT AND FINANCE
Neal MacPherson 

Principal Planning Officer
Moray Council

PO Box 6760 Elgin Moray IV30 1BX
Telephone:  01343 563266 Fax:  01343 563990

FAO 

Magnus.Hughson@gov.scot

E-mail:  neal.macpherson@moray.gov.uk
Website:  www.moray.gov.uk

Your reference: 
Our reference: 20/01663/S36SCO

19 February 2021

Dear Sir

THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) 
(SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2017

PROPOSAL: 20/01663/S36SCO Scoping related to the construction and operation of
a wind farm located on land approximately 8 km southeast of Dufftown at Craig 
Watch Wind Farm   

A formal Scoping Opinion has been requested from Craig Watch Wind Farm Limited 
regarding the content of an EIA Report which is to be submitted at a later date most likely 
in support of an Electricity Act Section 36 application. Noting the proposal might compose 
of up to 18 turbines, 200m high we would make the following comments.

The submitted plan shows the development occupying an area of existing woodland. It is 
important that the matter of compensatory woodland planting is fully addressed in the EIA 
Report and ideally areas for such compensation are identified up front (preferably in the 
same locality). This matter is commented upon again below under Landscape and Visual 
Impact.

If any new welfare facility is proposed for site staff, details of water supply and foul 
drainage arrangements must included in EIA Report.

Scoping response on landscape and visual matters
The Scoping Report dated November 2020 sets out the methodology and scope of the Landscape 
and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA). The Council agrees in general with the methodology to be 
adopted for the LVIA and with the Study Area being defined as 45km from the proposal. Further 
comments on detailed matters are set out below. 

Design of the wind farm

The proposed development site largely lies in an area of woodland. Detailed consideration should 
be given to the landscape and visual effects of felling and restocking proposals (both adverse and 
beneficial) in the LVIA and mitigation and landscape enhancement should be optimised in the 
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design of any Wind Farm Forest Plan and/or compensatory planting. Proposed forest felling areas 
should be shown in relevant visualisations from nearby viewpoints. 

Please note that within the current non-statutory Moray Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary 
Guidance, the A941 passing the site is classed an identified scenic route into Moray.

Mitigation of visible aviation lighting should be thoroughly considered in the EIA-R. 

Scope of the LVIA

We agree with the general scope of the LVIA although we recommend that the assessment of 
effects on landscape character should be more focussed than set out in the Scoping Report to 
provide detailed consideration of effects on Landscape Character Types (LCTs) lying within 
approximately 20km of the proposal. We would prefer to see a more thorough assessment where 
effects are most likely to be significant than a lengthy and more cursory assessment of a great 
many LCTs. 

We note that it is proposed in the Scoping Report to use both the NatureScot online landscape 
character classification and the landscape character classification used in the 2018 Moray Wind 
Energy Landscape Capacity Study (MWELCS) for the landscape character assessment. We would 
advise that the assessment of effects on landscape character within Moray should be based only 
on the detailed classification in the MWELCS, particularly given the context of a more focussed 
assessment as advised above.   

The assessment of effects on valued landscapes in Moray should be focussed on the Deveron 
Valley and Ben Rinnes Special Landscape Areas. While there may be some visibility of the 
proposal from the Pluscarden SLA this is unlikely to incur significant adverse effects on its 
character and special qualities given that it lies >30km distance from the proposal. The SLA 
assessment should consider potential effects on character as well as the special qualities of these 
designated landscapes. 

The Zone of Theoretical Visibility maps included in the Scoping Report are unclear and make it 
difficult to fully ascertain the likely visibility of the proposal. A detailed ZTV should be provided in 
the EIA-R based on an OS 1:50,000 scale map base within 15-20km of the proposal to allow more 
accurate appraisal of potential visibility in the local area. 

The viewpoints listed in Table 3.2 of the Scoping Report are likely to provide a good range of 
representative views although it is requested that the following additional viewpoints should be 
included:

• Auchindoun Castle – it is appreciated that visualisations will be produced from this
important feature within the Cultural Heritage section of the EIA-R but as it is a popular visitor
attraction we would wish to see effects on views also considered in the LVIA. The castle lies within
the Ben Rinnes SLA and the assessment of effects on views should additionally inform the
assessment on this valued landscape.
• The A941 close to Upper Howbog near Cabrach– we would wish to see this viewpoint
included because of the importance of this approach to Moray and to allow consideration of
cumulative effects with the operational Dorenell and proposed Clashindarroch extension wind
farms.

We would also wish to see an additional night-time viewpoint from Ben Rinnes. The night-time 
viewpoint proposed from Viewpoint 12 should be substituted with one from Viewpoint 13 on the 
A920 as this is closer and it would be more useful in terms of considering cumulative effects with 
the application-stage Garbet Hill wind farm which will also require visible aviation lighting. 

Lighting effects should be assessed from each of the representative viewpoints and not just from 
the viewpoints selected to illustrate night-time effects. While the character of the landscape is not
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readily discernible during hours of darkness, lighting can affect perceptual qualities associated with 
some LCTs and SLAs and it is recommended that the effect on the sense of seclusion and 
naturalness (due to existing relatively low lighting levels in the local area) are considered in the 
LVIA. Cumulative effects of lighting with the application-stage Garbet Hill wind farm should be 
assessed. 

Cumulative assessment

Table 2.2 lists wind farms lying within 20km of the proposal which will be considered in the 
cumulative landscape and visual assessment. It should be noted that the Garbet Hill wind farm is 
now at application-stage and in addition the proposed Edintore II development is at scoping-stage. 
Any other application-stage proposed wind farm developments to be considered in the cumulative 
LVIA should be confirmed with Moray Council once an assessment cut-off date has been 
established. 

Traffic and Transportation matters

We confirm that the proposed methodology for dealing with your inability to collect representative 
traffic count information would be acceptable subject to sight of the historic data, including the data 
and Grid reference. It is also unclear where on the A941 in Dufftown the location of the count site, 
would this be Fife Street or Balvenie Street, or both.

With respect to the swept path analysis, the A941 leading from the A920 to the site access has 
varying widths and in places narrow verges. Whilst abnormal load deliveries associated with the 
nearby Dorenell Wind Farm have used this road previously, we would seek swept path analysis for 
the entire length of this section of the A941 to identify the pinch points. Also if you have not already 
managed to do so we would advise undertaking a site visit when Covid-19 restrictions permit.

Planning policy and guidance matters

Spatial Framework

Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) requires planning authorities to set out, in the development 
plan, a spatial framework identifying those areas that are likely to be most appropriate for 
onshore wind farms as a guide for developers and communities, following a set 
methodology (para 161). This has been done through the Spatial Framework within the 
Moray Local Development Plan (MLDP) 2020, which has been a broad-brush approach 
required to comply with SPP and covers a significant land area of Moray. All the proposed 
turbines (within Moray) are located within an area with potential for wind farm development 
of turbines over 35 metres to tip height, with no upper height limit identified.  

The limitations of the very strategic Spatial Framework are recognised and 
SPP (para 162) further requires that local development planning authorities should identify 
where there is strategic capacity for wind farms and areas with the greatest potential for 
wind development. The Moray Onshore Wind Energy (MOWE) Non-Statutory Guidance 
2020 identifies such areas and 9 of the 11 turbines are located within an area of greatest 
potential for Very Large Turbines, Extensions and Repowering.

MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance 2020 and Moray Wind Energy Landscape Capacity 
Study 2017

The MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance and the Landscape Capacity Study are material 
considerations for development management purposes. Incorporating the outcomes from 
the Landscape Capacity Study, the Guidance identifies five typologies of wind turbine, 
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including “Very Large 130m-150m” (to blade tip), and highlights that there is very limited 
scope to accommodate further large scale wind turbine developments in Moray in 
landscape and visual terms.

The proposed development is located within the Open Uplands with Settled Glens [12b] 
Landscape Character Type (LCT) as defined in the Guidance and Landscape Capacity 
Study. LCT12b is assessed as having a High sensitivity to the very large typology (turbines 
>130m), with no scope to accommodate additional turbines of this scale in this landscape
due to the limited extent of remaining uplands without operational and consented wind
farms and the presence of significant landscape and visual constraints associated with the
remaining undeveloped area.

This landscape extends across the lower rounded hills which form the eastern boundary of 
Moray and includes the elevated shallow bow of the Cabrach, contained by an arc of hills 
and the sparsely settled upper reaches of the Deveron which flows through a narrow glen. 
The extensive sweeping scale of this landscape, the generally smooth landform, often with 
gentle gradients, as well as the overall extent of the uplands and simple land cover all 
combine to reduce sensitivity to wind farm development. However, the operational 
Dorenell, Clashindarroch and Kildrummy Wind Farms lie within and close-by this 
landscape and this increases sensitivity in relation to potential cumulative landscape and 
visual effects.

In terms of LCT12b, the Guidance and Landscape Capacity Study identify that the key 
issues to consider are:-

• Potential sequential and simultaneous views of multiple developments along the
skyline around the 360 degree bowl of the Cabrach seen from the A941.

• Cumulative effects on views from the adjacent smaller scale and settled Narrow
Framed Valleys (LCT13), the Deveron valley within neighbouring Aberdeenshire and
on the setting of landmark historic features such as Auchindoun Castle.

• Visual confusion and an absence of rationale which could occur between large
turbines sited in simple and more expansive upland areas and the same size of turbine
also located within the more settled valleys and basins of this landscape.

• Variations in the type and size of single and small groups of small turbines which may
be proposed within the LCT.

The MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance and Landscape Capacity Study are strategic level 
guidance and will be interpreted at local level through the Council’s appointed Landscape 
Capacity Adviser, who has provided initial comments which have been incorporated within 
this response. 

The Moray Council are currently undertaking an update of the Landscape Capacity Study 
2017 in accordance with Nature Scot’s guidance on Landscape Sensitivity Studies.

MLDP 2020 Policies

The Applicant proposes to submit a Planning Statement which will contain an assessment 
of accordance with relevant policy and guidance documents set out in Section 2 of the 
Scoping Report. In addition to the policies set out in Table 2.1, the Planning Statement 
must also address Policy EP2 Biodiversity
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The following comments on policies should be considered and addressed by the Applicant 
as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and development management 
process.

Policy PP2 Sustainable Economic Growth

Proposals which support the Moray Economic Strategy to deliver sustainable economic 
growth will be supported where the quality of the natural and built environment is 
safeguarded, there is a clear locational need and all potential impacts can be satisfactorily 
mitigated. Policy PP2 seeks to achieve the right planning balance between promoting 
renewable energy and a low carbon economy and the need to safeguard the environment, 
including in landscape and visual terms.

Policy PP3 Infrastructure and Services

Policy PP3 seeks to ensure development is planned and co-ordinated with infrastructure to 
enable places to function properly and are adequately serviced.

Part (b) states that development proposals will not be supported where they adversely 
impact on access routes and cannot be adequately mitigated by an equivalent or better 
alternative provision in a location convenient for users. Consideration must be given to any 
potential impact on access rights by the development both during and after construction.

New requirements include the provision of Electric Vehicle (EV) charging points and 
Information Communication Technology (ICT) and fibre optic broadband connections to all 
premises (unless justification is provided to substantiate it is technically unfeasible). 
Further guidance on requirements for the provision of EV charging can be found in Part 1 
of the MLDP 2020 Planning Policy Guidance.

Developer obligations will be sought in accordance with the Council’s Developer 
Obligations Supplementary Guidance.

Policy DP1 Development Principles

Policy DP1 sets out the detailed criteria to ensure that proposals meet siting, design and 
servicing requirements, provide sustainable drainage arrangements and avoid any 
adverse effects on environmental interests.

As set out in Part (i), the scale of development must be appropriate to the surrounding 
area and must be integrated into the surrounding landscape, which include safeguarding 
existing trees and any notable topographical features (e.g. distinctive knolls), stone walls 
and existing water features. Development must also conserve and enhance the natural 
and built environment and cultural heritage resources. 

An LVIA will be undertaken to determine the likely significant effects that the proposed 
development will have on the landscape and visual resource. The Council agrees in 
general with the methodology to be adopted for the LVIA and with the Study Area being 
defined as 45km from the proposal. It is recommended that the assessment of effects on 
landscape character should be more focussed than set out in the Scoping Report to 
provide detailed consideration of effects on Landscape Character Types (LCTs) lying 
within approximately 20km of the proposal. A more thorough assessment where effects 
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are most likely to be significant would be preferred than a lengthy and more cursory 
assessment of a great many LCTs. 

It is noted within the Scoping Report that it is proposed to use both the NatureScot online 
landscape character classification and the landscape character classification used in the 
Landscape Capacity Study for the landscape character assessment. The assessment of 
effects on landscape character within Moray should be based only on the detailed 
classification in the Landscape Capacity Study, particularly given the context of a more 
focussed assessment as advised above.   

The assessment of effects on valued landscapes in Moray should be focussed on the 
Deveron Valley and Ben Rinnes Special Landscape Areas (SLAs). While there may be 
some visibility of the proposal from the Pluscarden SLA, this is unlikely to incur significant 
adverse effects on its character and special qualities given that its distance from the 
proposal. The assessment of SLAs should consider potential effects on character as well 
as the special qualities of these designated landscapes. 

The Zone of Theoretical Visibility maps included in the Scoping Report are unclear and 
make it difficult to fully ascertain the likely visibility of the proposal. A detailed ZTV should 
be provided in the EIA Report (EIA-R) based on an OS 1:50,000 scale map base within 
15-20km of the proposal to allow more accurate appraisal of potential visibility in the local
area.

The preliminary viewpoints listed in Table 3.2 of the Scoping Report are likely to provide a
good range of representative views although it is requested that the following additional 
viewpoints should be included:-

• Auchindoun Castle: it is noted that visualisations would form part of the Cultural
Heritage section of the EIA-R, however as a popular visitor attraction within the Ben
Rinnes SLA, the effects on views should also be considered in the LVIA; and

• The A941, close to Upper Howbog near Cabrach: due to the importance of this
approach to Moray and to allow consideration of cumulative effects with the
operational Dorenell and proposed Clashindarroch extension wind farms.

In respect of night-time viewpoints, an additional viewpoint from Ben Rinnes is requested. 
The proposed night-time viewpoint from Viewpoint 12 should be substituted with one from 
Viewpoint 13 on the A920 as this is closer and would be more useful in terms of 
considering cumulative effects with the application-stage Garbet Hill Wind Farm, which will 
also require visible aviation lighting.

Lighting effects should be assessed from each of the representative viewpoints and not 
just from the viewpoints selected to illustrate night-time effects. While the character of the 
landscape is not readily discernible during hours of darkness, lighting can affect perceptual 
qualities associated with some LCTs and SLAs and it is recommended that the effect on 
the sense of seclusion and naturalness (due to existing relatively low lighting levels in the 
local area) are considered in the LVIA. Mitigation of visible aviation lighting should be 
thoroughly considered in the EIA-R. Cumulative effects of lighting with the 
application-stage Garbet Hill Wind Farm should be assessed.

In respect of cumulative wind farms (Table 2.2), it should be noted that Garbet Wind Farm 
is at application-stage and the proposed Edintore II Wind Farm is at scoping-stage. Any 
other application-stage proposed wind farm developments to be considered in the 
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cumulative LVIA should be confirmed with Moray Council once an assessment cut-off date 
has been established.   

Policy DP9 Renewable Energy

All renewable energy proposals will be considered favourably where they meet criteria set 
out in Policy DP9, including safeguarding and enhancing the built and natural environment 
as well as impacts on landscape and noise. Detailed consideration of onshore wind turbine 
proposals will be determined through site specific consideration of areas such as 
landscape and visual impact and cumulative impact on which further guidance is set out in 
the MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance and as informed by the Landscape Capacity Study. 

There are concerns regarding the number, siting and heights of the proposed turbines 
which has the potential to have significant adverse landscape and visual impacts, in 
addition to cumulative impact.

Detailed assessment of impact will also include consideration of the extent to which the 
proposal contributes to renewable energy generation targets, its effects on greenhouse 
gas emissions and net economic impact, including socio-economic benefits such as 
employment. This allows for the range of benefits to be fully considered in order to achieve 
the right planning balance between promoting renewable energy and a low carbon 
economy and the need to safeguard the environment, including in landscape and visual 
terms. 

Moray Council fully supports the Scottish Government’s aspirations regarding net zero 
carbon and is developing its own Climate Change Strategy which includes actions on a 
wide range of areas identified in the Programme. While national targets have been set, 
there are no “regional” targets for wind energy production and it is worth noting that Moray 
(as of 31/12/2020) has consented but not yet operational capacity of 439MW and 
operational capacity for 310MW of generation from wind farms alone. Moray also has 
consented solar farms, is actively working on a wide range of projects to cut carbon such 
as carbon conscious Town Centres, a Local Heat and Energy Efficiency Strategy and a 
range of policies in the MLDP 2020.

Policy EP1 Natural Heritage Designations

The proposed site is in close proximity to the Tips of Corsemaul and Tom Mor Special 
Areas of Conservation (SAC) and Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Craigs of 
Succoth SSSI. The development must ensure that is does not compromise the objectives 
and that there will be no adverse effect on the integrity of the designation. Comments from 
NatureScot will determine the acceptability of the scope of assessment and identify any 
information required to be submitted as part of a detailed planning application for the site.

Policy EP2 Biodiversity

All developments must, where possible, retain, protect and enhance features of biological 
interest and provide for their appropriate management. Proposals must safeguard, and 
where physically possible extend or enhance, wildlife corridors and green/blue networks 
and prevent fragmentation of existing habitats.  
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The Applicant must demonstrate that they have included biodiversity features into the 
design of the development. Examples of how to achieve biodiversity enhancement can be 
found in Part 2 of the MLDP 2020 Planning Policy Guidance.

Policy EP3 Special Landscape Areas and Landscape Character

Proposals, including those outwith SLAs, will only be permitted where they do not 
prejudice the special qualities of the designated area set out in the Moray Local 
Landscape Designation Review (www.moray.gov.uk/moray_standard/page_121575.html),
adopt the highest standards of design and minimises adverse impacts on the landscape 
and visual qualities that the area is important for. Policy EP3 also sets out acceptable uses 
for proposal in rural and urban areas within a SLA.  

The Ben Rinnes, Spey Valley and Deveron Valley SLAs lie closest to the site. In addition, 
the ZTV identifies impacts on the Burghead to Lossiemouth Coast, Culbin to Burghead 
Coast, Lossiemouth to Portgordon Coast, Pluscarden Valley, Portgordon to Cullen Coast, 
Spynie and Quarrelwood SLAs. There are also SLAs in the Aberdeenshire Council area 
which should also be taken account of, in particular the Deveron Valley. 

The LVIA will determine the likely significant effects that the proposed development will 
have on the landscape and visual resource and proposes to assess the Ben Rinnes,
Deveron Valley (Moray), Pluscarden Valley and Spey Valley SLAs in more detail. The 
assessment of effects should be focussed on the Ben Rinnes and Deveron Valley (Moray) 
SLAs. While there may be some visibility of the proposal from the Pluscarden SLA, this is
unlikely to incur significant adverse effects on its character and special qualities given that 
the distance from the proposal. The SLA assessment should consider potential effects on 
character as well as the special qualities of these designated landscapes.

The Ben Rinnes SLA identifies wind farm development in adjacent upland areas as a 
potential threat to the sensitivity of the landscape. This could adversely affect views and 
the character of the secluded Glen Rinnes and Glen Livet, particularly where turbines 
would be seen on containing skylines.

The Deveron Valley SLA (Moray) also identifies wind energy development sited in 
adjacent upland areas and visible on prominent skylines as a potential threat. Such 
development would affect views and the intimate scale and sense of seclusion associated 
with this valley. 

Proposals should also take account of the special qualities of the Cairngorm National Park 
and developers should consult with the Park Authority and NatureScot as appropriate.

Policy EP7 Forestry, Woodlands and Trees

In support of the Scottish Government’s Control of Woodland Removal Policy (CWRP), 
Policy EP7 has a strong presumption against woodland removal and, where identified, will 
not support removal of ancient woodland.

Garbet Wood, within the site boundary, is identified on the Ancient Woodland Inventory 
(AWI), although it would appear that this woodland will be unaffected by development. 
Whilst not designated as ‘ancient woodland’ on the Ancient Woodland Inventory (AWI), 
this is not definitive and the AWI should only be considered as a starting point. Given that 
LEPOs can develop the characteristics of ancient woodland, should any woodland removal 
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be proposed at Garbet Wood, the Applicant will be required to demonstrate the value of
the woodland by way of a detailed woodland survey, carried out at the appropriate time of 
year by a suitably qualified consultant who has experience of woodland habitat surveys 
which must include a National Vegetation Classification (NVC) Survey and map with site 
community floristic descriptions, target notes and locally important site features as well as 
an assessment of the role and importance of the Garbet Wood’s connectivity to the wider 
woodland network. Should the detailed survey establish that Garbet Wood is classed as 
ancient woodland, the proposal will be contrary to Policy EP7(c). 

Any remaining woodland removal proposed (0.1ha or more), including Garbet Wood if not 
classed as ancient woodland, will be assessed against the remaining part of Policy EP7(c) 
which states that permanent woodland removal will only be permitted where it would 
achieve significant and clearly defined additional public benefits (excluding housing) and 
where removal will not result in unacceptable adverse effects on the amenity, landscape, 
biodiversity, economic or recreational value of the woodland or prejudice the management 
of the woodland. The provision of compensatory planting is not considered to be a 
sufficient justification for woodland removal. The Applicant must justify and evidence such 
benefits. Further advice on woodland removal can be found in Part 1 of the MLDP 2020 
Planning Policy Guidance.

In addition to woodland removal, the application and EIA-R must give consideration to any 
tree removal (single trees or area less than 0.1ha) that may be required, in particular 
relating to the proposed access route and requirements to accommodate abnormal load 
deliveries. Where it has been demonstrated that it is technically unfeasible to retain trees, 
compensatory planning on a one-for-one basis must be provided in accordance with Policy 
EP7(e).

Detailed consideration should be given to the landscape and visual effects of felling and 
restocking proposals (both adverse and beneficial) in the LVIA and mitigation and 
landscape enhancement should be optimised in the design of any Wind Farm Forest Plan 
and/or compensatory planting. Proposed forest felling areas should be shown in relevant 
visualisations from nearby viewpoints.

Policy EP8 Historic Environment

Policy EP8 seeks to protected archaeological sites and Scheduled Monuments from 
development that would have an adverse impact on their integrity and setting. 

There are a number of listed buildings, archaeological sites and scheduled monuments 
within the vicinity of the site. Comments from the Regional Archaeologist will determine the 
acceptability of the scope of assessment and identify any information required to be 
submitted as part of a detailed planning application for the site.

Conclusion

There is very limited scope to accommodate further large scale wind turbine developments 
in Moray in landscape and visual terms. The proposal site is not located within an area 
identified within the MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance as an area of greatest potential for 
Very Large (>130m) Turbines, Extensions and Repowering. Sited within LCT12b, the 
landscape is assessed as having a High sensitivity to turbines over 130m, with no scope to 
accommodate additional turbines of this scale.
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Detailed consideration of onshore wind turbine proposals will be determined through site 
specific consideration of areas such as landscape and visual impact and cumulative 
impact on which further guidance is set out in the MOWE Non-Statutory Guidance and as 
informed by the Landscape Capacity Study. 

Detailed assessment of impact will also include consideration of the extent to which the 
proposal contributes to renewable energy generation targets, its effects on greenhouse 
gas emissions and net economic impact, including socio-economic benefits such as 
employment. This allows for the range of benefits to be fully considered in order to achieve 
the right planning balance between promoting renewable energy and a low carbon 
economy and the need to safeguard the environment, including in landscape and visual 
terms. 

There are concerns regarding the number, siting and heights of the proposed turbines 
which has the potential to have significant adverse landscape and visual impacts, in 
addition to cumulative impact.

Comments have been provided within this response in respect of aviation lighting, the 
focus of the assessment of effects on landscape character, viewpoints for visualisations 
and tree/woodland removal. These should be addressed as part of the EIA-R and 
development management process.

Yours faithfully

Neal MacPherson   
Principal Planning Officer

Redacted
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Melrose J (Joyce)

From: Sophie Arnold <sophie.arnold@bhs.org.uk>
Sent: 07 December 2020 14:38
To: Econsents Admin; Hughson M (Magnus)
Cc: Helene Mauchlen
Subject: RE: Scoping - Craig Watch Wind Farm
Attachments: Response to scoping request - Craig Watch Windfarm.pdf

Dear Magnus

Many thanks for consulting with us regarding the proposed Craig Watch Wind Farm below. The British Horse Society
(BHS) is always pleased to be consulted on transport, planning and development matters and where possible or
necessary we are able to engage local riders to get a locally based response.

Please find our response attached.
Best wishes
Sophie
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Energy Consents Unit
Scottish Government
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

By email to:
Econsents_admin@gov.scot 07 December 2020
Magnus.Hughson@gov.scot

Dear Sir/Madam

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) 
REGULATIONS 2017
REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR 
CRAIG WATCH WIND FARM

I refer to the above scoping request for the proposed Craig Watch Windfarm in the planning 
authority area of Moray Council and Aberdeenshire Council.

The British Horse Society (BHS) is always pleased to be consulted on transport, planning and 
development matters and where possible or necessary we are able to engage local riders to get 
a locally based response. Thank you very much for consulting with us, horses are important 
and good for people so their safety and capacity to access safe off road hacking is a key 
consideration in terms of their welfare and the wellbeing of their riders and those who look after 
them.

A project, like the one you are carrying out is an excellent opportunity to improve connections in 
a community and hopefully resolve any problems in terms of countryside access, transport and 
travel.

The BHS is here to help, so please do not consider this response the final word, we hope to 
work with you on an on-going basis to ensure horses and horse riders get  as good a deal as 
they can out of any proposed improvements, so please do not hesitate to contact us in the 
future.
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The Importance of Off-Road Riding
Scotland’s equestrian industry is important with the horse being a major rural economic driver, 
recent joint research between SRUC and BHS showed:

Current trends in the sector point to a continued increase in horse numbers and riding activity in 
all geographical areas of Scotland and across a wide cross section of society. The expenditure 
on direct upkeep averages £3,105 per horse per annum.

This report also showed: 

A concern for all riders, including tourists, is diminishing access to safe off-road riding. Most
riding accidents happen on minor roads in the countryside. With increasing numbers of horses 
and riders requiring access to the countryside, more formal access to off-road riding will be a 
priority in areas considered of higher risk. 

The full report can be accessed at:
http://www.sruc.ac.uk/downloads/file/2391/2015_scoping_study_on_the_equine_industry_in_sc
otland

Scotland has a duty to get horse riders off busy roads; few riders access busy roads by choice 
(and the horse has as much right to be on the public highway as cars, bikes and pedestrians) -
but they often have no choice as that is the only way they can access their safe off road 
hacking.

I can also refer you to:
http://www.rospa.com/road-safety/advice/horse-riders

Equestrian road users are vulnerable - that means they are more likely to be involved in a road 
accident and also more likely to suffer the worst consequences.

Horses and their riders (as well as carriage drivers) are vulnerable on the road network. A 
collision between a horse and a vehicle can have life threatening consequences for the horse, 
rider and those in a vehicle. There is evidence to suggest that the number of road traffic 
collisions involving horses is underreported in casualty data.

Horse riding is more prevalent (particularly on roads) in certain parts of the country. Rural areas 
have larger numbers of horse riders, who make a significant contribution to the rural economy. 
Yet according to Road Safety Scotland 70% of road accidents happen on country roads.
(http://dontriskit.info/country-roads/view-the-campaign)
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The BHS expects developers to work with representatives of the local horse riding community to 
understand their road safety and countryside access concerns and facilitate engagement with 
other partners and consider whether any road safety interventions should be introduced, where 
there are significant numbers of horse riders and/or road traffic collisions involving horses.

Under the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003, horse-riders and carriage drivers enjoy a right of 
access to most land in Scotland, provided that they behave responsibly.  Land managers in turn 
are obliged to respect equestrian access rights and take proper account of the right of 
responsible access in managing their land. The Scottish Outdoor Access Code gives guidance 
on how the requirements to behave responsibly can be met.  Please refer to:
www.outdooraccess-scotland.com

This access legislation, which is over a decade old now gives horse riders the same rights of 
responsible access as walkers and cyclists. It is vital that any off road tracks or non-motorised 
user’s tracks or paths are multi-use catering for all including horse riders and carriage drivers.

Active Travel and Suitable infrastructure
Whilst the active travel movement does not consider equestrian travel to be a form of active 
travel there are many people for whom riding is an attractive mode of travel whether that be for 
travel purposes or leisure purposes, and the delivery of Active Travel should not discourage 
this, just as it should not discourage the use of micro-scooters, roller blades, skateboards and 
other similar modes of travel. In urban areas, many riding horses are kept within the 10 mile 
journey distance and they must not be disadvantaged by new facilities that may be put in place 
for the cyclists. Level crossings which are currently used by equestrians should not be replaced
by alternatives which would preclude the use by equestrians, for example, a footbridge. 
Similarly, other infrastructure like gates, bridges, cattle grids and slippery surfaces should all be 
installed with equestrians in mind. Access control must always be the least restrictive option.

The British Horse Society (BHS) represents the interests of the 3.4 million people in the UK who 
ride or who drive horse-drawn vehicles.  With the membership of its Affiliated Riding Clubs and 
Bridleway Groups, the BHS is the largest and most influential equestrian charity in the UK. The 
BHS is committed to promoting the interests of all equestrians and the welfare of horses and 
ponies through education and training.

Please see attached an information sheet on equestrian access.

https://www.pathsforall.org.uk/resource/outdoor-access-design-guide

With over 70k equines in Scotland, equestrianism is worth £650 million to the Scottish economy 
annually with the Scottish Racing industry contributing £300 million and the rest of the industry 
generating £355 million according to recent research (Developing Benchmarks & Trends to 
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Patron Her Majesty The Queen 

Fulfilling your passion for horses

Helene Mauchlen (Scotland) 

Woodburn Farm 

Crieff 

Perthshire  

PH7 3RG 

Email Helene.Mauchlen@bhs.org.uk 

Website www.bhsscotland.org.uk 

Tel 024 76 840710 

Mob 07900 670223 

The British Horse Society Abbey Park, Stareton, Kenilworth, Warwickshire CV8 2XZ

The British Horse Society is an Appointed Representative of South Essex Insurance Brokers Limited 
 who are authorised and regulated by the Financial Conduct Authority. 

Registered Charity Nos. 210504 and SC038516.  A  company limited by guarantee. Registered in England & Wales No. 444742

Measure Equestrian Activity in Scotland - A report produced by the British Equestrian Trade 
Association August 2019 And Scottish Racing Annual Review and 2019 Outlook)

I trust that the above information is of assistance.

HELENE MAUCHLEN
SCOTTISH NATIONAL MANAGER
THE BRITISH HORSE SOCIETY
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Melrose J (Joyce)

From: laura.k.taylor@bt.com on behalf of radionetworkprotection@bt.com
Sent: 04 January 2021 13:40
To: Econsents Admin
Cc: radionetworkprotection@bt.com; Hughson M (Magnus)
Subject: RE: Scoping - Craig Watch Wind Farm WID11395 

OUR REF: WID11395 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Thank you for your email dated 07/12/2020. 

We have studied this Windfarm proposal 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. 

Please direct all queries to radionetworkprotection@bt.com 

Kind regards 
Laura Taylor 
Engineering Services - Radio Planning  
Email: radionetworkprotection@bt.com 
BT's Values: Personal. Simple. Brilliant. 

This email contains information from BT that might be privileged or confidential. And it's only meant for the person above. If that's not you, we're sorry - we must have 
sent it to you by mistake. Please email us to let us know, and don't copy or forward it to anyone else. Thanks. 
We monitor our email systems and may record all our emails. 
British Telecommunications plc 
R/O : 81 Newgate Street, London EC1A 7AJ 
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Melrose J (Joyce)

From: Nina Caudrey <ninacaudrey@cairngorms.co.uk>
Sent: 08 December 2020 10:25
To: Hughson M (Magnus); Econsents Admin
Cc: Planning; tayside_grampian@nature.scot; Jennifer Heatley
Subject: Scoping - Craig Watch Wind Farm 

Hello Magnus
Thank you for consulting us on the above proposal. The proposed development is located approximately 11km
outwith the National Park boundary. Policy 3.3a of the current Cairngorms National Park Partnership Plan (2017 –
2024) is therefore relevant in relation to the potential for effects on the Special Landscape Qualities and landscape
character of the National Park from wind farm development outwith the National Park (available via
https://cairngorms.co.uk/working together/national park partnership plan/).

In accordance with our working protocol with NatureScot, available via https://www.nature.scot/agreement roles
advisory casework between scottish natural heritage and scottish national park , NatureScot provide advice on the
potential effects of development outwith the National Park on the Special Landscape Qualities and landscape
character of the National Park. We therefore have no other comments to make at this stage and refer you and the
applicant to their advice.
from
Nina

Nina Caudrey, MRTPI 
Planning Officer (Development Planning) 
---------------------------------------- 
Cairngorms National Park Authority, 14 The Square, Grantown on Spey, PH26 3HG 
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Teena Oulaghan
Assistant Safeguarding Officer
Ministry of Defence
Safeguarding Department
Kingston Road
Sutton Coldfield
West Midlands B75 7RL
United Kingdom 

Your Reference: ECU00002177

Our Reference: DIO10050047

Telephone [MOD]:

E-mail:

07970170934

teena.oulaghan100@mod.gov.uk

Magnus Hughson.
Energy Consents Unit,
Scottish Government, 
4th Floor, 
5 Atlantic Quay, 
150 Broomielaw, 
Glasgow,
G2 8LU. 21 January 2021

Dear Magnus,

RE: ELECTRICITY ACT 1989 THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) 
(SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2017 REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 
APPLICATION FOR CRAIG WATCH WIND FARM.

Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD) on the Scoping Opinion Request in respect of the Craig 
Watch Wind Farm Proposal received in this office on 7th December 2020.

The MOD has assessed the scoping request using the grid references detailed in Annex A below for 18 turbines,
a maximum of 200.00 metres to blade tip, and has identified the following concerns:

Air Traffic Control (ATC) Radar 

The turbines will be approx. 40 km from, detectable by, and will cause unacceptable interference to the ATC radar 
used by Lossiemouth.

Wind turbines have been shown to have detrimental effects on the performance of Primary Surveillance Radars.
These effects include the desensitisation of radar in the vicinity of the turbines, and the creation of "unwanted"
aircraft returns which air traffic controllers must treat as aircraft returns.  The desensitisation of radar could result 
in aircraft not being detected by the radar and therefore not presented to air traffic controllers.  Controllers use the 
radar to separate and sequence both military and civilian aircraft, and in busy uncontrolled airspace radar is the 
only sure way to do this safely.  Maintaining situational awareness of all aircraft movements within the airspace is 
crucial to achieving a safe and efficient air traffic service, and the integrity of radar data is central to this process.  
The creation of "unwanted" returns displayed on the radar leads to increased workload for both controllers and 
aircrews and may have a significant operational impact.  Furthermore, real aircraft returns can be obscured by a
turbine's radar return, making the tracking of both conflicting unknown aircraft and the controllers’ own traffic 
much more difficult.
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Air Defence (AD) radar

The turbines will be approx. 74 km from, detectable by, and will cause unacceptable interference to the AD radar 
at ASACS Buchan.

Wind turbines have been shown to have detrimental effects on the operation of radar.  These include the 
desensitisation of radar in the vicinity of the turbines, and the creation of "false" aircraft returns.  The probability of
the radar detecting aircraft flying over or in the vicinity of the turbines would be reduced, hence turbine 
proliferation within a specific locality can result in unacceptable degradation of the radar’s operational integrity.  
This would reduce the RAF’s ability to detect and deter aircraft in United Kingdom sovereign airspace, thereby 
preventing it from effectively performing its primary function of Air Defence of the United Kingdom.

An operational assessment has been conducted by an AD Subject Matter Expert (SME) who considered the 
position of the turbine(s) weighed against a number of operational factors including: 

a) Detectability of the turbine(s). 
b) Position of the development. 
c) Quantity of turbines within the development. 
d) Other developments within the vicinity. 
e) Loss of coverage due to the development’s electromagnetic shadow.

Close examination of the proposal has indicated that the proposed turbine(s) would have a significant and 
detrimental affect on AD operations.  The MOD therefore has concerns with the development.  The 
reasons for this objection include, but are not limited to:

a) Several of the turbines within the development being RLOS. 
b) The quantity of the turbines visible to the radar at RRH Buchan would exceed our ‘cumulative effect’ 
thresholds

Research into technical mitigation solutions is currently ongoing and the developer may wish to consider 
investigating suitable mitigation solutions.

If the developer can overcome the issues stated above, the MOD would request that the development be fitted
with MOD accredited aviation safety lighting in accordance with the Civil Aviation Authority, Air Navigation Order 
2016.

MOD Safeguarding wishes to be consulted and notified about the progress of planning applications and 
submissions relating to this proposal to verify that it will not adversely affect defence interests.

I hope this adequately explains our position on the matter.  Further information about the effects of wind turbines 
on MOD interests can be obtained from the following website:

MOD: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/wind-farms-ministry-of-defence-safeguarding

Yours sincerely

Teena Oulaghan
Safeguarding Manager

Redacted
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Annex A

Turbine Easting Northing 

1 337,131 834,240

2 337,508 833,884

3 337,799 833,511

4 337,536 834,483

5 337,898 834,158

6 337,893 834,796

7 338,315 834,442

8 338,349 834,916

9 338,756 834,670

10 338,677 835,252

11 339,138 835,077

12 339,014 835,584

13 339,477 835,446

14 339,956 835,418

15 339,169 836,030

16 339,719 835,878

17 339,523 836,340

18 339,933 836,572
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Dear Magnus Hughson

The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017
Craig Watch Wind Farm
Scoping Report

Thank you for your consultation which we received on 07 December 2020 about the 
above scoping report.  We have reviewed the details in terms of our historic environment 
interests.  This covers World Heritage Sites, scheduled monuments and their settings, 
category A-listed buildings and their settings, inventory gardens and designed 
landscapes, inventory battlefields and historic marine protected areas (HMPAs).

The relevant local authority archaeological and cultural heritage advisors will also be able 
to offer advice on the scope of the cultural heritage assessment.  This may include 
heritage assets not covered by our interests, such as unscheduled archaeology, and 
category B- and C-listed buildings.  

Proposed Development
We understand that the proposed development comprises up to 18 wind turbines to a 
maximum blade tip height of 200m, plus associated ancillary infrastructure including 
access tracks, underground cable network, control building and substation, temporary 
construction compounds, permanent anemometer mast and energy storage system.

Scope of assessment
We consider that, based on the information provided so far, there is the potential for 
significant adverse impacts on the setting of historic environment assets in the vicinity of 
the proposed development. At this stage it is not yet clear whether the impacts would 
raise issues of national interest such that we might object to the scheme; further 
information is required to enable us to provide a more definite view on the principle of the 
proposed development.

By email to: econsents_admin@gov.scot

Magnus Hughson
Energy Consents Unit
4th Floor, 5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

Longmore House
Salisbury Place

Edinburgh
EH9 1SH

Enquiry Line: 0131-668-8716
HMConsultations@hes.scot

Our case ID: 300047870
Your ref: ECU00002177

18 January 2021

A29  

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

 

Potential direct impacts
We can confirm that there are no scheduled monuments, category A listed buildings, 
Inventory battlefields, gardens and designed landscapes or World Heritage Sites within 
the proposed development boundary.

Potential impacts on the setting of assets
There are a number of nationally important historic environment assets within our remit in 
the vicinity of the development whose settings have the potential to be significantly 
adversely impacted by it. The annex to this letter gives details of a number of assets 
which appear likely to experience impacts. This list should not be treated as exhaustive 
and is only intended as a reference to those assets which at this stage appear most likely 
to be significantly impacted. 

Potential cumulative impacts
We recommend that the potential cumulative impacts of the proposed development in 
combination with other developments in the vicinity be assessed. This should assess the 
incremental impact or change when the proposed development is combined with other 
present and reasonably foreseeable developments. 

Scoping report
We welcome that cultural heritage effects are scoped in to the assessment. We welcome 
that the operational effects of the proposal on the setting of cultural heritage assets as 
well as direct impacts from construction will be assessed; we have provided further 
comments in the attached annex. We strongly recommend that our Managing Change 
Guidance Note on Setting is used to inform setting assessments and further information 
on good practice in cultural heritage assessment can be found in Appendix 1 of the EIA
Handbook.

Further information
The Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS 2019) was adopted on the 01 May 
2019 and replaced the Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement (HESPS 2016). 
The Historic Environment Policy for Scotland is a strategic policy document for the whole 
of the historic environment and is underpinned by detailed policy and guidance. This 
includes our Managing Change in the Historic Environment Guidance Notes. All of these 
documents are available online at www.historicenvironment.scot/heps.

Practical guidance and information about the EIA process can also be found in the EIA
Handbook (2018). Technical advice is available on our Technical Conservation website 
at http://conservation.historic-scotland.gov.uk/.

We hope this is helpful.  Please contact us if you have any questions about this 
response.  The officer managing this case is Victoria Clements who can be contacted by 
phone on 0131 668 8730 or by email on Victoria.Clements@hes.scot.
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Yours sincerely

Historic Environment Scotland
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Annex

Historic Environment Scotland’s interest 
Based on the information provided at this stage we consider that there is the potential for 
significant adverse effects on the setting of nationally important designated assets 
located in the vicinity of the development site application boundary. At this stage it is not 
yet clear whether the adverse effects on the setting of these assets would be such that 
they would merit our objection to the proposed development. We would be happy to 
provide further advice about the principle of the development as further information such 
as visualisations become available. We recommend that further consultation with us is 
undertaken as soon as possible in the iterative design process for the development so 
that we can provide advice at a useful and constructive stage in the process. 

The designated historic environment assets identified below are in the vicinity of the 
development and have the potential to be impacted by it. Our comments have focused 
on those assets where we consider that significant adverse impacts to their settings are 
most likely. This list is not considered to be exhaustive, and we would recommend that a 
wider search is undertaken of the surrounding area for potential impacts in the first 
instance; any impacts to the settings of assets should be assessed appropriately to 
determine whether these will be significant. 

We generally recommend that a ZTV is used to identify potential setting impacts in the 
first instance and that consideration should be given to including assets where even 
though the ZTV indicates that no direct intervisibility would be possible there is the 
potential for turbines to appear in the background of key views towards these assets.

While the provision of the ZTV in the Scoping Report is a useful starting point, we would 
welcome sight of a larger-scale ZTV with heritage assets highlighted on them and
provisional wireframes and photomontages in advance of any EIA Report and planning 
application and would be happy to advise on the initial findings of this assessment.

Scheduled monuments
Auchindoun Castle, castle and fort (SM 90024 and a Property in the Care of Scottish 
Ministers)
The monument comprises the remains of a late 15th century medieval castle which is 
located within the impressive earthworks of a prehistoric hillfort. To the south west are
the remains of a late 18th/early 19th century lime kiln and there is evidence of historic 
quarrying on the east side of the hill. It is situated on a prominent hill which is overlooked 
to the south and east by the slopes of Ben Main; to the north it is bounded by the Allt 
Catha and to the east a steep drop to the River Fiddich.

The monument’s elevated position would have allowed the hillfort and subsequent castle 
to have controlled this section of Glen Fiddich and the north/south route over the 

A32 



 

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

 

Cabrach. There are long-distant and wide-sweeping views from the monument out over 
the surrounding landscape, including those to the south along the Glen Fiddich and the 
old hill road to Donside. As the monument is also a highly visible and prominent feature 
in the landscape, views towards it are of equal importance.  In summary, the monument 
has a spectacular setting and the views both from and towards it are key characteristics 
of this setting. The current landscape character surrounding the monument is rural, 
consisting of high moorland and is largely devoid of settlements and large-scale modern 
development. This landscape contributes to the setting of the monument and its sense of 
place. 

Some large-scale development, for example, Dorenell Wind Farm and its associated 
overhead line (OHL) is visible from the monument to the south, but the turbines are 
largely screened by topography, located approximately 6km away and the OHL is located 
on low-lying ground. Although we did not object to the scheme, its extension and the 
OHL, we did however highlight that there would be a significant impact on the setting of 
Auchindoun Castle and raised concerns about the potential cumulative impact arising 
from any further developments.

The proposed development would be located 2.3 km to the south of the monument. We
welcome that an initial assessment has been undertaken and that further analysis and 
visualisations will be included in the EIA Report.  Given the location of the castle and the 
proposed wind farm, we agree at this stage that there is the potential for a significant 
adverse impact on its setting, although the scale of the current ZTV is not sufficient to 
determine how many turbines might be visible.  In light of this, we recommend that the
following visualisations are required:

Views from the castle looking south/south-west towards the turbines – a
photomontage and wireframe should be produced from the main entrance of the 
castle.

Views approaching the castle from the west with turbines appearing in this view –
a photomontage and wireframe should be produced from a point along the approach 
to the castle. The exact location of this should show the worst case scenario of 
turbines potentially being visible when looking towards the castle in this location.  

Views towards the castle from other points in the landscape with turbines 
appearing in the same view - photomontages and wireframes should be produced of 
any potential views looking towards the castle with turbines appearing in the same 
view. There are a few such locations that we are currently aware of in the wider 
landscape, for example, a point south-west of the castle along the A941 road and 
Jock’s Hill, but there may be others that we are not currently aware of. 
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Particular attention should also be given to assessing the cumulative impact of the 
development on current and proposed wind farms on the setting of the castle and 
supported by visualisations.  

We request the opportunity to review the findings of this assessment along with
provisional visualisations as early as possible in the iterative design process as this will 
enable us to provide more specific advice regarding impacts and any potential 
requirements for mitigation.

Mortlach, Battle Stone, symbol stone (SM350)
The monument comprises a Class II Pictish symbol stone bearing a Celtic cross, two fish 
and an unidentified beast on one side and a serpent, a bull's head or bucranium, a horse 
rider and a dog on the other. It is situated within the Mortlach cemetery and is thought to 
be near its original location which was a nearby field. The proposed turbines would be 
located approximately 4 km to the south east and as it is unclear from the ZTV if they 
would be visible from the monument; the potential for impacts on the setting of this asset
should therefore be assessed further and supported by a wireframe. 

Balvenie Castle (SM 90028 and a Property in the Care of Scottish Ministers)
The monument comprises the remains of a 13th to 16th century castle which is set within
a defensive moat on a wooded hillock. The proposed turbines would be located 
approximately 6.5km to the south east and because it is unclear from the ZTV if they 
would be visible from the castle, this should be assessed further. Although the mature 
trees located around the castle screen much of the surrounding landscape from view, 
any assessment should consider seasonal changes to leaf cover and the possibility of 
views opening up in future from windblow, disease etc.  Any assessment should consider 
potential impacts from the turbines on views from and towards the monument and include 
a wireframe to demonstrate the impacts.

Wormy Hillock, henge 690m WNW of Finglenny (SM3278) 
The monument comprises a late Neolithic or Early Bronze Age henge measuring 6.2m by 
5.4m across which is surrounded by a 4.3m wide ditch and a 4-5m wide bank and has an 
entrance in the south east. It is situated within a valley on the left bank of the Ealaiche 
Burn and is presently surrounded by commercial forestry. The proposed turbines would 
be located 8 km to the north west and the assessment should consider whether views 
might open up in future due to any cycles of clearance or re-design. Any assessment 
should consider potential impacts from the turbines on views from and towards the 
monument and include a wireframe to demonstrate the impacts.

Tap o’Noth, fort (SM63) 
This Iron Age or Early Medieval hillfort is situated on the summit of Tap O' Noth at 563m 
AOD and is one of the largest and most spectacular forts in Scotland. Consisting of 21 
ha, the hillfort includes more than 100 house platforms between the stone rampart and 

A34 



 

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

 

wall and a rock cut well or cistern. It commands views over the surrounding landscape in 
all directions and has an important relationship with other monuments in the vicinity. It is 
also highly prominent within this landscape. The nearest turbine would be located 
approximately 8.8 km to the north west.  As it is unclear from the ZTV if any turbines are
likely to be visible from the monument, or in views towards it, the assessment should 
consider the potential for impacts on the setting of this asset further. We welcome the 
commitment in the scoping report to the production of visualisations to support the 
assessment of this asset and will be happy to provide further advice on this as the design 
progresses.

Category A listed buildings
We are largely content with the list of assets provided within the scoping report and we
welcome the proposal to assess the potential impacts on the setting of these assets.  In
addition, we recommend that any potential impacts on the setting of the two listed 
buildings below are included in the assessment:

Craig Castle (LB 2736)
Drumminor Castle (LB 2743)

Should significant impacts on the settings of any of these category A listed buildings be
identified, we recommend that visualisations are produced to support the written 
assessment. We recommend that the potential cumulative impacts on the setting of the
listed buildings is included in the assessment.

Scoping report 
We welcome that section 3.3 of the scoping report states that direct impacts and impacts 
on the setting of assets will be assessed and that mitigation for any significant effects will 
be identified. As indicated above, we would welcome further early consultation as the 
design of the project progresses so that we can provide advice regarding impacts on the 
setting of assets at a useful and constructive stage in the project design process. 

We are content that impacts on Inventory gardens and designed landscapes will be 
scoped out of further assessment given the distances involved. We welcome the 
information provided regarding the baseline historic environment at this stage and the 
early indication of potential significant impacts on assets such as Auchindoun Castle.
Consultation with HES and the West of Scotland Archaeological Service (WoSAS) is 
proposed, and as noted above we would welcome further consultation on this proposal 
should it go forward. 

We note that 5 and 10km study areas are being proposed for the assessment of potential 
impacts on the setting of assets. We do not generally recommend the use of defined 
radii for the identification of impacts on setting, rather the use of an appropriately scaled 
ZTV as discussed above; however, in this instance we have not identified any assets 
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within our remit beyond 10km which are likely to receive significant impacts to their 
setting. 

We welcome that site visits will be undertaken to assets to assess the potential for 
impacts to their settings and that the assessment will adhere to the guidance provided in 
our Managing Change guidance note on setting and the EIA Handbook.  

Summary
We consider that the layout as currently proposed has the potential to cause significant 
adverse effects on the setting of scheduled monuments in the surrounding area.  At 
present it is not clear if these effects would be so significant that we may object.  In
particular, we consider that the potential impacts on the setting of Auchindoun Castle 
(SM 90024) from the current design are likely to be significantly adverse.  

We request that further pre-application consultation is undertaken with us as early as 
possible in the iterative design process so that we can provide effective advice at a useful 
stage in the EIA process regarding the potential for significant impacts on assets within 
our remit and any required mitigation. We are also happy to provide further advice on the 
requirement for visualisations as the design progresses.

Historic Environment Scotland
18 January 2021
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Melrose J (Joyce)

From: JRC Windfarm Coordinations <windfarms@jrc.co.uk>
Sent: 16 December 2020 09:33
To: Econsents Admin
Subject: Scoping - Craig Watch Wind Farm  [WF582285]

Dear econsents_admin,  
 
A Windfarms Team member has replied to your co-ordination request, reference WF582285 with the 
following response:  
 
Dear Magnus,  
 
Name/Location: Craig Watch Wind Farm 
 
Site Centre/Turbine at NGR/IGR:  
 
Turbine Number Easting Northing 
1 337131 834240 
2 337508 833884 
3 337799 833511  
4 337536 834483 
5 337898 834158 
6 337893 834796  
7 338315 834442  
8 338349 834916  
9 338756 834670  
10 338677 835252  
11 339138 835077  
12 339014 835584  
13 339477 835446  
14 339956 835418  
15 339169 836030  
16 339719 835878  
17 339523 836340  
18 339933 836572 
 
Development Radius: 0.1KM 
Turbine tip height: 200M 
 
This proposal cleared with respect to radio link infrastructure operated by: 
 
JRC analyses proposals for wind farms on behalf of the UK Fuel & Power Industry. This is to assess their 
potential to interfere with radio systems operated by utility companies in support of their regulatory 
operational requirements. 
 
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. 
 
In making this judgement, JRC has used its best endeavours with the available data, although we recognise 
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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,developers are advised to 
seek re-coordination prior to considering any design changes. 
 
Regards 
 
Wind Farm Team 
 
Friars House 
Manor House Drive 
Coventry CV1 2TE 
United Kingdom 
 
Office: 02476 932 185 
 
JRC Ltd. is a Joint Venture between the Energy Networks Association (on behalf of the UK Energy 
Industries) and National Grid. 
Registered in England & Wales: 2990041 
http://www.jrc.co.uk/about-us  
 
JRC is working towards GDPR compliance. We maintain your personal contact details in accordance with 
GDPR requirements for the purpose of "Legitimate Interest" for communication with you. However you 
have the right to be removed from our contact database. If you would like to be removed, please contact 
anita.lad@jrc.co.uk.  
 
 
We hope this response has sufficiently answered your query.  
If not, please do not send another email as you will go back to the end of the mail queue, which is not 
what you or we need. Instead, reply to this email by clicking on the link below or login to your account 
for access to your co-ordination requests and responses.  
 
https://breeze.jrc.co.uk/tickets/view.php?auth=o1xkmcaaadikuaaaExjDRCoq9bvNug%3D%3D  
 
 
 
______________________________________________________________________ 
This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service. 
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com 
______________________________________________________________________ 
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Melrose J (Joyce)

From: AULD, Alasdair E <Alasdair.Auld@nats.co.uk>
Sent: 17 December 2020 08:55
To: Econsents Admin
Cc: NATS Safeguarding
Subject: Re: Scoping - Craig Watch Wind Farm [SG30773]

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. 
Yours Faithfully 

NATS Safeguarding

D: 01489 444687 
E: natssafeguarding@nats.co.uk

4000 Parkway, Whiteley, 
Fareham, Hants PO15 7FL 
www.nats.co.uk
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Alexander Fleming House, 8 Southfield Drive, Elgin IV30 6GR 
Taigh Alexander Fleming, 8 Dràibh an Achaidh a Deas, Eilginn IV30 6GR 

01343 541216   nature.scot 
NatureScot is the operating name of Scottish Natural Heritage 

Magnus Hughson
Energy Consents Unit
Scottish Government 
Econsents_admin@gov.scot

14 January 2021
Your ref: ECU00002177

Dear Mr Hughson,

Electricity Act 1989
The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 
2017
Request for Scoping Opinion for Proposed Section 36 Application for Craig Watch 
Wind Farm

Thank you for your consultation of 17 December 2020 and for accommodating our request
for additional time to consider the proposal and form our comments. In accordance with 
the agreement between Energy Consents Unit and NatureScot our comments on the 
Scoping Report focus on statutory protected areas, landscape and visual amenity, birds in 
the wider countryside, peatland and carbon-rich soils and protected species (not birds).
This includes impacts which do not raise issues of national interest.

Summary

The Scoping Report indicates that the applicant’s consultants will continue liaison with 
NatureScot regarding key interests. We welcome ongoing liaison. We offer advice on
specific issues to help ensure the production of a robust application and EIAR that affords 
a confidence in its conclusions. 

NatureScot advice

Protected Areas - Natura 2000 sites
The project could have implications for 2 internationally important protected areas, Tips of 
Corsemaul and Tom Mor Special Protection Area (SPA) and the River Spey SAC Special 
Area of Conservation (SAC).

Habitats Regulations Appraisals, or ‘HRAs’, will need to be completed for each site. We 
expect the River Spey’s HRA to be relatively straightforward and focussing on standard 
mitigation to avoid effects on watercourses. The HRA for the breeding common gull 
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interest at the Tips of Corsemaul and Tom Mor SPA may be more complex because this 
species has several pressures acting on it that negatively affect its conservation status. 

Tips of Corsemaul and Tom Mor SPA is designated for breeding common gull. Birds
using the protected area forage from the nest and this could lead them to feed on or near 
and cross the proposal site. There is therefore a potential risk of collision with turbines and 
displacement specifically from barrier effects in which birds are deterred from using their 
normal routes to feeding grounds. The completed ornithological survey work and that 
proposed for next breeding season will provide information on which to base the EIAR 
assessment and inform the HRA.

The River Spey SAC is designated for 4 species associated with the water environment 
(Atlantic salmon, otter, sea lamprey and freshwater pearl mussel). If public road network 
improvements are required in proximity to the SAC the potential risk and impact will need 
to be assessed and presented to inform the HRA.

Landscape and Visual effects
Our guidance should be followed to ensure the methodologies are appropriate. We are 
happy to agree a finalised list of viewpoints in due course. The list provided in the Scoping 
Report seems suitable. 

We ask that the Cairngorms National Park boundary is displayed on all relevant figures 
and that the EIAR includes an assessment of the effects on the CNP’s Special Landscape 
Qualities that have potential to be influenced.  

Birds in the wider countryside
The scope for this topic is appropriate and we have no further comments at this stage.

Peatland and carbon-rich soils
The Scoping Report recognises that the spatial planning tool, Carbon and Peatland 2016
Map, identifies some of the proposed site as class 1 or 2 peatland1. The proposed surveys 
should aim to establish the presence of functioning peatlands so that they can be 
protected. The survey results should be used to identify areas of degraded habitat where 
potential exists to improve condition and restore functioning peatland. We would welcome 
peatland restoration as a component of a Habitat Management Plan.

Protected species and sensitive habitats
The scope for this topic is appropriate and we have no further comments at this stage.

                                                      
1 On the map, the top two classes (1 and 2) taken together identify the nationally important resource: 
Class 1 

Nationally important carbon-rich soils, deep peat and priority peatland habitat* 
Areas likely to be of high conservation value 

Class 2 
Nationally important carbon-rich soils, deep peat and priority peatland habitat 
Areas of potentially high conservation value and restoration potential 

*Priority peatland habitat is land covered by peat-forming vegetation or vegetation associated with peat 
formation. 
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Concluding remarks

The advice in this letter is provided by NatureScot, the operating name of Scottish Natural 
Heritage. Please contact me if you require any further information or advice.

Yours sincerely

Jennifer Heatley
Area Officer - Tayside and Grampian
jennifer.heatley@nature.scot

cc. SEPA Planning Aberdeen
Neal MacPherson, Principal Planning Officer, Moray Council
Nina Caudrey, Planning Officer, Cairngorms National Park Authority

  

Redacted
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TThe River Deveron District Salmon Fishery Board 
 

CHAIRMAN: Andrew Allwood      The Offices 
          Avochie Stables 
CLERK: Sarah Roebuck       Avochie  
          Huntly   
          Aberdeenshire 
          AB54 7YY  
           
          Tel: 01466 711388 
          Email: board@deveron.org 
           

           

          10th December 2020 

 

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989 
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2017 
REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR CRAIG WATCH WIND 
FARM 
 
Dear Mr Hughson, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scoping documentation for the development known as 
Craig Watch Wind Farm. The development site is drained by 5 watercourses. These are the Burn of Findouran, 
Linn burn, Tammie’s burn, Chapel burn and Kellholes Stripes (Markie water). The Burn of Findouran is a major 
element of the Charach water (situated on the site perimeter) which enters the river Deveron.  

Construction of the proposed development could potentially have an impact on the biodiversity of the area, 
in particular the aquatic-biodiversity such as fish populations.  The Charach water is an extremely important 
tributary and a significant element of the upper river Deveron. Previous work by the DBIT has shown that the 
Charach supports healthy numbers of Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.), trout (Salmo trutta L.) and the 
European eel (Anguilla anguilla L.). Furthermore, the Linn, Tammie’s and Chapel burns drain straight into the 
river Deveron down a steep gradient. 

The possible impacts that a wind farm and its associated infrastructure, can have on surrounding flora and 
fauna are well documented.  Potential impacts on fish populations may occur during either the construction 
or operational phase.  During construction, the potential impacts could include noise/vibration disturbance, 
siltation of habitat, and hydrological changes of the peat system, pollution and the blocking or hindering of 
upstream access of fish.  During the operational phase, the main concerns are poor road drainage, 
accelerated levels of erosion and the poor maintenance of silt traps and road crossings.   

With species such as salmon having such a complex life cycle these potential effects could impact on various 
parts of their lives, causing direct mortality of juveniles and adults, changes in invertebrate abundance, 
avoidance behaviour resulting in unused habitat, blocking of migration routes to/from spawning beds or the 
damage of in stream/riparian habitat.  

We acknowledge that as part of the scoping exercise there was a Fish Habitat Survey (including FWPM Habitat 
Survey) completed during August 2020. The survey concluded “Stretches of watercourses that were 
considered potentially suitable for fish are limited to providing habitat for juvenile fish.” 
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The Fish Habitat Survey along with historical juvenile fish data held by the Deveron, Bogie, and Isla Rivers 
Charitable Trust, demonstrates the importance of the watercourses within and bordering the development 
site for fish stocks. It is important to also note that activities within the site boundary could also have a 
detrimental effect on fish stocks and their habitats outwith the site.  

The River Deveron District Salmon Fishery Board (RDevDSFB) formally request that fish stocks are fully 
acknowledged during the preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and further 
comprehensive data is collected during the additional baseline information collection. The RDevDSFB 
suggest that all watercourses draining the site are comprehensively surveyed (electrofishing) for juvenile fish 
present and a full SFCC fish habitat survey of watercourses associated with the site before any works proceed. 

We acknowledge and support that there will be further field surveys to identify deep areas of peat, which 
could ultimately help to inform the development design.  

The RDevDSFB conclude from the potentially significant effects outlined in the scoping document that the 
proposed mitigation measures in terms of water quality, fish stocks and their habitats (both resident and 
migratory) are currently inadequate and if the development were submitted for planning consent in its 
current form, the RDevDSFB would therefore submit a conditional objection. The RDevDSFB recommend that 
a formal Fisheries Management Plan (FMP) and Habitat Management Plan (HMP) is specified and formed for 
the development and that we the RDevDSFB have full input during the formation of the plans to cover all our 
concerns listed.  

 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Allwood 

Chairman 
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East Scotland Tel 01224 624824
Regional Office Fax 01767 685571
10 Albyn Terrace
Aberdeen
AB10 1YP rspb.org.uk

Patron: Her Majesty the Queen Chairman of Council: Kevin Cox   President: Miranda Krestovnikoff
Chairman, Committee for Scotland: Professor Colin Galbraith   Director, RSPB Scotland: Anne McCall
The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) is a registered charity in England and Wales 207076, in Scotland 
SCO37654

Magnus Hughson
Energy Consents Unit
The Scottish Government
By email to Econsents_Admin@gov.scot

21 January 2021

Dear Mr Hughson,

Ref ECU00002177

REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR 
CRAIG WATCH WIND FARM. 

Thank you for consulting RSPB Scotland on the above scoping opinion request and granting 
us additional time to respond.

We are generally content that the scoping report covers the key sensitivities and that the 
completed surveys should be adequate for the purposes of informing the EIA. However, we 
have the following comments.

Ornithological surveys
In Sections 3.5.3 and 3.5.5 of the scoping report it is stated that a second year of 
ornithological vantage point surveys was not carried out after consultation with NatureScot. 
The reasons for this have not been explained in the report and the applicant needs to 
demonstrate why they believe that this would be acceptable in this case.

The vantage point surveys consider a 500m buffer from the turbine array, rather than the site 
boundary, which could be an issue if the turbine layout changes. In addition, the site access 
track and other infrastructure has not been identified but we presume that these will be 
within the site boundary (or the 500m breeding bird survey buffer) and therefore the areas 
have been appropriately assessed.

Tree felling and replanting
The scoping report indicates that areas of woodland will likely be removed once turbine
layout and access is finalised. This raises two main issues:

1. The opening up of this previously closed canopy woodland could make the area
more attractive for open ground species such as hen harrier and merlin. NatureScot
have produced guidance1 to inform such proposals.

2. The location of any compensatory planting should avoid sensitive peatland habitats
and areas favoured by open ground species including raptors and waders (such as
curlew).

1 SNH Guidance Note. Wind farm proposals on af forested sites – advice on reducing suitability for hen harrier, merlin and
short-eared owl. January 2016.
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Peat/Carbon
Turbines 1 and 4 are located on areas indicated as Class 1 peatland habitat which are 
considered to have Significant Protection, as defined by Scottish Planning Policy, due to the 
presence of carbon rich soils, deep peat and peatland habitat. Policy EP16 of the Moray 
LDP 2020 states that large scale renewable energy proposals on areas of peat a will only be 
permitted where: a) The economic, social and/or environmental  benefits  of the proposal  
outweigh any potential detrimental effect on the environment  (in particular with regard to the 
release of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere);  and b) It has been clearly demonstrated  
that there is no viable alternative. Proposals must also demonstrate that areas of the 
deepest peat have been avoided.  This is also reflected in policy DP9 Renewable Energy of 
the Moray LDP. From the information provided at this stage, it has not been demonstrated
that there is no viable alternative to siting turbines on very deep peat and this must form part 
of the EIA, if the turbine layout proposed continues to effect class 1 peatland.

The carbon payback period for proposed wind farms should be as close to zero as possible.
While we note that the Carbon Calculator Tool has yet to be carried out, design choices 
should be considered to minimise this payback period, such as the removal or relocation of 
turbines and or tracks proposed on deep peat (over 0.5m) and Class 1 peatland..

Cumulative impacts
We agree that cumulative impacts must be fully considered, especially given the increasing 
number of windfarms proposed and operational within this part of East Moray and 
Aberdeenshire. Section 3.5.4 of the Craig Watch Scoping Report states that effects will be 
considered at an NHZ level but incorrectly states that ‘The Proposed Development is located 
within the North East Coastal Plain NHZ’; it in fact straddles both the NHZ12 North East 
Glens and NHZ11 Cairngorms Massif.

Cumulative effects should be fully and appropriately considered for hen harrier, curlew and 
golden eagle in particular.

It is also stated that sensitive breeding information will be included in a confidential annexe 
issued to NatureScot and Energy Consents Unit. We respectfully request that this
information is also shared with RSPB Scotland given our specialist ornithological expertise.

Yours sincerely,

Jenny Weston
Conservation Officer
jenny.weston@rspb.org.uk

Redacted
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Grampian Conservancy
Portsoy Road

Huntly
Aberdeenshire

AB54 4SJ

Email: grampian.cons@forestry.gov.scot 
Tel: 0300 067 6210 

Conservator:  James Nott 
Magnus Hughson 
The Scottish Government 
Energy Consents Unit 
5 Atlantic Quay,  
150 Broomielaw,  
Glasgow,  
G2 8LU. 

Scottish Forestry is the Scottish Government agency responsible for
forestry policy, support and regulation

S e Coilltearachd na h-Alba a’ bhuidheann-ghnìomha aig Riaghaltas
na h-Alba a tha an urra ri poileasaidh, taic agus riaghladh do choilltearachd

21st December 2020 

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989 
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) 
REGULATIONS 2017 

Scottish Forestry 
Scoping Opinion for Craig Watch Wind Farm ECU00002177 

Dear Sirs, 

Thank you for consulting Scottish Forestry on the scoping report for the proposed Craig Watch Wind 
Farm.  

Scottish Forestry 
Scottish Forestry (SF) is the Scottish Government agency responsible for policy, support and 
regulation of the forestry sector in Scotland. As such SF advises the planning authorities on the 
potential impact of development proposals on forests, woodlands and the forestry sector. 

SF is the main forestry consultee and should be consulted throughout the development of the proposal 
to ensure that proposed changes to the woodland are appropriate and address the requirements of the 
Scottish Government’s Control of Woodland Removal Policy (COWRP) and the UK Forestry Standard 
(UKFS).  

UK Forestry Standard 
The UKFS is the Government’s reference standard for sustainable forest management in the UK and 
provides a basis for regulation and monitoring. The Scottish Government expects all forestry plans and 
operations in Scotland to comply with the standards. If approved, both felling operations and on and 
off-site compensatory planting must be carried out in accordance to good forestry practice. A key 
component of this is to ensure that even-age woodlands are progressively restructured in a 
sustainable manner: felling coupes should be phased to meet adjacency requirements and their size 
should be of a scale which is appropriate in the context of the surrounding woodland environment. The 
removal of large areas of woodland will not be supported and all forestry proposals must be compliant 
with the UK Forestry Standard.  

The proposal requires felling, restocking and compensatory planting to facilitate and mitigate this 
development. 
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Section 2.4.1 of the Scoping report states ‘The forestry works would be in accordance with the UK 
Forestry Standard in so far as this is possible.’ As stated above, this is not acceptable as all forestry 
works must comply fully with the UKFS. Therefore, the EIA Report must clearly state that the project 
will be developed and implemented in accordance with the standard. 
 
Forestry Baseline  
The red line boundary of this development proposal includes two large primarily commercial forests as 
well as several smaller blocks. The land shown falls under several landownerships – this fact should be 
considered throughout the assessment process, as the enforcement of planning conditions are typically 
against the land and landowner and not the developer. To manage this a suitable legal agreement, 
laying out clear responsibilities and liabilities for the life of the development, will need to be 
established; this would be of particular concern for any compensatory planting on land not directly 
associated with the footprint of the wind farm infrastructure. 
 
Turbines 6 – 18 are sited within the forest environment, and will have an impact on the entire Craig 
Watch forest block which is under separate ownerships. The access infrastructure has not been 
proposed, this is likely to increase the impact on the forestry area and include more land holdings. 
 
The northern half of the main Craig Watch block is currently managed through the Howeshalloch Long 
Term Forest Plan approved by SF in 2016.  
 
The Ben Main block in the far west of the application site, is currently being managed through 
individual felling permission applications. 
 
There are also some felled areas with restocking obligations within the red line boundary, along with 
an area of woodland creation and a natural regeneration site on the northern boundary under the 
Forestry Grant Scheme (FGS). 
 
As identified in section 3.11.5, there is one area showing on the Ancient Woodland Inventory as being 
of Long Established Plantation Origin 2b, however the NWSS includes the pine area mentioned as well 
as an area of wet woodland and two of upland birch all within the red line boundary. 
 
The existing forest, site survey, forest plan (restructured at year 10), felling permissions, FGS 
contracts and Land Information Search data should all be used to assess the baseline for this proposal. 
 
Control of Woodland Removal Policy 
The impact of this proposed development on forestry and forestry interests should be assessed under 
this policy as follows. 
 

 There is a strong presumption in favour of protecting Scotland’s woodland resources.  
 
Therefore the applicant should demonstrate that woodland removal has been minimised and is the 
only viable option, by presenting the alternative options considered in the design stage of the 
proposal. 
 
As woodland removal is likely, potentially of a significant scale (affecting the entire Craig Watch block), 
and the duration of impact likely to be felt for decades, SF would request that there is a stand-alone 
forestry chapter included in the EIAR.  
 

 Woodland removal should be allowed only where it would achieve significant and clearly defined 
additional public benefits. In appropriate cases a proposal for CP may form part of this balance. 

 
The scoping report suggests that only a limited range of woodland related public benefits will be 
assessed in the EIAR as a technical appendix. Other woodland derived public benefits are to assessed 
under other EIAR chapters including but not limited to, biodiversity, water quality and quantity, 
landscape and public access. 
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As discussed this does not accurately reflect the likely significant impact of this development on 
forestry and forestry interests hence our request for a stand-alone forestry chapter which fully 
recognises the impact of the development on forestry and forestry interests.  
In the forestry chapter, all EIAR sections where woodland benefits are discussed, should be clearly 
referred to and summarised, as well as referenced for ease of cross checking. 
 
The scoping report has omitted the public benefit of carbon sequestration specifically from the 
woodland, economic returns, provision of local farm shelter and job provision – these should be 
included in the discussions. 
 
An estimate of all public benefits relating to forestry and forestry interests affected by the 
development (as listed above, as well as those stated in the Scoping report and from all other relevant 
chapters) should be summarised in a table in the forestry chapter, so that the full suite of forestry 
derived public benefits, and therefore the full impact of this proposal on forestry, is clearly presented 
for consultees and assessment by the ECU. 
 
When assessing the potential public benefits of existing woodland, its future potentials, as well as its 
current attributes, must be considered. For example, even-aged/single-species, first rotation 
plantations will potentially deliver more benefits once restructured according to the UK Forestry 
Standard.  
 
The chapter should describe the changes to the forest structure, the woodland composition and habitat 
connectivity by considering the potential cumulative impact of the development alongside existing 
felling and development approvals and applications in neighbouring forest blocks.  
 

 Approval for woodland removal should be conditional on the undertaking of actions to ensure 
full delivery of the defined additional public benefits.  

 
The applicant must clearly demonstrate how the proposed development and the compensation 
measures (including off-site CP) will deliver significant additional public benefits.  
 
Actions that the applicant intends to take (including entering into agreement with third parties) to 
implement the proposal must be clearly stated in the EIA Report, including the feasibility of 
undertaking these actions and the timescale.  
 
This is of particular importance due to the multiple ownerships involved in this application, who must 
assent and take ultimate responsibility for, the proposals on their land holding. 
 
The assessment of the potential public benefits associated with CP should recognise that it may take 
many years to match those associated with the woodland being removed. For example, the creation of 
a woodland with varied age structure able to provide a range of habitats, or the provision of woodland-
related ecosystem services such as water quality improvements, may take decades to establish fully. 
This ‘payback’ time should be clearly demonstrated. The applicant may wish to consider planting a 
larger area of woodland than that lost to development, to reduce the ‘payback’ time. 
 
Mitigation measures and proposed CP must be fully explained in the EIA Report and agreed with 
Scottish Forestry. They should not be left to post-consent agreements, but conditioned within the 
planning approval. 
 
SF welcomes the creation of a wind farm forest plan, however the concerns over multiple land 
ownership and responsibility for the delivery of the plan including mitigation should be clearly 
described and a legal agreement between the landowners committed to, for the life of the 
development. 
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The forest plan should be provided as a technical appendix and follow the SF guidance on the 
production of Long Term Forest Plan (Long Term Forest Plans: Applicant's Guidance - Scottish 
Forestry). The plan should clearly indicate proposed areas and timings of felling to accommodate the 
proposed infrastructures, including access roads, tracks, underground pipes and cables and any 
ancillary structures. Details of the area to be cleared around those structures should also be provided, 
along with evidence to support the proposed scale and phasing of felling.  
 
These figures should be summarised in the Forestry chapter along with the proposed mitigation 
measures so a direct comparison can be made. 
 
Trees felled must be replanted on-site or compensated for (off-site planting). The replanting 
operations must be appropriately described, including changes to the species composition, age class 
structure, timber production and traffic movements. Integration of the project into future forest design 
plans is a key part of the development process. Tree/shrub species must be suited to the site and the 
objectives of management.  
 
On-site replanting must always be considered first. The replanting plan should show which areas are to 
be replanted and when during the life of the project. Areas of open ground in the forest that are 
designed for biodiversity or landscape enhancement or for recreation opportunities should not be 
considered for on-site replanting (to compensate for woodland removal in other parts of the forest).  
 
Mitigation and compensation measures  
The details of the proposed on-site and off-site mitigation measures must be clearly demonstrated and 
summarised in the Forestry chapter. This includes the location, size and timing of all of the proposed 
mitigation including the off-site compensatory planting (CP). It is not appropriate to leave mitigation 
detail to post consent habitat management plans to decide and implement.  
 
With regards to off-site CP, as the applicant does not own the land, appropriate landowner agreements 
and access rights should be put in place and clearly stated in the Forestry chapter and mitigation 
schedules.  
 
The CP proposals should be assessed under the forestry EIA process and the necessary consents 
should be in place.  
 
CP plan  
The CP Plan must be approved by Scottish Forestry and should be provided in the form of a technical 
appendix with the results summarised in the forestry chapter as discussed. 
 
The CP plan must provide all the details of the proposed planting, including its maintenance over the 
entire life-span of the development. SF recommends following the FGS woodland creation guidance 
(Woodland Creation: Application Guidance - Scottish Forestry). 
 
The CP Plan must include: 
  
Who: The person(s) that survey, describe, assess, specify and deliver the on-site and off-site CP 
proposals must have the relevant qualifications, technical abilities and have the necessary experience 
– e.g. a chartered forester.  
Where: The location of both on-site and off-site CP should be fully detailed, described and supported 
with good quality maps.  
Why: A rationale that explains why the CP is designed and planned the way it is, should be provided 
(for example a clear description of the site constraints and opportunities, location, access etc). 
What: A full silvicultural proposal for compensatory planting, supported with maps should be provided. 
This should include: ground preparation, drainage, planting technique, stocking density, species, 
maintenance and a protection plan.  
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When: The timings for both on-site and off-site CP should be detailed. All CP should be completed 
within five years after the woodland is removed or within two years of the development being 
completed. Include a maintenance plan with appropriate timescales. 
Trees should be fully established within the period for which enforcement action can be taken. 
How: Ensure that compensatory proposals are enforceable, e.g. Section 36, 37 or legal agreement. 

Monitoring of CP conditions or arrangements 
An independent, qualified and technically competent professional(s) (e.g. chartered forester) with the 
required experience should inspect the restocking and CP scheme at regular intervals (year 1, 5 and 
10) to ensure that the trees are planted correctly, maintained to the required standard and ultimately 
established into woodland. This monitoring programme should be conditioned in the consent. The 
woodland will have to be maintained thereafter. This professional individual should report to the 
planning authority, to allow the CP condition to be managed and ultimately discharged.

Yours sincerely,

Tim Gordon-Roberts
Grampian Conservancy

Redacted
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To find out more about connecting your 

property to the water and waste water supply visit:

SW Public
General

Monday, 14 December 2020 

Local Planner 
Energy Consents Unit 
5 Atlantic Quay 
Glasgow 
G2 8LU 

Dear Sir/Madam 

SITE: Craig Watch Wind Farm, Dufftown, AB55 4AG 
PLANNING REF: ECU00002177  
OUR REF: DSCAS-0028267-C3D 
PROPOSAL: Craig Watch Wind Farm 

Please quote our reference in all future correspondence 

Audit of Proposal 

Scottish Water has no objection to this planning application; however, the applicant should 
be aware that this does not confirm that the proposed development can currently be serviced 
and would advise the following: 

Drinking Water Protected Areas 

A review of our records indicates that the proposed activity falls within a drinking water 
catchment where a Scottish Water abstraction is located. Scottish Water abstractions are 
designated as Drinking Water Protected Areas (DWPA) under Article 7 of the Water 
Framework Directive. Cairnford Bridge, Huntly supplies Craighead Water Treatment Works 
(WTW) and it is essential that water quality and water quantity in the area are protected. In 
the event of an incident occurring that could affect Scottish Water we should be notified 
without delay using the Customer Helpline number 0800 0778 778. 

The activity is a sufficient distance from the intake that it is likely to be low risk, however care 
needs to be taken and mitigations must still be put in place to protect water quality. 

Some of the soils in this catchment appear to be peats and peaty gleys. Peat that is in 
unfavourable condition or disturbed can exacerbate the release of organic material into the 
water environment. Water containing a high organic content can affect WTW processes and 

Development Operations
The Bridge

Buchanan Gate Business Park
Cumbernauld Road

Stepps
Glasgow
G33 6FB

Development Operations
Freephone  Number - 0800 3890379

E-Mail - DevelopmentOperations@scottishwater.co.uk
www.scottishwater.co.uk
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To find out more about connecting your 

property to the water and waste water supply visit:

SW Public
General

water supply. We would welcome consideration of the precautions specific to protecting 
drinking water in peatland areas and any opportunities for peat restoration. 

Scottish Water have produced a list of precautions for a range of activities. This details 
protection measures to be taken within a DWPA, the wider drinking water catchment and if 
there are assets in the area. Please note that site specific risks and mitigation measures will 
require to be assessed and implemented. These documents and other supporting 
information can be found on the activities within our catchments page of our website at 
www.scottishwater.co.uk/slm. 

The fact that this area is located within a drinking water catchment should be noted in 
documentation. Also anyone working on site should be made aware of this during site 
inductions. 

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 contact Scottish Water at the earliest opportunity 
with strong evidence to support the intended drainage plan prior to making a connection 
request. We will assess this evidence in a robust manner and provide a decision that reflects 
the best option from environmental and customer perspectives.  

General notes: 

Scottish Water asset plans can be obtained from our appointed asset plan providers: 

Site Investigation Services (UK) Ltd 
Tel: 0333 123 1223   
Email: sw@sisplan.co.uk 
www.sisplan.co.uk

I trust the above is acceptable however if you require any further information regarding this 
matter please contact me on 0800 389 0379 or via the e-mail address below or at 
planningconsultations@scottishwater.co.uk. 

Yours sincerely,  

Planning Application Team 
Development Operations Analyst 
developmentoperations@scottishwater.co.uk
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To find out more about connecting your 

property to the water and waste water supply visit:

SW Public
General

Scottish Water Disclaimer:  

“It is important to note that the information on any such plan provided on Scottish Water’s 
infrastructure, is for indicative purposes only and its accuracy cannot be relied upon.  When the 
exact location and the nature of the infrastructure on the plan is a material requirement then 
you should undertake an appropriate site investigation to confirm its actual position in the 
ground and to determine if it is suitable for its intended purpose.  By using the plan you agree 
that Scottish Water will not be liable for any loss, damage or costs caused by relying upon it or 
from carrying out any such site investigation." 
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Development Management and Strategic Road Safety 
Roads Directorate

Buchanan House, 58 Port Dundas Road, Glasgow G4 0HF 
Direct Line: 0141 272 7386, Fax: 0141 272 7350 
John.McDonald@transport.gov.scot 

Magnus Hughson 
Energy Consents Unit 
The Scottish Government 
5 Atlantic Quay 
150 Broomielaw 
Glasgow 
G2 8LU 

econsents_admin@gov.scot 

Your ref: 
ECU00002177 

Our ref: 
GB01T19K05 

Date: 
11/01/2021 

Dear Sirs, 

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989

THE ELECTRICITY (APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT) REGULATIONS 2017

SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR THE PROPOSED CRAIG WATCH WINDFARM IN THE 
PLANNING AUTHORITY OF MORAY COUNCIL – EIA SCOPING

With reference to your recent correspondence on the above development, we acknowledge 
receipt of the Scoping Report (SR) prepared by Ramboll in support of the above development. 

This information has been passed to SYSTRA Limited for review in their capacity as Term 
Consultants to Transport Scotland – Roads Directorate. Based on the review undertaken, we 
would provide the following comments. 

Proposed Development

The proposal comprises a wind farm of up to 18 turbines with a maximum tip height of 200m and 
a generation capacity of >50 MW, located on land approximately 8 km south-east of Dufftown in 
Moray.  The nearest trunk road to the site is the A96(T) which lies approximately 12km north-east 
of the site at Huntly.  It is noted that the development will be accessed directly via the A941.  As 
the A941 is part of the local road network, Transport Scotland has no comment to make on the 
actual access point itself.   

Assessment of Environmental Impacts

Section 3.7 of the SR provides detail on the proposed approach to the assessment of Traffic and 
Transport during the construction of the proposed development.   

This states that the forthcoming assessment will be based upon the Institute of Environmental 
Management and Assessment (IEMA) Guidelines for the Environmental Assessment of Road 
Traffic and Transport Assessment Guidance.   We note that the thresholds as indicated within the 
IEMA Guidelines are to be used as a screening process for the assessment.  Transport Scotland 
is in agreement with this approach.   
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It is noted that any impacts associated with the operational and decommissioning phases of the 
development are to be scoped out of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR).  We 
would consider this to be acceptable in this instance.

Accident Data

We note that traffic survey data for the A96(T) at Huntly will be obtained and used within the 
assessment.  In addition, accident data for the A941 in the vicinity of the site access will be 
obtained to inform an accident review. Transport Scotland would request that an accident review 
of the A96(T)/ A920 junction is also provided.  

Abnormal Loads Assessment

The SR states that construction of the development will involve between 11 and 13 abnormal 
loads per turbine, resulting in a potential total of 234 abnormal loads.  It is also indicated 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 to demonstrate that the turbine components 
can be delivered to site, and to identify any temporary road works which may be necessary.   

We note that Framework Abnormal Load Transport Management Plan is likely to be included 
within the forthcoming assessment.  It should be noted 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. 

A full Abnormal Loads Assessment report should be provided with the EIAR that identifies 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. 

I trust that the above is satisfactory and should you wish to discuss any issues raised in greater 
detail, please do not hesitate to contact me or Alan DeVenny at SYSTRA’s Glasgow Office on 
0141 343 9636. 

 
Yours faithfully 

John McDonald

Transport Scotland
Roads Directorate

cc   Alan DeVenny – SYSTRA Ltd. 

Redacted
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Technical Appendix 3.1: Selected Design Appraisal and Wirelines
1.1 Landscape and Visual Selected Design Evolution Appraisal 

1.1.1 The design of the Proposed Development took account of a range of commercial, technical and 
environmental considerations.  The following appraisal is intended to provide an illustration of the 
efficacy of the Proposed Developments iterative design in achieving a suitable landscape and visual fit 
and minimisation of landscape and visual effects.  It is indicative of the appraisal undertaken, as part 
of the iterative design process for the Proposed Development, and should be read in conjunction with 
Chapter 3, Section 5.6: Mitigation in the Environmental Impact Assessment Report and the Design 
Statement (DS).   

As described in Chapter 3 and the DS, there were seven main design layouts.  For the purposes of this 
appraisal, the key iterations comprise: 

• An initial Scoping Layout – (18 turbines with a 200 m maximum tip height) - based on an initial 
desk-based constraints review and with consideration of findings of the ornithology and ecology 
surveys; 

• Layout A: Wind Optimised Layout (16 Turbines with a 200 m maximum tip height) - turbines 3 and 
14 removed to lessen cultural heritage and landscape and visual impacts; 

• Layout B: Landscape and Visual Analysis Layout (11 Turbines with a 200 m maximum tip height) - 
revised layout based on the findings of a further detailed landscape and visual analysis which led 
to the removal of turbines 1, 2, 5, 12 and 15; and 

• Layout F: Design Freeze Layout (11 Turbines with a 200 m maximum tip height) - represents the 
finalised design freeze layout of the Proposed Development and incorporates a number of minor 
changes to preceding iterations in Layouts C, D and E.  This layout also entailed the renumbering 
of turbines and refinements to the Proposed Development’s infrastructure. 

1.1.2 Landscape and visual priorities that informed the design development included:  

• The use of turbine sizes that would maximise yield whilst simultaneously minimising the Proposed 
Development’s footprint and infrastructure requirements, thereby reducing impacts on the 
landscape fabric of the Site; 

• The preference for turbines of a size that would be consistent with that of the proposed Garbet and 
Clashindarroch II wind farm developments, thereby limiting any incongruity between these closest 
schemes and the Proposed Development; 

• Positioning of turbines on the flatter or gently undulating parts of the Site, away from exposed 
edges overlooking the Deveron Valley and Glen Markie; 

• Arrangement of turbines to achieve a balanced and coherent array with minimal ‘stacking’1;  

• Preferential use of existing tracks on-site to minimise effects associated with this aspect of the 
Proposed Development; 

• Minimisation of the amount of Site infrastructure and ancillary elements required, and careful 
positioning and design to ensure that such elements are screened from the majority of external 
receptor locations; and 

• Careful siting and design of proposed substation to minimise visibility from external receptor 
locations. 

 
1   Overlapping of turbines with resultant complexity and discordant rotor movement. 

1.1.3 This appraisal focuses on the appearance of the Scoping Layout and Layouts A, B and F from three 
distinct sensitive receptor locations: 

• Auchindoun Castle; 

• The summit of Ben Rinnes; and 

• A minor road in Deveron Valley. 

1.1.4 The location of these three viewpoints is indicated in Volume 3a, Figure 5.8: Viewpoint Location Plan.  
These locations were selected to represent a range of receptor locations in different directions elevations 
and distances. 

1.1.5 Table 3.3.1: Viewpoint Appraisal, below, provides a concise description and appraisal for each layout at 
each of the selected viewpoints and should be read in conjunction with the comparative wirelines in 
Figures 3.1.1a to 3.1.3d.   

Table 3.1.1: Viewpoint Appraisal 

Viewpoint Scoping Layout Layout A Layout B Layout F 

Auchindoun 
Castle 

See Figure 3.1.1a 
Seen from this 
viewpoint the Scoping 
Layout would have 
formed a prominent 
feature on the skyline 
above the incised 
valley associated with 
Slatequarry Burn, 
with attendant effects 
on the scale of the 
valley landscape.    

See Figure 3.1.1b 
In response to initial 
landscape and visual analysis 
and cultural heritage advice, 
turbine numbers were 
reduced to 16 with limited 
effect on the landscape and 
visual fit the scheme.  It did 
however achieve a 
discernible ‘setting back’ of 
the turbines from the 
exposed upland edge. 

See Figure 3.1.1c 
The further reduction in 
turbine numbers to 11 in 
response to further detailed 
landscape and visual analysis 
provided for a significant 
reduction in the Proposed 
Development’s visibility and 
prominence with only one 
rotor evident.  This served to 
reduce potential effects on 
the scale and character of 
the intervening valley 
landscape. 

See Figure 3.1.1d 
Layout F, which is 
a refinement of the 
preceding layout 
would result in 
little change to 
layout B viewed 
from this 
viewpoint. 

Minor road in 
Deveron 
Valley 

See Figure 3.1.2a 
All of the Proposed 
Development’s 
turbines would be 
visible, forming a 
prominent and 
complex array on the 
skyline above this 
lower lying and 
enclosed viewpoint.  
The Scoping Layout 
resulted in a notable 
degree of ‘stacking’.  

See Figure 3.1.2b 
Reductions in the numbers of 
turbines, coupled with the 
adoption of degree of set 
back from the exposed edges 
of the Site and repositioning 
of turbines resulted in an 
appreciable improvement in 
the composition of the 
Proposed Development, 
including reductions in 
‘stacking’.  However, some 
increased complexity 
resulted in the eastern (right 
hand) part of the array, with 
Turbine 15 being particularly 
prominent.  

See Figure 3.1.2c 
The reductions in turbine 
numbers in response to 
further detailed landscape 
and visual analysis provided 
for a simpler and more 
compact array.  This iteration 
eliminated some of the most 
prominent turbines that were 
included in Layout A and 
provided for a greater degree 
of perceived set back from 
the exposed edges of the 
Site. 

See Figure 3.1.2d 
Final changes to 
the design of the 
Proposed 
Development 
resulted in a slight 
narrowing of the 
array in the view 
from this 
viewpoint.  

Ben Rinnes 

See Figure 3.1.3a  
Seen from this 
elevated viewpoint, 
the Scoping Layout 
would appear as a 
single cluster of 
turbines, with notable 

See Figure 3.1.3b  
Based on initial landscape 
and visual analysis and 
cultural heritage advice, the 
number of turbines was 
reduced, serving to narrow 
the extent of the array in the 

See Figure 3.1.3c  
Further reductions in turbine 
numbers in response to 
further detailed landscape 
and visual analysis narrowed 
the array, simplified its 

See Figure 3.1.3d  
Layout F 
represented a 
refinement to 
scheme B, with 
minor 
improvements to 
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Table 3.1.1: Viewpoint Appraisal 

Viewpoint Scoping Layout Layout A Layout B Layout F 
stacking associated 
with Turbines 1 and 5, 
4 and 7, and 13 and 
14. 

view slightly.  However,  this 
did not eliminate ‘stacking’ 
effects.   

appearance and reduce the 
incidence of ‘stacking’. 

the coherence of 
the scheme 
evident. 

 

1.1.6 From this it is apparent that, viewed from these viewpoints, that design changes in Layout B provided 
the greatest improvements in the landscape fit and appearance of the Proposed Development, whilst 
helping to achieve reductions in potential landscape and visual effects, as discussed in Chapter 5: 
Landscape and Visual Amenity in the EIAR. Subsequent iterations (Layouts C, D , E and F) served mainly 
as relatively minor refinements based on a range of environmental and technical considerations. 
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