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1.

Introduction

1.1
This scoping opinion is issued by the Scottish Government Energy Consents
Unit on behalf of Scottish Ministers to Douglas West Extension Limited, a company
incorporated under the Companies Acts with company number SC587662 and having
its registered office at The Mechanics Workshop, Lanark, South Lanarkshire ML11
9DB (“the Company”). This is in response to a request dated 28 November 2018 for
a scoping opinion under the Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment)
(Scotland) Regulations 2017 in relation to the proposed Douglas West Extension Wind
Farm (“the proposed development”). The request was accompanied by a scoping
report.
1.2
The proposed development would be located to the south of Coalburn, to the
north west of Douglas, and west of the M74 in rural South Lanarkshire.
1.3
The proposed Development will extend the consented Douglas West Wind
Farm by a further 13 turbines. The Proposed Development will infill an existing gap
between various consented and installed wind farms which form part of the “Hagshaw
Cluster”. The Proposed Development will be taken forward as part of a coherent
strategy for the future of the Cluster, which takes account of plans for the adjoining
Hagshaw Hill and Douglas West Wind Farms.
1.4
Access to the site will be taken directly from junction 11 of the M74 motorway,
via the existing private access road that serves the consented Douglas West Wind
Farm. A number of options are currently being explored to provide access from the
existing private road through the Douglas West Wind Farm to the main body of the
Proposed Development Site. All construction materials, wind turbine components, site
staff and visitors will use this route to access the site. Any timber to be removed from
the site to facilitate the Proposed Development will be via the permitted forestry haul
route to Station Road at Douglas West, as is currently the case
1.5
The final specification of the turbines is not known at this time, they are likely to
be up to a maximum 200 meters blade tip height, each with a generation capacity of
around 6 MW.
1.6

In addition to wind turbines, there will be ancillary infrastructure including:
 Turbine foundations;
 Crane hardstandings;
 On-site access tracks between turbines and from the point of access to the
turbines;
 Underground cabling between the turbines, and underground export cable(s)
alongside the main access road to the M74;
 On-site substation and maintenance building with welfare facility;
 Energy storage compound;
 Temporary construction compound(s), laydown area(s) and concrete batching
plant; and
 Permanent meteorological mast(s).
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1.7
The Applicant is in the process of identifying a suitable borrow pit search area
within the site and will include this within the application for consent. Should a suitable
borrow pit search area not be identified within the site, the Applicant will need to make
provision for the import of aggregate from a suitable off-site source
1.8
The Company indicates the proposed development would be decommissioned
after 30 years from the date of fist commissioning and the site restored in accordance
with the decommissioning and restoration plan.
1.9
The proposed development is solely within the planning authority of South
Lanarkshire Council (SLC).
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2.

Consultation

2.1
Following the scoping opinion request, a list of consultees was agreed between
Douglas West Extension Limited and the Energy Consents Unit. Scottish Ministers
undertook a consultation on the scoping report and this commenced on 3 December
2018. The consultation closed on 11 January 2019. Extensions to this deadline were
granted to


East Ayrshire Council;



South Lanarkshire Council;



Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH); and



Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society.

2.2
Scottish Ministers also requested responses from their internal advisors Marine
Scotland and Transport Scotland. A full list of consultees is set out at Annex A.
2.3
The purpose of the consultation was to obtain scoping advice from each
consultee on environmental matters within their remit. Responses from consultees and
advisors should be read in full for detailed requirements and for comprehensive
guidance, advice and, where appropriate, templates for preparation of the EIA report.
2.4
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.
2.5

No responses were received from


Civil Aviation Authority;



Coalburn Community Council.



Douglas Community Council;



Glasgow Prestwick Airport;



RSPB;



Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society;



Scottish Water; and



Scottish Wildlife Trust.

2.6
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 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) scoping opinion.
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2.7
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 South
Lanarkshire Council, within whose area the proposed development would be situated.
Scottish Natural Heritage, Scottish Environment Protection Agency and Historic
Environment Scotland, were also consulted as statutory consultation bodies, as were
other bodies, which Scottish Ministers considered 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 28 November 2018 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 South Lanarkshire 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.
3.5
Scottish Ministers are satisfied with the scope of the EIA set out at Section 1.4
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.
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Scottish Water
3.7
Scottish Water did not provide any information on whether there are any
drinking water protected areas or Scottish Water assets on which the development
could have any significant effect. It did not respond to the consultation. However
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.
Private Water Supplies
3.8
Scottish Ministers request that the Company investigate 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.
Fish Surveys
3.9
The scoping report confirmed that no fish surveys are planned for this proposal
as it is considered there is sufficient information available from other wind farm
applications in the area. Scottish Ministers request that the Company takes account
of the advice provided by Marine Scotland Science and SNH and include full details
of the fisheries surveys carried out for neighbouring wind farm developments. All
surveys should be carried out in accordance with up to date guidance.
Peat
3.10 Scottish Ministers consider that where there is a demonstrable requirement for
peat landslide hazard and risk assessment, 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.
Viewpoints
3.11 The scoping report identified viewpoints at Table 4.2 page 16 of the scoping
report, to be assessed within the landscape and visual impact assessment. The
approach is generally noted as acceptable, but further engagement is required in
relation to the study area for a lighting assessment and for cumulative ZTVs.
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Other Issues
3.12 Scottish 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, finalisation of viewpoints,
cultural heritage, cumulative assessments including for noise, and request that they
are kept informed of relevant discussions.
4.

Mitigation measures

4.1
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 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 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
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.
5.5
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.
5.6
When finalising the EIA report, applicants should provide a summary in tabular
form of where within the EIA report each of the specific matters raised in this scoping
opinion are addressed.
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5.7
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.
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ANNEX A
Consultation list


South Lanarkshire Council

A1



East Ayrshire Council

A4



Fisheries Management Scotland

A6



Forestry Commission Scotland

A7



Glasgow Airport

A10



Historic Environment Scotland

A11



Joint Radio Company Limited

A15



Marine Scotland Science

A17



Ministry of Defence

A19



NATS Safeguarding

A21



Radio Network Protection (BT)

A33



Scottish Environmental Protection Agency

A36



Scottish Natural Heritage

A45



The Coal Authority

A54



Transport Scotland

A56

Officials from Transport Scotland and Marine Scotland areas of the Scottish
Government provided internal advice.
No responses were received from the following consultees










Civil Aviation Authority – Airspace
Coalburn Community Council
Douglas Community Council
Glasgow Prestwick Airport
RSPB Scotland
Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society
Scottish Water
Scottish Wildlife Trust
Visit Scotland
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Community and Enterprise Resources
Executive Director Michael McGlynn
Planning and Economic Development

Nicola Soave
By Email

Our Ref: P/18/1806
Your Ref:
If calling ask for: James Wright
Date: 14 February 2019

Dear Sir/Madam
ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND)
REGULATIONS 2017
I refer to your request for comments to inform a scoping opinion made under regulation 12 of the
Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017.
Following internal consultation, South Lanarkshire Council, as Planning Authority would offer the
following comments;
The structure of the scoping report is considered clear and sets out a prudent approach to the
topics that may give rise to likely significant environmental effects and should be fully assessed in
the EIA Report. The topics listed in the scoping report are acceptable to the Council and should
be fully assessed within the EIA Report. The Council would request that there is a standalone
chapter within any subsequent EIA Report that contains a summary of all the proposed mitigation
and enhancement measures associated with the Environmental Impact of the proposals.
Whilst content with the topics, methodology and structure of the proposed EIA Report, the
Council would also request the following additional comments are considered by the Scottish
Government when forming their ‘scoping opinion’.
Proposed Chapter 5: Ecology and Ornithology should include peat depth assessments and
aquatic surveys to assess the impact of the proposals on the water environment. We would also
recommend that the EIA endorses the establishment of a habitat management plan/ group to
management the long term biodiversity enhancement of the site.
Proposed Chapter 6: Noise and Vibration should note that the acoustic climate for the
development area is complex as a result of the extent of renewable development. This service
generally agree that the prevailing background level shall be based on historical measurements
in the absence of current development. This is in keeping with good practice. It is envisaged that
all developments shall show compliance with their previously consented conditions and as
appropriate their controlling receptors. The cumulative levels at any receptors shall not exceedThe cumulative day time noise (7am to 11pm) from the wind turbines must not exceed a noise
level of 40dB LA90 (10 min) or background LA90 (10 min) +5dB, whichever is the greater, at the
boundary of the curtilage of any noise sensitive premises at all times at wind speeds of up to 12
metres per second at 10m height as measured within the site.
Montrose House, 154 Montrose Crescent, Hamilton, ML3 6LB
Email james.wright@southlanarkshire.gov.uk Phone: 01698 455903
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The cumulative night time noise (11pm to 7am) from the wind turbines must not exceed a noise
level of 43dB LA90 (10 min) or background LA90 (10 min) +5dB, whichever is the greater, at the
boundary of the curtilage of any noise sensitive premises at all times at wind speeds of up to 12
metres per second at 10m height as measured within the site.
This was initially recommended based on Appendix 9.7 of the Douglas West & Dalquhandy DP
Renewable Energy Project (30/07/2015).
Other developments within the area include•
Dalquhandy
•
Hagshaw
•
Hagshaw extension
•
Galawhistle
•
Nutberry
•
A number of single turbine developments.
The following generalities should also be adhered to1. Priority should be given to development in chronological order of planning consent. In
cases were the cumulative is exceeded the later development shall provide the mitigation.
2. As appropriate the wind shear should be recalculated to determine the wind speeds
standardised to 10m height at wind speeds up to 12m/s. This relates to the new tip/hub
heights.
3. Initially hemispherical propagation should be assumed to provide a conservative
evaluation of the imissions. This will assist in ensuring that the development operational
levels are within the available headroom.
Proposed Chapter 10: Traffic and Transport should include swept path analysis to ensure that
the delivery of the larger components can be accommodated within the public road.
Proposed Chapter 11: Socio-Economics, Recreation and Tourism should include local
recreational facilities and the EIA Report should consider the impact of the development
proposals on the existing public access network. There are a number of core paths, wider access
network routes and rights of way which bi-sect the site. Opportunities for enhancing and
extending the provision of access infrastructure should be included as mitigation measures. It is
recommended that an outdoor access plan for the site is prepared as part of the assessment
process.
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Conclusion
Overall the scope of topics, set out within the Scoping Report are considered acceptable by
South Lanarkshire Council subject to the incorporation of the chapter specific advice listed
above.
Yours faithfully

HQ Manager

A4

A5

A6
McInnes T (Theresa)
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

McInnes T (Theresa)
21 January 2019 13:49
McInnes T (Theresa)
FW: Douglas West wind farm extension

From: Brian Davidson <brian@fms.scot>
Sent: 21 December 2018 10:32
To: Econsents Admin <Econsents_Admin@gov.scot>
Cc: William Yeomans <William.Yeomans@glasgow.ac.uk>
Subject: Douglas West wind farm extension
Thank you for your correspondence concerning the proposed Douglas West wind farm extension.
Fisheries Management Scotland (FMS) represents the network of Scottish District Salmon Fishery Boards (DSFBs)
including the River Tweed Commission (RTC), who have a statutory responsibility to protect and improve salmon
and sea trout fisheries and the fishery trusts who provide a research, educational and monitoring role for all
freshwater fish.
FMS act as a convenient central point for Scottish Government and developers to seek views on local developments.
However, as we do not have the appropriate local knowledge, or the technical expertise to respond to specific
projects, we are only able to provide a general response with regard to the potential risk of such developments to
fish, their habitats and any dependent fisheries. Accordingly, our remit is confined mainly to alerting the relevant
local DSFB/Trust to any proposal.
The proposed development falls within the catchments relating to the Clyde River Foundation (there is no fishery
board in place for this district). It is important that the proposals are conducted in full consultation with the
Foundation (see link to FMS member DSFBs and Trusts below). We have also copied this response to the
Foundation.
Due to the potential for such developments to impact on migratory fish species and the fisheries they support, FMS
have developed, in conjunction with Marine Scotland Science, advice for DSFBs and Trusts in dealing with planning
applications. We would strongly recommend that these guidelines are fully considered throughout the planning,
construction and monitoring phases of the proposed development.
•
•
•

LINK TO ADVICE ON TERRESTRIAL WINDFARMS
LINK TO DSFB CONTACT DETAILS
LINK TO FISHERY TRUST CONTACT DETAILS

Regards,

Brian Davidson | Dir Communications & Administration
Fisheries Management Scotland
11 Rutland Square, Edinburgh, EH1 2AS
Tel: 0131 221 6567 | 075844 84602
www.fms.scot
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Forestry Commission Scotland

Coimisean na Coilltearachd Alba

Our Ref: 031/104
ECU Reference: ECS00000734

Central Scottand Conservancy
Bothwell House, Hamilton Business Park, Caird Park
Hamiliton ML3 0QA,
Tel 0300 06 7 6006

Sent to Econsents Admin@gov.scot
F.A.O. Theresa Mcinnes

Conservator
Keith D Wishart

14 December 2018
To Whom It May Concern
Section 36 Application Douglas West Wind Farm Extension - Scoping Opinion
Request
FC Scotland
Scoping Opinion
Forestry and Woodlands
The third National Planning Framework recognises that Scotland's woodlands and
forestry are an economic resource, as well as an environmental asset. The
Climate Change Plan places emphasis on the fact that Scotland's woodlands
deliver a wide range of benefits, including inward investment and jobs, climate
change adaptation and mitigation, and the enhancement of the health and wellbeing of Scotland's communities. The Scottish forestry sector is worth almost £1
billion per year and employs over 25,000 people.
There is therefore a strong presumption in favour of protecting Scotland's
woodland resources and for this reason the Scottish Government published a
policy on control of woodland removal in 2009. Woodland removal should be kept
to a minimum and where woodland is felled it should be replanted. The policy
supports woodland removal only where it would achieve significant and clearly
defined additional public benefits. In some cases, including those associated with
development, a proposal for compensatory planting may form part of this
balance. The criteria for determining the acceptability of woodland removal is
explained in the policy and the applicant should take them into account when
preparing the proposal. Beyond this, applicants should refer to guidance
documents issued by Forestry Commission (FC) in relation to good forestry
practice and sustainable forest management.
Woodland Management and tree felling
The area proposed for development is covered by a grant funded Long Term
Forest Plan. Any future proposals should work around existing felling approvals in
this. We would like the site boundary to encompass around the proposed turbines
and infrastructure and leave the remaining woodland felling to be consented via
the Forestry Act through the existing Forest Plan.
The first consideration for the applicant should be whether the underlying purpose
of the proposal can reasonably be met without resorting to woodland removal.
Design approaches which reduce the scale of felling required to facilitate the
development must be considered and integration of the development with the
existing woodland structure is a key part of the consenting process. The removal
Protecting and expanding Scotland's
forests and woodlands, and increasing
their value to society and the environment.

www.forestry.gov uk/scotland
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of large areas of woodland will not be supported. We note there are 13 turbines
proposed within an afforested area and we require these to be key holed and
woodland felling kept to a minimum.
The applicant should consider the potential cumulative impact of the development
in respect to the local and regional context. This should include consideration of
potential cumulative impact of proposed woodland removal, when considering
existing development in the surrounding woodland. In particular consideration
needs to be given to the implication of felling operations on such things as habitat
connectivity, landscape impact, impact on timber transport network and forestry
policies included in the local and regional Forestry and Woodland Strategies and
local development plans.
Details of the proposed mitigation should not be left to post-consent habitat
management plans (or others) to decide and implement. The specifics of the
proposed mitigation should be included in a replanting plan, appropriately
described in the EIA Report, to understand the development in full.
The EIA Report should include a stand-alone chapter on 'Woodland management
and tree felling' prepared by a suitably qualified professional and supported by
existing records, site surveys and aerial photographs. The chapter should
describe and recognise the social, economic and environmental values of the
forest and the woodland habitat and take into account the fact that, once mature,
the forest would have been managed into a subsequent rotation, often through a
restructuring proposal that would have increased the diversity of tree species and
the landscape design of the forest.
The chapter should describe the baseline conditions of the forest, including its
ownership. This will include information on species composition, age class
structure, yield class and other relevant crop information. The chapter should
clearly indicate proposed areas of woodland for felling to accommodate the
proposed infrastructures, including access roads, tracks 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.
The chapter should consider the combined impact of this proposal and the
neighbouring Cumberhead Extension proposal on the woodland, especially in
regard to wind stability.
The chapter should describe the changes to the forest structure, the woodland
composition and describe the work programme. The felling plan should clearly
identify which areas are to be felled and when. Trees felled must be replaced by
on-site (replanting) or off-site compensatory planting. 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. The plan should clearly identify
and describe the replanting operations 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.
UK Forestry Standard
The UK Forestry Standard 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. Both felling operations and on and off-site
compensatory planting must be carried out in accordance to good forestry
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practice- the EIA Report must clearly state that the project will be developed and
implemented in accordance with the standard. 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. This will be better achieved by reducing the
site boundary of the development to the footprint of the proposed work and
continuing with the existing Long Term Forest Plan for any further felling and
restocking consent.
FC Scotland
FC Scotland works as part of Scottish Government to protect and expand
Scotland's forests and woodlands and so has an interest in major developments
that have the potential to impact on local forests and woodlands and/or the
forestry sector. FC Scotland 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 policy
on control of woodland removal and the principles of sustainable forest
management.

It is important that pre-application discussions takes place with FC Scotland, the

planning authority and other relevant key agencies, at the earliest possible stage
of the project, to ensure all parties have a shared understanding of the nature of
the proposed development, information requirements and the likely timescale for
determination. This collaborative approach will ensure that all forestry issues are
identified and mitigated at the earliest opportunity. The applicant should allow
sufficient time in their project plan to accommodate such advice. Applicants
should consult the local FC Scotland Conservancy office that can be accessed at:
http://www.forestry.gov. uk/website/forestry. nsf/byu nique/infd-8see6d
Yours faithfully

Simon Amor
Woodland Officer
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FAO Theresa McInnes
Energy Consents Unit
Scottish Government
By Email
19th December 2018
Dear Theresa
ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND)
REGULATIONS 2017
SCOPING OPINION REQUEST FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION
DOUGLAS WEST WIND FARM EXTENSION IN THE LOCAL AUTHORITY AREA OF
SOUTH LANARKSHIRE
Our reference: GLA619
I refer to your request for scoping opinion received in this office on 3rd December 2018.
The scoping report submitted has been examined from an aerodrome safeguarding
perspective and we would make the following observations:
•

The site is located outwith the physical safeguarding area for Glasgow Airport.

•

The site is located within the radar safeguarding area for Glasgow Airport and
turbines at 200m to tip in this location are likely to be detected by our primary
surveillance radar. An unacceptable impact on Glasgow Air Traffic Control is
expected and a safeguarding objection is highly likely.

•

The site may benefit from Terma mitigation. We are in discussions with the
applicant’s agent to determine if this is a viable solution.

Our position with regard to this proposal will only be confirmed once the turbine details are
finalized and we have been consulted on a full planning application. At that time we will carry
out a full radar impact assessment and will consider our position in light of, inter alia,
operational impact and cumulative effects.
Yours sincerely

Kirsteen MacDonald
Safeguarding Manager
Glasgow Airport
07808 115 881
Kirsteen_MacDonald@glasgowairport.com

A11

By email to: econsents_admin@gov.scot
Ms Theresa McInnes
Energy Consents Unit
Energy Consents Unit
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

Longmore House
Salisbury Place
Edinburgh
EH9 1SH
Enquiry Line: 0131-668-8716
HMConsultations@hes.scot
Our ref: AMN/16/SR
Our case ID: 300021624
08 January 2019

Dear Ms McInnes,
The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017
Douglas West Extension Wind Farm
Scoping Report
Thank you for your consultation which we received on 03 December 2018 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 West of Scotland Archaeology Service (WoSAS) 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 Clisted buildings.
Proposed Development
I understand that the proposals comprise the development of 13 wind turbines with a
blade tip height of 200m, and associated infrastructure, adjacent to the Douglas West
Wind Farm, South Lanarkshire.
Scope of assessment
While we can confirm that no heritage assets within our remit are located within the
development site boundary, we consider that the proposals may give rise to significant
impacts on the setting of a number of heritage assets located within its vicinity. Any
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) undertaken should therefore include a
thorough assessment of the turbine’s effects on the nearby heritage assets. This
should pay particular attention to those heritage assets identified below. We have
provided further information on these in the attached Annex.


Douglas Village, Earl of Angus’ Monument (Category A listed building, LB1457)

Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15
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St Bride’s Chapel, including choir and memorial stones in churchyard, excluding
scheduled monument SM90265, boundary walls and gatepiers (Category A listed
building, LB1490)
St Bride’s Church, Douglas (Scheduled Monument, Index no.90265)
Thorril Castle, bastle house 450m NNE of Parkhead (Scheduled Monument,
Index no. 5425)
Glenbuck Ironworks, 470m NW of Glenbuck Home Farm (Scheduled
Monuments, Index no. 2931)

The above list is not exhaustive and we would recommend that a Zone of Theoretical
Visibility (ZTV) analysis is applied to the proposal to provide a basis for selecting sites in
the wider area which should be assessed in any EIA. Appropriate visualisations such as
photomontage and/ or wireframe views should be provided where the impacts are likely
to be highest. We also suggest that any cumulative impacts resulting from this
development in combination with other existing and proposed wind farm developments
within the surrounding area should be carefully considered.
Scoping Report
We have reviewed the EIA Scoping Report submitted as part of this consultation. We
welcome where the heritage assets identified above are correctly included within the
preliminary baseline description, and are content with the methodology proposed.
Further information
Guidance about national policy can be found in our ‘Managing Change in the Historic
Environment’ series available online at www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-andsupport/planning-and-guidance/legislation-and-guidance/managing-change-in-thehistoric-environment-guidance-notes. Guidance about the EIA process can also be
found online at https://www.historicenvironment.scot/archives-andresearch/publications/publication/?publicationid=6ed33b65-9df1-4a2f-acbba8e800a592c0. 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 Alison Baisden and they can be contacted
by phone on 0131 668 8575 or by email on Alison.Baisden@hes.scot.
Yours faithfully,
Historic Environment Scotland

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


Douglas Village, Earl of Angus’ Monument (Category A listed building, LB1457)
The Earl of Angus’ monument looks towards the high ground on which the
proposed wind farm would be located. While intervening vegetation is present
beside the monument, it is unclear to what extent this affects any relationship
between the monument and the higher ground to the west. As such there is
potential for the setting of the monument to be affected by the development. We
would therefore recommend that visualisations should be prepared to assess the
impact on key views towards and from the monument.



St Bride’s Chapel, including choir and memorial stones in churchyard, excluding
scheduled monument SM90265, boundary walls and gatepiers (Category A listed
building, LB1490)
St Bride’s Church, Douglas (Scheduled Monument, Index no.90265)
St Bride’s is a mediaeval church associated with the Douglas family, with a
chapel of 1878 in the rebuilt choir. It is of national importance for the quality of
the architecture, its potential for the survival of buried archaeological and
osteological evidence of mediaeval life and death, and for its association with the
Douglas family and the remains of Douglas Castle.
The church and castle of the Douglases were physical markers of their control
over the surrounding landscape. As such there is potential for the setting of the
church, and views towards it from the castle, to be affected by the development.
We would therefore recommend that visualisations should be prepared to assess
the impact on key views towards and from the church.



Thorril Castle, bastle house 450m NNE of Parkhead (Scheduled Monument,
Index no. 5425)
The monument consists of the remains of a group of late 16th or early 17thcentury farm buildings, known locally as Thorril Castle. The remains survive as a
complex of turf-covered footings and walls, representing three buildings. It is of
national importance as a good example of a post-mediaeval fortified farmstead,
and for its potential to provide evidence for the economy and landuse of Upper
Clydesdale in the early post-mediaeval period.
The setting of the monument is key to understanding its defensive function. It has
views up and down the valley of the Parkhall Burn, but also across the valley
westwards towards the proposed development site. We would therefore

Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15
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recommend that visualisations should be prepared to assess the impact on views
from and towards the monument.


Glenbuck Ironworks, 470m NW of Glenbuck Home Farm (Scheduled
Monuments, Index no. 2931)
The monument is the remains of a late 18th and early 19th century ironworks,
consisting of a blast furnace, building footings, bell-pits, spoil heaps and
trackways, preserving all stages of the industrial process from extraction to
processing. It is of national importance as providing a significant contribution to
our understanding of Scotland's industrial heritage and the development of
Scottish ironworking and heavy industry.
It is not clear whether the proposed development will be visible from this
monument, and we would therefore recommend that visualisations be prepared
to assess the impact of the proposals on the setting of this monument.

Historic Environment Scotland
8 January 2019

Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15
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McInnes T (Theresa)
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JRC Windfarm Coordinations <windfarms@jrc.co.uk>
05 December 2018 15:38
McInnes T (Theresa)
Douglas West Wind Farm Extension - Scoping Request [WF255903]

Dear theresa,
A Windfarms Team member has replied to your coordination request, reference WF255903 with the
following response:
Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Ref: Section 36 & ECU00000734
Name/Location: Douglas West Extension, Coalburn, Lanark, South Lanarkshire
Site Centre/Turbine at NGR/IGR: 280860 632400 (estimated)
Development Radius: 1km (estimated -- 13 turbines)
Hub Height: 130m (estimated) Rotor Radius: 70m (estimated)

This proposal cleared with respect to radio link infrastructure operated by:
Scottish Power and Scotia Gas Networks

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
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
1
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Wind Farm Team
The Joint Radio Company Limited
Delta House
175-177 Borough High Street
LONDON
SE1 1HR
United Kingdom
Office: 020 7706 5199
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 keeping the subject line intact or login to your account
for access to your coordination requests and responses.
https://breeze.jrc.co.uk/tickets/view.php?auth=o1xyacqaahdgqaaa1ls%2BxU9uM7QAzQ%3D%3D
______________________________________________________________________
This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com
______________________________________________________________________
**************************************************************************************
*******
This email has been received from an external party and has been swept for the presence of computer
viruses.
**************************************************************************************
******
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T: +44 (0)131 2442900
DD: +44 (0) 131 2440053 e-mail: emily.bridcut@gov.scot

Ms Theresa McInnes
Energy Consents Unit
Scottish Government
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU
Our ref: FL/45-7
February 11th 2019
Dear Theresa,
DOUGLAS WEST WIND FARM EXTENSION, DOUGLAS, SOUTH LANARKSHIRE
Thank you for seeking comment from Marine Scotland Science (MSS) on the scoping report
for the proposed Douglas West wind farm extension.
The proposed development area is drained by tributaries of the Douglas Water within the
River Clyde catchment. MSS notes that the developer considers sufficient information is
available to be able to robustly assess potential effects on fish, further stating that brown
trout are likely to be the only species present. In line with the Electricity Works
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) (EIA) Regulations (2017) we encourage the
developer uses up to date information and if necessary carries out site characterisation
surveys to fully assess the potential impact of the development on biodiversity including
brown trout which is listed as a priority species for conservation in the Scottish Biodiversity
List. In addition to contacting other local wind farm developers, we recommend the developer
contacts the Clyde River Foundation, if it has not already done so, to seek information on
local fish stocks.
MSS welcomes the proposed hydrological survey across the site, including a visual
inspection of watercourses. We suggest the developer measures key hydrochemical
parameters and turbidity at high and low flows to assess the water quality within and
downstream of the proposed development site.
Freshwater Fisheries Laboratory, Faskally, Pitlochry, Perthshire
PH16 5LB,
www.gov.scot/marinescotland
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Information gathered on fish species and their abundance and the water quality of sites
potentially impacted by the proposed development will assist the developer in drawing up
appropriate site specific mitigation measures (including the proposed buffer hydrological
zones and appointment of an Ecological Clerk of Works) and establishing a strategically
designed, robust integrated water quality and aquatic biota (macroinvertebrate and fish
populations) monitoring programme before, during and after construction. We recommend
the developer consults our generic scoping and monitoring programme guidelines for further
information on survey and monitoring programmes associated with wind farm developments
https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-TroutCoarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren.
We further suggest the developer considers the potential impacts of felling (nutrient leaching)
and potential cumulative impacts of adjacent developments (including from the construction
and decommissioning/repowering of wind farms (operational and proposed) and from
mining) on the water quality and fish populations. These potential impacts should be
considered in the selection of hydrochemical parameters and control sites within the
monitoring programme.
The developer should take appropriate action to prevent the spread of invasive non-native
species resulting from the construction and operation of the development, including from
North American Crayfish which is present locally, and can be detrimental to salmonid
populations. Further information can be sought from SEPA.
In summary, MSS recommends the developer uses appropriate, up to date information to
assess the potential impact of the proposed development on the water quality and fish
populations potentially impacted by the proposed development. Details regarding proposed
mitigation measures, including a well-designed integrated water quality and aquatic biota
monitoring programme, should be detailed in the EIA report.

Kind regards,

Dr Emily E. Bridcut
Freshwater Fisheries Laboratory, Faskally, Pitlochry, Perthshire
PH16 5LB,
www.gov.scot/marinescotland
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Teena Oulaghan
Safeguarding Officer
Ministry of Defence
Safeguarding Department
Kingston Road
Sutton Coldfield
West Midlands B75 7RL
United Kingdom

Your Reference: ECU00000734
Our Reference: DIO 10044779

Telephone [MOD]: +44 (0)121 311 3847
Facsimile [MOD]:

+44 (0)121 311 2218

E-mail:

teena.oulaghan100@mod.gov.uk

Ms Theresa McInnes
The Scottish Government
Energy Consents Unit
5 Atlantic Quay,
150 Broomielaw,
Glasgow.
G2 8LU

17th December
2018

Dear Ms McInnes
Please quote in any correspondence: DIO 10044779
Site Name: Douglas West Wind Farm Extension
Proposal: Scoping Opinion request for proposed Section 36 application Douglas West Wind Farm Extension
in the Local Authority area of South Lanarkshire.
Planning Application Number: ECU00000734
Site Address: Douglas West, South Lanarkshire, Scotland.
Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD) on the above Scoping Opinion in your communication dated
03/12/2018.
I am writing to tell you that the MOD has no objection to the proposal.
The application is for 13 turbines at 200.00 metres to blade tip. This has been assessed using the grid references
below as submitted in the planning application or in the developers’ or your pro-forma
Turbine
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

Easting

Northing

279,242
279,401
279,649
280,129
280,532
279,854
280,053

631,379
632,022
631,800
631,517
631,536
632,389
632,063
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8
9
10
11
12
13

280,954
281,020
280,311
280,633
281,367
281,525

632,146
631,699
632,707
632,534
632,610
632,232

In the interests of air safety, the MOD will request that the development should be fitted with aviation safety lighting in
accordance with the Civil Aviation Authority, Air Navigation Order.
The principal safeguarding concern of the MOD with respect to the development of wind turbines relates to their
potential to create a physical obstruction to air traffic movements and cause interference to Air Traffic Control and Air
Defence radar installations.
Defence Infrastructure Organisation Safeguarding wishes to be consulted and notified of the progression of planning
applications and submissions relating to this proposal to verify that it will not adversely affect defence interests.
If planning permission is granted, we would like to be advised of the following prior to commencement of construction;
•
•
•

the date construction starts and ends;
the maximum height of construction equipment;
the latitude and longitude of every turbine.

This information is vital as it will be plotted on flying charts to make sure that military aircraft avoid this area.
If the application is altered in any way, we must be consulted again as even the slightest change could unacceptably
affect us.
I hope this adequately explains our position on the matter. If you require further information or would like to discuss
this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Further information about the effects of wind turbines on MOD interests can be obtained from the following websites:
MOD: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/wind-farms-ministry-of-defence-safeguarding

Yours sincerely

Miss Teena Oulaghan
Safeguarding Officer
Defence Infrastructure Organisation
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From: NATS Safeguarding <NATSSafeguarding@nats.co.uk>
Sent: 21 December 2018 10:52
To: Jennifer Chapman (Jennifer@3renergy.co.uk) <Jennifer@3renergy.co.uk>
Cc: McInnes T (Theresa) <Theresa.McInnes@gov.scot>
Subject: FW: Proposed Douglas West Extension Wind Farm, South Lanarkshire ‐ Request for a Scoping Opinion [Our
Ref: SG27267]
We refer to the application above. The proposed development has been examined by our technical safeguarding teams and conflicts
with our safeguarding criteria.
Accordingly, NATS (En Route) plc objects to the proposal. The reasons for NATS’s objection are outlined in the attached report
TOPA SG27267
We would like to take this opportunity to draw your attention to the legal obligation of local authorities to consult NATS before
granting planning permission for a wind farm. The obligation to consult arises in respect of certain applications that would affect a
technical site operated by or on behalf of NATS (such sites being identified by safeguarding plans that are issued to local planning
authorities).
In the event that any recommendations made by NATS are not accepted, local authorities are obliged to follow the relevant
directions within Planning Circular 2 2003 - Scottish Planning Series: Town and Country Planning (Safeguarded Aerodromes,
Technical Sites and Military Explosives Storage Areas) (Scotland) Direction 2003 or Annex 1 - The Town And Country Planning
(Safeguarded Aerodromes, Technical Sites And Military Explosives Storage Areas) Direction 2002.
These directions require that the planning authority notify both NATS and the Civil Aviation Authority (“CAA”) of their intention.
As this further notification is intended to allow the CAA to consider whether further scrutiny is required, the notification should be
provided prior to any granting of permission.
It should also be noted that the failure to consult NATS, or to take into account NATS’s comments when determining a planning
application, could cause serious safety risks for air traffic.
Should you have any queries please contact us using the details below.
Yours Faithfully

NATS Safeguarding
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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Pre-Planning Application

Technical and Operational Assessment
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For
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Windfarm Development
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Notice
The circulation of NATS Protectively Marked information outside NATS is restricted. Please do not
redistribute this information without first obtaining NATS’ permission. Every effort should be made
to prevent any unauthorised access to this information and to dispose of it securely when no longer
required.
NATS is not a public body and therefore has no duty under FOIA and EIR to release information.
NATS does however appreciate that other organisations that receive NATS information could be
subject to FOIA and EIR. With this in mind please do not release any NATS protectively marked
information without prior consent from the author of the information and exemptions could apply.

Publication History
Issue

Month/Year

Change Requests and summary

1.0

December 2018

Scoping Request

Document Use
External use:

Yes

Referenced Documents
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1. Background
1.1. En-route Consultation
NATS en-route plc is responsible for the safe and expeditious movement in the en-route
phase of flight for aircraft operating in controlled airspace in the UK. To undertake this
responsibility it has a comprehensive infrastructure of RADAR’s, communication systems and
navigational aids throughout the UK, all of which could be compromised by the establishment
of a wind farm.
In this respect NATS is responsible for safeguarding this infrastructure to ensure its integrity
to provide the required services to Air Traffic Control (ATC).
In order to discharge this responsibility NATS is a statutory consultee for all wind farm
applications, and as such assesses the potential impact of every proposed development in
the UK.
The technical assessment sections of this document define the assessments carried out
against the development proposed in section 3.
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2. Scope
This report provides NATS En-Route plc‘s view on the proposed application in respect of the
impact upon its own operations and in respect of the application details contained within this
report.
Where an impact is also anticipated on users of a shared asset (e.g. a NATS RADAR used by
airports or other customers), additional relevant information may be included for information
only. While an endeavour is made to give an insight in respect of any impact on other aviation
stakeholders, it should be noted that this is outside of NATS’ statutory obligations and that
any engagement in respect of planning objections or mitigation should be had with the
relevant stakeholder, although NATS as the asset owner may assist where possible.

3. Application Details
Energy Consents submitted a request for a NATS technical and operational assessment
(TOPA) for the development at Douglas West Extension Windfarm. It will comprise turbines
as detailed in table 1 and contained within an area as shown in the diagrams contained in
Appendix B.
Tip
Height
(m)

Turbine

Lat

Long

East

North

Hub Height
(m)

1

55.5611

-3.9162

279242

631379

134

200

2

55.5669

-3.9140

279401

632022

134

200

3

55.5650

-3.9099

279649

631800

134

200

4

55.5625

-3.9022

280129

631517

134

200

5

55.5628

-3.8958

280532

631536

134

200

6

55.5703

-3.9070

279854

632389

134

200

7

55.5674

-3.9037

280053

632063

134

200

8

55.5684

-3.8894

280954

632146

134

200

9

55.5644

-3.8882

281020

631699

134

200

10

55.5733

-3.8998

280311

632707

134

200

11

55.5718

-3.8947

280633

632534

134

200

12

55.5727

-3.8831

281367

632610

134

200

13

55.5693

-3.8804

281525

632232

134

200

Table 1 – turbine details
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4. Assessments Required
The proposed development falls within the assessment area of the following systems:

Radar

Great Dun Fell Radar
Lowther Hill Radar
Perwinnes Radar
Tiree Radar
Glasgow PSR (en-route)
Cumbernauld
Kincardine

Lat

54.6841
55.3778
57.2123
56.4556
55.8747
55.9392
56.0722

Long

-2.4509
-3.7530
-2.1309
-6.9230
-4.4356
-4.0575
-3.7291

nm

72.5
12.1
114.6
114.5
25.6
22.6
30.5

km

134.2
22.5
212.2
212.1
47.4
41.9
56.5

Az (deg)

317.4
336.5
211.5
116.4
135.2
166.4
190.8

Type

CMB
CMB
CMB
CMB
SURV
SURV
SURV

Nav

Lat

Long

nm

km

Az (deg)

Type

AGA

Lat

Long

nm

km

Az (deg)

Type

None
None

Table 2 – Impacted Infrastructure

4.1. En-route RADAR Technical Assessment
4.1.1. Predicted Impact on Glasgow RADAR
Using the theory as described in Appendix A and turbine specific propagation profiles it
has been determined that the terrain screening available for Douglas turbines 1, 3, 4 and
5 will not adequately attenuate the signal, and therefore these turbines are likely to
cause false primary plots to be generated.
A reduction in the radar’s probability of detection, for real aircraft, is also anticipated.

4.1.2. Predicted Impact on Cumbernauld RADAR
Using the theory as described in Appendix A and turbine specific propagation profiles it
has been determined that the terrain screening available will not adequately attenuate
the signal, and therefore these turbines are likely to cause false primary plots to be
generated.
A reduction in the radar’s probability of detection, for real aircraft, is also anticipated.

4.1.3. Predicted Impact on Lowther RADAR
Using the theory as described in Appendix A and turbine specific propagation profiles it
has been determined that the terrain screening available will not adequately attenuate
the signal, and therefore these turbines are likely to cause false primary plots to be
generated.
A reduction in the radar’s probability of detection, for real aircraft, is also anticipated.

Page 6 of 11

NATS Ltd, Registered in England 3155567 Registered Office: 4000 Parkway, Whiteley, Fareham, Hants. PO15 7FL

A28
4.1.4. En-route operational assessment of RADAR impact
Where an assessment reveals a technical impact on a specific NATS’ RADAR, the users
of that RADAR are consulted to ascertain whether the anticipated impact is acceptable
to their operations or not.
Unit or role
Prestwick Centre
Engineering

Comment
Unacceptable
Acceptable

Note: The technical impact, as detailed above, has also been passed to non-NATS users of the affected RADAR, this may
have included other planning consultees such as the MOD or other airports. Should these users consider the impact to
be unacceptable it is expected that they will contact the planning authority directly to raise their concerns.

4.2. En-route Navigational Aid Assessment
4.2.1. Predicted Impact on Navigation Aids
No impact is anticipated on NATS’ navigation aids.

4.3. En-route Radio Communication Assessment
4.3.1. Predicted Impact on the Radio Communications Infrastructure
No impact is anticipated on NATS’ radio communications infrastructure.

5. Conclusions
5.1. En-route Consultation
The proposed development has been examined by technical and operational safeguarding
teams. A technical impact is anticipated, this has been deemed to be unacceptable.
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Appendix A – Background RADAR Theory
Primary RADAR False Plots
When RADAR transmits a pulse of energy with a power of Pt the power density, P, at a range of r is
given by the equation:

P

GtPt
4r 2

Where Gt is the gain of the RADAR’s antenna in the direction in question.
If an object at this point in space has a RADAR cross section of σ, this can be treated as if the
object re-radiates the pulse with a gain of σ and therefore the power density of the reflected signal
at the RADAR is given by the equation:

Pa 

Gt Pt
P

4r 2 (4 ) 2 r 4

The RADAR’s ability to collect this power and feed it to its receiver is a function of its antenna’s
effective area, Ae, and is given by the equation:

PaGr 2 Gt Gr 2 Pt
Pr  Pa Ae 

4
(4 )3 r 4
Where Gt is the RADAR antenna’s receive gain in the direction of the object and λ is the RADAR’s
wavelength.
In a real world environment this equation must be augmented to include losses due to a variety of
factors both internal to the RADAR system as well as external losses due to terrain and
atmospheric absorption.
For simplicity these losses are generally combined in a single variable L.

Gt Gr 2 Pt
Pr 
(4 )3 r 4 L
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Secondary RADAR Reflections
When modelling the impact on SSR the probability that an indirect signal reflected from a wind
turbine has the signal strength to be confused for a real interrogation or reply can determined from
a similar equation:

Gt Gr 2 Pt
Pr 
2 2
(4 )3 rt rr L
Where rt and rr are the range from RADAR-to-turbine and turbine-to-aircraft respectively. This
equation can be rearranged to give the radius from the turbine within which an aircraft must be for
reflections to become a problem.

2
Gt Gr Pt
rr 
2
(4 )3 rt Pr L

Shadowing
When turbines lie directly between a RADAR and an aircraft not only do they have the potential to
absorb or deflect, enough power such that the signal is of insufficient level to be detected on
arrival.
It is also possible that azimuth determination, whether this done via sliding window or monopulse,
can be distorted giving rise to inaccurate position reporting.

Terrain and Propagation Modelling
All terrain and propagation modelling is carried out by a software tool called ICS Telecom (version
11.1.7). All calculations of propagation losses are carried out with ICS Telecom configured to use
the ITU-R 526 propagation model.
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Appendix B – Diagrams

Figure 1: Proposed development location shown on an airways chart

Figure 2: Proposed development location shown on an airways chart
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Figure 3: Proposed development shown alongside other recently assessed applications

Figure 4: Proposed development shown alongside other recently assessed applications
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McInnes T (Theresa)
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

paul.3.atkinson@openreach.co.uk on behalf of radionetworkprotection@bt.com
06 December 2018 11:44
McInnes T (Theresa); Econsents Admin
RE: Douglas West Wind Farm Extension - Scoping Request
WID10886 Site Layout.pdf; WID10886 Turbine Layout A.xlsx

OUR REF; WID10886
Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for your email dated 03/12/2018.
We have studied this Windfarm proposal with respect to EMC and related problems to BT point-topoint microwave radio links.
The conclusion is that, the Project indicated should not cause interference to BT’s current and
presently planned radio network.
Thank you.
Kind Regards,
Paul Atkinson
Fibre and Network Delivery
Radio Frequency Allocation & Network Protection (BNJ553)
Openreach
Tel: 0113 8074481
Mobile 07711111453
Web: www.openreach.co.uk
PLEASE ALWAYS RESPOND TO radionetworkprotection@bt.com
We build and maintain the digital network that enables more than 600 providers to deliver broadband to homes,
hospitals, schools and businesses large and small. Our engineers work in every community, every day, because we
believe everyone deserves decent and reliable broadband.
This email contains Openreach information, which may be privileged or confidential. It's meant only for the
individual(s) or entity named above. If you're not the intended recipient, note that disclosing, copying, distributing
or using this information is prohibited. If you've received this email in error, please let me know immediately on the
email address above. We monitor our email system and may record your emails.
Openreach Limited
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Our ref:

Ms T McInnes
The Scottish Government
Consents Manager
Energy Consents Unit
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

PCS/162670

If telephoning ask for:
Brian Fotheringham
08 January 2019

By email only to: Econsents_Admin@gov.scot
Dear Madam

THE ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT)(SCOTLAND)
REGULATIONS 2017
SCOPING OPINION REQUEST FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION
DOUGLAS WEST WIND FARM EXTENSION
SOUTH LANARKSHIRE
Thank you for consulting SEPA on the scoping opinion for the above development proposal by
your email received by us on 04 December 2018.
We have reviewed the scoping report undertaken by the applicant and would confirm that we are
generally satisfied that the environmental issues relevant to SEPA’s interest are all accounted for
in the document provided by the applicant.
We acknowledge the proposed development is part of a wider windfarm strategy called the
‘Hagshaw Cluster’ and the details included in the submissions explain how this site fits in to a
coordinated approach for energy developments in the area.

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

Map and site layout of borrow pits.

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

Map of proposed waste water drainage layout.

j)

Map of proposed surface water drainage layout.

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

Decommissioning statement.

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

1.

Site specific comments

1.1

Although we acknowledge the applicant has clearly detailed their approach for the
forthcoming EIA report we have taken this opportunity to emphasise the requirement on the
applicant to submit all relevant information on the following issues.
We would also confirm given the location of the proposed development we will require the
inclusion in the EIA of a comprehensive breakdown on all aspects of the ‘forestry works’
works planned at the site, including the applicant’s proposals for the use of ‘forestry byproducts’.






Further clarification should also be provided on whether any Private Water Supplies
(PWS’s), not identified in the initial site search may be impacted on by the proposed site
works. Based on the information provided at this stage it seems unlikely that any
development will take place within 250m of a groundwater supply source; if this remains the
case it would be helpful if the ES provides further evidence to confirm this.
Peat is not considered to be a major constraint at the site, however we would recommend
that the application is supported by a site specific Peat Management Plan.
We can confirm that habitat survey information is not required for the area of the site which
is heavily forested.
In terms of flood risk if it is confirmed that the only likely source of flood risk is associated
with the design of watercourse crossings we would advise that provided these structures
are designed to accommodate the 1 in 200 year event and other infrastructure is located
well away from watercourses we do not foresee from current information a need for
detailed information on flood risk.
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Regulatory advice for the applicant
2.

Regulatory requirements

2.1

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

2.2

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

2.3

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




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

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

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

2.5

Details of regulatory requirements and good practice advice for the applicant can be found
on the Regulations section of our website. If you are unable to find the advice you need for
a specific regulatory matter, please contact a member of the regulatory services team in
your local SEPA office at:
SEPA ASB
Angus Smith Building
6 Parklands Avenue
Maxim Business Park
Eurocentral
Holytown
North Lanarkshire
ML1 4WQ
Tel no 01698-839000
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If you have queries relating to this letter, please contact me by telephone on 01698-839336 or email at planning.sw@sepa.org.uk

Yours faithfully

Brian Fotheringham
Senior Planning Officer
Planning Service
ECopy to: Theo@3renergy.co.uk
Disclaimer
This advice is given without prejudice to any decision made on elements of the proposal regulated by us, as
such a decision may take into account factors not considered at this time. We prefer all the technical
information required for any SEPA consents to be submitted at the same time as the planning or similar
application. However, we consider it to be at the applicant's commercial risk if any significant changes
required during the regulatory stage necessitate a further planning application or similar application and/or
neighbour notification or advertising. We have relied on the accuracy and completeness of the information
supplied to us in providing the above advice and can take no responsibility for incorrect data or
interpretation, or omissions, in such information. If we have not referred to a particular issue in our response,
it should not be assumed that there is no impact associated with that issue. For planning applications if you
did not specifically request advice on flood risk, then advice will not have been provided on this
issue. Further information on our consultation arrangements generally can be found on our website planning
pages.
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Appendix 1: Detailed scoping requirements
This appendix sets out our scoping information requirements. There may be opportunities to scope
out some of the issues below depending on the site. Evidence must be provided in the submission
to support why an issue is not relevant for this site in order to avoid delay and potential
objection.
If there is a delay between scoping and the submission of the application then please refer to our
website for our latest information requirements as they are regularly updated; current best practice
must be followed.
We would welcome the opportunity to comment on the draft submission. As we can process files of
a maximum size of only 25MB the submission must be divided into appropriately named sections
of less than 25MB each.

1.

Site layout

1.1

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

2.

Engineering activities which may have adverse effects on the water
environment

2.1

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

2.2

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

2.3

Further advice and our best practice guidance are available within the water engineering
section of our website. Guidance on the design of water crossings can be found in our
Construction of River Crossings Good Practice Guide.
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2.4

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

3.

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

3.1

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

3.2

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

3.3

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

3.4

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

3.5

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

3.6

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

4.

Disruption to Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems (GWDTE)

4.1

GWDTE are protected under the Water Framework Directive and therefore the layout and
design of the development must avoid impact on such areas. The following information
must be included in the submission:
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a) A map demonstrating that all GWDTE are outwith a 100m radius of all excavations
shallower than 1m and outwith 250m of all excavations deeper than 1m and proposed
groundwater abstractions. If micro-siting is to be considered as a mitigation measure
the distance of survey needs to be extended by the proposed maximum extent of
micro-siting. The survey needs to extend beyond the site boundary where the
distances require it.
b) If the minimum buffers above cannot be achieved, a detailed site specific qualitative
and/or quantitative risk assessment will be required. We are likely to seek conditions
securing appropriate mitigation for all GWDTE affected.
4.2

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

5.

Existing groundwater abstractions

5.1

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

5.2

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

6.

Forest removal and forest waste

6.1

Key holing must be used wherever possible as large scale felling can result in large
amounts of waste material and in a peak release of nutrients which can affect local water
quality. The supporting information should refer to the current Forest Plan if one exists and
measures should comply with the Plan where possible.

6.2

Clear felling may be acceptable only in cases where planting took place on deep peat and it
is proposed through a Habitat Management Plan to reinstate peat-forming habitats. The
submission must include:
a)

A map demarcating the areas to be subject to different felling techniques.

b)

Photography of general timber condition in each of these areas.

c)

A table of approximate volumes of timber which will be removed from site and volumes,
sizes of chips or brash and depths that will be re-used on site.

d)

A plan showing how and where any timber residues will be re-used for ecological
benefit within that area, supported by a Habitat Management Plan. Further guidance on
this can be found in Use of Trees Cleared to Facilitate Development on Afforested
Land – Joint Guidance from SEPA, SNH and FCS.
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7.

Borrow pits

7.1

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

7.2

In accordance with Paragraphs 52 to 57 of Planning Advice Note 50 Controlling the
Environmental Effects of Surface Mineral Workings (PAN 50) a Site Management Plan
should be submitted in support of any application. The following information should also be
submitted for each borrow pit:
a) A map showing the location, size, depths and dimensions.
b) A map showing any stocks of rock, overburden, soils and temporary and permanent
infrastructure including tracks, buildings, oil storage, pipes and drainage, overlain with
all lochs and watercourses to a distance of 250 metres. You need to demonstrate that
a site specific proportionate buffer can be achieved. On this map, a site-specific buffer
must be drawn around each loch or watercourse proportionate to the depth of
excavations and at least 10m from access tracks. If this minimum buffer cannot be
achieved each breach must be numbered on a plan with an associated photograph of
the location, dimensions of the loch or watercourse, drawings of what is proposed in
terms of engineering works.
c) You need to provide a justification for the proposed location of borrow pits and
evidence of the suitability of the material to be excavated for the proposed use,
including any risk of pollution caused by degradation of the rock.
d) A ground investigation report giving existing seasonally highest water table including
sections showing the maximum area, depth and profile of working in relation to the
water table.
e) A site map showing cut-off drains, silt management devices and settlement lagoons to
manage surface water and dewatering discharge. Cut-off drains must be installed to
maximise diversion of water from entering quarry works.
f)

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

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

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

j)

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

8.

Pollution prevention and environmental management

8.1

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

9.

Life extension, repowering and decommissioning

9.1

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

9.2

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

A45

By email only to: Econsents_Admin@gov.scot
Energy Consents Unit
The Scottish Government
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU
Date: 31 January 2019
Our ref: CNS/REN/WF/SL/Douglas West Extension – CEA153524– A2807236
Your ref: ECU00000734
Dear Ms McInnes,
The Electricity Act 1989 Section 36
The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations
2017
Scoping opinion request for proposed section 36 application – Douglas West Wind
Farm Extension in the local authority area of South Lanarkshire
Many thanks for consulting Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) dated 3 December 2018
requesting a scoping opinion for the above development.
Background
We understand that the development being considered would comprise approximately 13
wind turbines up to 200m blade tip height and associated infrastructure. The proposed
development would be an extension to the consented Douglas West Wind Farm for thirteen
149.9m high turbines. The development site lies within South Lanarkshire, approximately
2km North West of the village of Douglas.
We have provided pre-application advice to MacArthur Green in relation to ornithology
survey methodology for this proposal in an e-mail dated 27 April 2018. We attended a
meeting with 3R Energy on the 7 August 2018 to discuss the proposed Douglas West Wind
Farm Extension and Hagshaw Hill Wind Farm repowering/extension. Following this meeting
we sent an e-mail dated 8 August 2018 to 3R Energy with further advice in relation to the
Hagshaw Hill Repowering viewpoints and night time assessment. We then provided further
landscape advice to 3R Energy regarding the Douglas West Wind Farm Extension
viewpoints in an e-mail dated 18 December 2018.
SNH’s advice on Issues to Include in Environmental Impact Assessment

Scottish Natural Heritage, 31 Miller Road, Ayr KA7 2AX
Tel: 01292 294 048 www.nature.scot
Dualchas Nàdair na h-Alba, 31 Rathad a’ Mhùilneir, Inbhir Àir KA7 2AX
Fòn: 01292 294 048 www.nature.scot
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General advice
We refer the applicant to our “general pre-application/scoping advice to developers of
onshore wind farms” which can be found via
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/renewable-energydevelopment/types-renewable-technologies/onshore-wind-energy/general-advice-wind-farm
This provides guidance on the issues that developers and their consultants should consider
for wind developments and includes information on recommended survey methods, sources
of further information and guidance and data presentation. Attention should be given to the
full range of advice included in the guidance. The checklist in Annex 1 of our guidance sets
out our expectations of what should be included in the ES.
The guidance document will be updated over time to reflect any changes to available
information and our guidance, so users should ensure they download the most up to date
version before use.
Collecting and presenting information
With regards to the ES, we recommend that the ecological chapters are split into topics, e.g.
protected areas, species (birds, bats, otter, etc), habitats (terrestrial, freshwater), etc. The
ES should include information and assessment of which activities associated with the
construction and operations of the development are likely to have direct and indirect
(including cumulative) significant environmental effects on the relevant natural heritage
receptors, along with clear details of any mitigation. A schedule of environmental mitigation
should be provided in an annex for developments with impacts on natural heritage interests.
The schedule should compile all the environmental mitigation/enhancement measures into
one list/table, for ease of reference.
Statutory designated sites
Muirkirk and North Lowther Uplands Special Protection Area (SPA)
The proposed wind farm site lies, at the closest point, approximately 3.7km north east of the
Muirkirk and North Lowther Uplands SPA as shown in Figure 2.3 “Environmental constraints”
and not 5km as is detailed in table 5.2 “Ornithology Designated Sites within 20km of the
proposed development” of the scoping report. The Muirkirk and North Lowther Uplands SPA
is classified for its breeding and wintering populations of hen harrier, and breeding
populations of merlin, peregrine, short-eared owl and golden plover. Information on the SPA
(including the site conservation objectives) can be found on the SiteLink pages of our
website:
https://sitelink.nature.scot/site/8616
The SPA’s status means that the requirements of the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.)
Regulations 1994 as amended (the “Habitats Regulations”) or, for reserved matters the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 as amended apply. Consequently,
Scottish Ministers will be required to consider the effect of the proposal on the SPA before it
can be consented (commonly known as Habitats Regulations Appraisal). The SNH website
has a summary of the legislative requirements - https://www.nature.scot/professionaladvice/planning-and-development/environmental-assessment/habitats-regulationsappraisal/habitats-regulations-appraisal-hra-appropriate
Given the separation distance between the development site and the SPA, in line with our
Guidance on Assessing Connectivity with Special Protection Areas (SPAs) (June 2016) https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-06/A2015314%20%20Assessing%20connectivity%20with%20special%20protection%20areas%20June%202016.pdf the development would be situated out with the core foraging range for
hen harrier, golden plover, peregrine and short-eared owl. However the proposed
development site would be situated within the core foraging range for Merlin, which is the
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area in which we would consider there may be connectivity between the development site
and the qualifying interests of the SPA. Forest felling associated with the wind farm
construction and operation could also make the area more attractive to Merlin. Therefore,
we reserve judgement until we have considered the full ornithology survey findings and have
further details regarding the proposed felling regime.
With regards to the ornithology survey work being carried out for this proposal we provided
pre-application advice to MacArthur Green in an e-mail dated 27 April 2018 advising that the
approach to ornithology survey work, as set out in the Ornithology Scoping Report (28 March
2018) was acceptable.
Muirkirk Uplands Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
The proposed wind farm site also lies, at the closest point, approximately 3.7km north west of
the Muirkirk Uplands SSSI as shown in Figure 2.3 “Environmental constraints” and as
detailed in table 5.1 “Ecology Designated Sites within 5km of the proposed development” but
incorrectly listed as 6km in table 5.2 “Ornithology Designated Sites within 20km of the
proposed development” of the scoping report. The Muirkirk Uplands SSSI is of national
importance and its designated features include localised exposures of fossiliferous rock,
upland habitats and blanket bog, an associated assemblage of breeding birds, a breeding
population of short-eared owls and breeding and non-breeding (wintering) populations of hen
harrier.
We do not consider that the proposal will have a negative impact on the non-ornithology
interests of the SSSI due to the separation distance between the habitats/geological interests
of the SSSI and the proposed development site. However, regarding the ornithology
interests of the SSSI, we reserve full judgement until we have considered the full ornithology
survey results.
North Lowther Uplands Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
The proposed wind farm site lies, at the closest point, approximately 6km north of the North
Lowther Uplands SSSI. The North Lowther Uplands SSSI is of national importance and its
designated features include geological interests, upland habitats with an associated
assemblage of breeding birds and breeding populations of hen harrier.
We do not consider that the proposal will have a negative impact on the interests of this
SSSI.
Further designated sites
Within the Scoping report table 5.1 “Ecology Designated Sites within 5km of the proposed
development” lists Coalburn Moss SAC and SSSI, Muirkirk Uplands SSSI and Miller’s Wood
SSSI as statutory designated sites within 5km of the proposed development. However, it
should be noted that Ree Burn and Glenbuck Loch SSSI, Shiel Burn SSSI and Birkenhead
Burn SSSI, all notified for geological interests, are also situated within 5km of the proposed
development.
However, we do not consider that the any of these sites are connected to the development
site. Therefore we are satisfied that they do not require further consideration and can be
scoped out of the EIA.
Statutory Protected Species – general
A number of protected species may be present and impacted by the development proposals.
We advise that species surveys should have been completed no more than 18 months prior
to submission of the application, to ensure that the survey results are a contemporary
reflection of species activity at and around the site.
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Details of species and associated legislation can be found on our website at
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/natural-heritageadvice-planners-and-developers/planning-and-development-protected-animals
Full details of survey methodologies, areas surveyed and details of any limitations to survey
efforts should be included within the Environmental Statement (ES).
The ES should also report the survey results including figures showing the survey
areas/results with infrastructure/turbine layout overlapping, evaluate impacts predicted to
arise as a result of the development proposals, assess the significance of these impacts and
recommend mitigation and/or compensation measures as is necessary and appropriate.
Where survey methods or other work deviates from published guidance, deviations should
have been agreed in writing with SNH in advance of carrying out survey work. A full
description of the methodology used should be provided in the ES (technical appendices
should be used for this where appropriate), along with an explanation of why any deviations
are considered appropriate.
European Protected Species
Otters
Section 5.2.3 of the scoping report states that terrestrial mammal species surveys were
undertaken within a 250m buffer of planned infrastructure during 2018 but no signs of otter
were recorded. However, based on knowledge of the nearby projects and suitable habitat
being present on site it is thought otter could use the site occasionally.
As otter are a mobile species and their use of an area can change over time, we recommend
that if planning permission is granted for the proposal the applicant should undertake a preconstruction update otter survey prior to commencement of construction. We recommend
this survey should be undertaken as close to commencement of construction as possible, but
no greater than eight months preceding commencement of construction. This survey should
include all watercourses and water features within 250m upstream and downstream of the
proposed development/infrastructure locations.
If changes in the use of the development site by otter are identified, an updated assessment
of the impacts on the development on otter must be completed and appropriate mitigation
measures identified (if required). If the implementation of the identified mitigation measures
is not sufficient to avoid offences under protected species legislation, a licence will be
required from SNH before works can proceed.
Provided the development is carried out strictly in accordance with this additional mitigation
measure, the proposal is unlikely to result in offences under protected species legislation.
However, if the development is not carried out in accordance with the mitigation measure,
the applicant may risk committing an offence.
We refer the applicant to our recently published species guidance note for otters that brings
together all the latest information and advice, including legal protection, survey methods, and
mitigation measures and licensing requirements –
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-07/A1959316%20%20Species%20Planning%20Advice%20Project%20-%20otter%20-%20FINAL.pdf
Bats
Section 5.2.5 of the scoping report states that a desk study of bat surveys for surrounding
wind farms was carried out, which found that common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, Myotis
sp., Nyctalus sp. and brown long-eared bat were regularly recorded by other projects in the
area. Therefore monthly static detector surveys were carried out between April - September
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2018 and checks for suitable bat roosts within 250m of planned infrastructure were also
undertaken in 2018.
As only brief details of the surveys carried out on the site are provided, we cannot comment
fully on their adequacy at this stage. The applicant should therefore be aware that we may
make specific comment on the survey work once full details are available to us. We would
expect all relevant survey work to be carried out in accordance with published guidance
(including our own guidance where applicable). Any deviations from published guidance
during the course of survey work should be fully explained and justified in the ES.
With regards to mitigation for bats, as the bat survey results are not included within the
scoping report we are unable to comment on any detailed mitigation likely to be required at
this stage. However, as a minimum, we would expect turbines to be located where no part of
their structure or blades should fall within 50m of the nearest building, tree or hedgerow in
line with Natural England’s Bats and onshore wind turbines Interim guidance Technical
Information note TIN059 http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/35010. We
may recommend further mitigation measures once we have considered the full survey
results.
Great Crested Newt (GCN)
Section 5.2.4 of the scoping report confirms that some of the development site was surveyed
for GCN in 2014/2015 as part of the Douglas West Wind Farm scheme and no evidence of
GCN was recorded at this time. Further habitat suitability index (HSI) surveys were
undertaken within 500m of the proposed Douglas West Wind Farm Extension development
site in 2018. The further HSI surveys did not find any evidence of GCN within the
development site and GCN were not recorded during the baseline surveys for other wind
farm projects in the area. Therefore we agree with the conclusions that no further great
crested newt surveys are necessary.
Nationally Protected Species
Water voles
No signs of water vole were recorded during the 2018 terrestrial mammal species surveys,
however usage of a site by water vole can change over time and we recommend that any
suitable habitat should be surveyed for water vole activity in conjunction with the preconstruction update otter survey.
If water vole and their habitat could be affected by the proposal a water vole protection plan
should be prepared. If the implementation of mitigation measures is not sufficient to avoid
offences under protected species legislation, a licence will be required from SNH before the
works can proceed.
Provided the development is carried out strictly in accordance with this additional mitigation
measure, the proposal is unlikely to result in offences under protected species legislation.
However, if the development is not carried out in accordance with the mitigation measure,
the applicant may risk committing an offence.
We refer the applicant to our species guidance note for water voles that brings together all
the latest information and advice, including legal protection, survey methods, and mitigation
measures and licensing requirements –
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-07/A1959339%20%20Species%20Planning%20Advice%20Project%20-%20water%20vole%20-%20FINAL.pdf
Badgers
Section 5.2.3 of the scoping report states that terrestrial mammal species surveys were
undertaken within a 250m buffer of planned infrastructure during 2018 but no signs of badger
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were recorded. However, based on knowledge of the nearby projects and suitable habitat
being present, it is thought badger could use the site occasionally.
As badgers are a mobile species and their use of an area can change over time, we
recommend the applicant should undertake a pre-construction update badger survey prior to
commencement of construction. We recommend this survey should be undertaken as close
to commencement of construction as possible, but no greater than eight months preceding
commencement of construction.
If changes in the use of the development site by badger are identified, an updated
assessment of the impacts on the development on badger must be completed and
appropriate mitigation measures identified (if required). If the implementation of the identified
mitigation measures is not sufficient to avoid offences under protected species legislation, a
licence will be required from SNH before works can proceed.
Provided the development is carried out strictly in accordance with this additional mitigation
measure, the proposal is unlikely to result in offences under protected species legislation.
However, if the development is not carried out in accordance with the mitigation measure,
the applicant may risk committing an offence.
We refer the applicant to our recently published species guidance note for badgers that
brings together all the latest information and advice, including legal protection, survey
methods, and mitigation measures and licensing requirements:
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-10/A2293028%20%20Species%20Planning%20Advice%20Project%20-%20Badger.pdf
Red Squirrel
Section 5.2.3 of the scoping report states that terrestrial mammal species surveys were
undertaken within a 250m buffer of planned infrastructure during 2018 but no signs of Red
Squirrel were recorded. The scoping report states that some suitable habitat was identified
but does not detail what species the habitat is suitable for.
Therefore as tree felling is proposed as part of the development, we recommend that a preconstruction update red squirrel survey should be carried out as close to commencement of
construction as possible, but no greater than eight months preceding commencement of
construction.
If this survey work finds that red squirrel could be affected by the proposal a red squirrel
protection plan should be prepared. If the implementation of the identified mitigation
measures within this plan is not sufficient to avoid offences under protected species
legislation, a licence will be required from SNH before the works can proceed.
Provided the development is carried out strictly in accordance with this additional mitigation
measure, the proposal is unlikely to result in offences under protected species legislation.
However, if the development is not carried out in accordance with the mitigation measure,
the applicant may risk committing an offence.
We refer the applicant to our guidance note for red squirrel that brings together all the latest
information and advice, including legal protection, survey methods, and mitigation measures
and licensing requirements:
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-07/A1959329%20%20Species%20Planning%20Advice%20Project%20-%20red%20squirrel%20%20FINAL.pdf
Pine Marten
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Section 5.2.3 of the scoping report states that terrestrial mammal species surveys were
undertaken within a 250m buffer of planned infrastructure during 2018 but no signs of pine
marten were recorded.
As tree felling is proposed as part of the development, we recommend that a preconstruction update pine marten survey should be carried out as close to commencement of
construction as possible, but no greater than eight months preceding commencement of
construction.
If this survey work finds that pine marten could be affected by the proposal a pine marten
protection plan should be prepared. If the implementation of the identified mitigation
measures within this plan is not sufficient to avoid offences under protected species
legislation, a licence will be required from SNH before the works can proceed.
Provided the development is carried out strictly in accordance with this additional mitigation
measure, the proposal is unlikely to result in offences under protected species legislation.
However, if the development is not carried out in accordance with the mitigation measure,
the applicant may risk committing an offence.
We refer the applicant to our species guidance note for pine marten that brings together all
the latest information and advice, including legal protection, survey methods, and mitigation
measures and licensing requirements:
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-07/A1959323%20%20Species%20Planning%20Advice%20Project%20-%20pine%20marten%20%20FINAL.pdf
Fish
Section 5.2.6 of the scoping report confirms that no fish surveys are planned for this proposal
as the applicant considers there is sufficient information available from other wind farm
applications in this area, which found brown trout to be the only species present. As no
details regarding the fish surveys from other wind farm developments in the area have been
provided in the scoping report, we cannot comment on whether this approach is
suitable/sufficient or not at this stage.
Therefore the ES should include full details of the fisheries surveys carried out for
neighbouring wind farm developments, in particular the Douglas West Wind Farm which
shares the same catchment of watercourses, including maps of the survey locations and
dates they were carried out. We would expect all relevant survey work to have been carried
out in accordance with published guidance (including our own guidance where applicable).
Any deviations from published guidance during the course of survey work should be fully
explained and justified in the ES. We may make specific comment on the adequacy of
fisheries survey work once full details are available to us.
All works should be carried out in accordance with SEPA’s Pollution Prevention Guidelines to
prevent negative impacts from the discharge of surface water into any watercourses within
the site.
Deer
We recommend that if deer are present on or will use the development site, an assessment
of the potential impacts on deer welfare, habitats, neighbouring and other interests (e.g.
access and recreation, road safety, etc.) should be presented. If the development would, or
could, result in significant impacts, a draft deer management statement should be provided,
setting out how the impacts will be addressed. There’s advice on this in What to consider
and include in deer assessments and management at development sites, which is available
via https://www.snh.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/renewable-energydevelopment/types-renewable-technologies/onshore-wind-energy/general-advice-wind-farm
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Wider Countryside/Nesting birds
Our advice with regards to breeding birds is that the following mitigation is required to
minimise the impact of the development.
-

Ground or vegetation clearance works are undertaken out-with the main bird nesting
season (March-August inclusive). If this is not possible, a suitably experienced
ecologist should check the development site before work commences to determine
the presence of any nesting birds. If nesting birds are found, a suitably sized buffer
zone should be set up around the nest and no work within this zone should
commence until the young have fledged or the nest is no longer in use. This will
ensure that no nests are destroyed during the site construction works and no
offences are committed under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).

If the development is not carried out in accordance with this mitigation measure, the
applicant may risk committing an offence.
Habitats
We note from section 5.2.2 of the scoping report that the habitat is described as primarily
conifer plantation and an NVC survey is planned to be carried out within a 300m buffer of
planned infrastructure before EIA submission. The ES should include a map of the NVC
survey results with the wind farm boundary, proposed turbines, tracks and infrastructure
layout overlapping.
We note that the proposed development would be situated within Cumberhead Forest which
is managed as a commercial forest in accordance with a FCS approved long term forest
plan. As key hole felling is proposed as part of this development, we support the proposals
to consult with FCS, as detailed in section 14.4.2 of the scoping report, regarding
requirements for compensatory planting according to the Scottish Government’s policy on
the control of woodland removal
https://www.forestry.gov.uk/PDF/fcfc125.pdf/$FILE/fcfc125.pdf.
Peat
Section 8.3.6 of the scoping report confirms that peat probing will be undertaken prior to the
EIA submission to establish presence and depth of peat. We advise that detailed peat
surveys of the site, measuring the peat deposit to full depth, should be undertaken in
accordance with Scottish Government guidance (see
http://www.gov.scot/Resource/0051/00517174.pdf ). The results should also be used to
inform a peat slide risk assessment.
We recommend that peat survey results should be used to inform the design and layout
process, so that the development avoids, where possible, fragile and priority habitats and
other sensitive areas (e.g. blanket bog and peat). Where this is not possible, suitable
restoration and/or compensation measures should be presented in the ES in the form of a
draft Habitat Management Plan (HMP). The HMP should follow our guidance on Planning for
development: What to consider and include in Habitat Management Plans available from
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2017-07/A1187633%20%20Planning%20for%20development%20What%20to%20consider%20and%20include%20in%20Habitat%20Management%20Plans%
20-%20Guidance.pdf. We recommend that the HMP for this site should tie in with any
relevant bog (and other) habitat restoration proposals for adjacent sites in the area.
An assessment of impacts of hydrological changes (particularly related to groundwater) on
habitats should also be included. In addition to turbine foundations, access tracks are the
elements that will result in the greatest land-take, habitat fragmentation and hydrological
disruption. It is important that the track construction methods for any new track to be
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constructed are clearly described in the ES, along with the rationale for their type and
location, and all direct and indirect impacts assessed.
We also recommend early engagement with SEPA with regard to excavated peat reuse and
disposal.
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
We advise that the overriding landscape and visual issue with this proposal, as with others
planned within this wind farm cluster, is likely to be around the remaining capacity of this
cluster to accommodate more wind development given the scale of proposals planned. We
consider that adverse cumulative landscape and visual effects may occur due to the range of
designs and heights of existing and proposed turbines in this cluster – although this proposal
may manage to ‘fill in’ the gap between proposals to mitigate some of this effect. The other
issue will around turbine fit with the underlying and surrounding smaller scale landscapes
given the large scale of the turbine proposed, as well as the proximity to these landscapes
and settlement.
While we are supportive of ‘filling in’ this area within the cluster and the repowering of
Hagshaw Hill wind farm to release further capacity and increase efficiency, care needs to be
taken given the larger turbine size proposed that the turbines do not dominate the Douglas
Valley and related settlements. It is therefore crucial that the design of the proposal, and
how it will work with the other turbines within this cluster is carefully considered. The
prominence/dominance of the turbines above the Douglas valley and the effects upon the
Special Landscape Area will need to be assessed as currently while turbines do exert
influence on this locally designated landscape, the areas key characteristics are still largely
unaffected.
In reviewing the scoping report we offer the following specific comments in relation to the
proposed methodology and scope of assessment:
Viewpoint selection
We are happy with the locations proposed.
Night Time Lighting Assessment
We are happy with the 3 representative viewpoints that are proposed for visualisation. We
have read the method for assessing the effects of lighting and think that the approach
appears sensible.
I hope these comments are useful to you at this stage. If you require any further information
please don’t hesitate to contact me at Natalie.Ward@nature.scot
Yours sincerely
Natalie Ward
Operations Officer
Strathclyde & Ayrshire
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200 Lichfield Lane
Berry Hill
Mansfield
Nottinghamshire
NG18 4RG
Tel:

01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries)

Email: planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk
Web:

www.gov.uk/coalauthority

For the Attention of: Energy Consents Unit
South Lanarkshire Council
[By Email: Econsents_Admin@gov.scot]
20 December 2018
Dear Sir or Madam
SCOPING OPINION REQUEST: ECU00000734
Scoping opinion request for proposed section 36 application Douglas West Wind
Farm extension in the local authority area of South Lanarkshire (Erection of 13 wind
turbines (maximum tip height 200m), access tracks, crane pads, other associated
infrastructure, substation and energy storage compound. Total generating capacity
of 78MW, plus ca.20MW of energy storage provision) at Douglas West Wind Farm
Extension, Near, Douglas, South Lanarkshire
Thank you for your consultation letter of 3 December 2018 seeking the views of the Coal
Authority on the above planning application.
The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department of
Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy. As a statutory consultee, the Coal Authority has a
duty to respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the
public and the environment in mining areas.
The Coal Authority Response:
With reference to Figure 2.2 included in the EIA Scoping Report, I can confirm that the
proposed development site boundary falls partly within the Development High Risk Area
(DHRA) as defined by the Coal Authority. Whilst main wind farm site is located outside the
DHRA, our information indicates that part of the existing private access road from the M74
and the indicative proposed site roads extending to the north and east of the existing area
of plantation are located within a wider site from which coal has been extracted by surface
(opencast) methods.
Based on our information, coal mining legacy is unlikely to pose a constraint to the
proposed turbines and immediate ancillary infrastructure. However, it would be prudent for
consideration to be given to the implications posed by past coal extraction operations in
1
Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas
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terms of the access arrangements to and from the site, particularly given the nature of
construction and subsequent maintenance traffic which will access the site.
The Coal Authority is of the view that consideration of the risks posed by past opencast
operations along with details of any necessary mitigatory measures would sit most
comfortably within the Hydrology, Hydrogeology and Geology chapter of the EIA Report.
Information on coal mining legacy affecting the site can be obtained from the Coal
Authority. A variety of Coal Mining Report products which provide baseline information on
coal mining legacy risks are available from www.groundstability.com. Similar products are
also available from other private land search suppliers.
An assessment of the risks associated with the presence of coal mining legacy should be
prepared by a “competent body”. Links to the relevant professional institutions of
competent bodies can be found at:
www.gov.uk/planning-applications-coal-mining-risk-assessments
I trust that the above comments are helpful. The Coal Authority looks forward to receiving
the planning application and associated EIA Report for comment in due course.
Yours faithfully

James Smith
James Smith BSc. (Hons), Dip.URP, MRTPI
Planning Liaison Manager
Disclaimer
The above consultation response is provided by The Coal Authority as a Statutory
Consultee and is based upon the latest available data on the date of the response, and
electronic consultation records held by The Coal Authority since 1 April 2013. The
comments made are also based upon only the information provided to The Coal Authority
by the Local Planning Authority and/or has been published on the Council's website for
consultation purposes in relation to this specific planning application. The views and
conclusions contained in this response may be subject to review and amendment by The
Coal Authority if additional or new data/information (such as a revised Coal Mining Risk
Assessment) is provided by the Local Planning Authority or the Applicant for consultation
purposes.

2
Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas

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

Teresa McInnes
Energy Consents Unit
The Scottish Government
5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU
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Your ref:
ECU00000734
Our ref:
TS00538
Date:
21/12/2018

econsents_admin@gov.scot
Dear Sirs,
ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND)
REGULATIONS 2017
SCOPING OPINION REQUEST FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION DOUGLAS
WEST WIND FARM EXTENSION IN THE LOCAL AUTHORITY AREA OF SOUTH
LANARKSHIRE
With reference to your recent correspondence on the above development, we acknowledge
receipt of the Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report prepared by ITP Energised in
support of the above development.
This information has been passed to SYSTRA Limited for review in their capacity as Term
Consultant to Transport Scotland – Roads Directorate. Based on the review undertaken, we would
provide the following comments.
Proposed Development
The Proposed Development will consist of around 13 turbines and will extend the consented
Douglas West Wind Farm onto the adjoining eastern block of Cumberhead Forest to infill the
remaining gap between Douglas West Wind Farm, Hagshaw Hill Wind Farm, and a number of
other wind farms on the north side of the Douglas Valley. It is understood that construction of the
consented Douglas West Wind Farm is likely to commence in late 2019.
The proposed turbines are likely to be up to 200m maximum tip height, each with a generating
capacity of around 6 MW. It is estimated that the Proposed Development will have a total
generating capacity of around 78 MW, with additional energy storage capacity of around 20 MW.
Site Access
Access to the site will be taken directly from junction 11 of the M74(T), via the existing private
access road that serves the consented Douglas West Wind Farm.
www.transport.gov.scot
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Traffic and Transport is covered by Chapter 10 of the Scoping Report, where it is stated that the
methodology will principally follow the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment
(IEMA) Guidelines. Chapter 10 also indicates that all vehicle movements associated with the
construction and operation of the Proposed Development will be considered, including
construction traffic and the source of vehicle movements associated with the delivery (and export,
if required) of material and components to the site. It is anticipated that the scope of assessment
will extend from Junctions 10 to 13 of the M74(T) and the B7078 between Junctions 11 and 12 of
the M74(T). This is acceptable to Transport Scotland.
We would also note that the methods adopted to assess the likely traffic and transportation
impacts on traffics flows and transportation infrastructure should comprise:
•
•
•

Determination of the baseline traffic and transportation conditions, and the sensitivity of the
site and existence of any receptors likely to be affected in proximity of the trunk road network;
Review of the development proposals to determine the predicted construction and
operational requirements; and
Assessment of the significance of predicted impacts from these transport requirements,
taking into account impact magnitude (before and after mitigation) and baseline
environmental sensitivity.

Where significant changes in traffic are not noted for any link, no further assessment needs to be
undertaken. Where environmental impacts have been fully investigated but found to be of little or
no significance, it is sufficient to validate that part of the assessment by stating in the report:
•
•
•

The work that has been undertaken e.g. Transportation/ Noise / Air Quality Assessments
etc;
What this has shown i.e. what impact if any has been identified; and
Why it is not significant.

It is not necessary to include all the information gathered during the assessment of these impacts
although this information should be available if requested.
We note that the operational phase of the development will be scoped out of the assessment.
Transport Scotland considers this acceptable in this instance.
Abnormal Load Assessment
Given the size of the proposed candidate turbine, Transport Scotland will also require an Abnormal
Loads Assessment to be provided, to ensure the larger blade size can be accommodated at the
trunk road junctions. The assessment should contain swept path analysis to identify the nature of
any mitigation that may be required including physical works and the temporary removal of any
street furniture.

www.transport.gov.scot
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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 Alan DeVenny at SYSTRA’s Glasgow Office on 0141 343
9636.
Yours faithfully

John McDonald
Transport Scotland
Roads Directorate
cc

Alan DeVenny – SYSTRA Ltd.

www.transport.gov.scot



