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Pegasus

Environmental 2

PB/CIR.C.0362

23 August 2012

Local Review Body

Perth and Kinross Council
2 High Street

PERTH

PH1 5PH

By email: Planninglrb@pkc.gov.uk

Dear Sir/Madam,

Request for Local Review Body Review - TCP/11/16(205)
Refusal of planning permission: 12/00401/FLL
Erection of a wind turbine, Land south west of Drummick Farm,

Glenalmond
Applicant: Clearwinds Limited

Please find enclosed a request for a review by the Perth and Kinross Local
review Body of the refusal by an appointed officer of the above application by the
decision on 24™ May 2012,

The documentation submitted with this Request for a review comprises:

¢ Completed Notice of Review Form
e Planning Statement on behalf of Applicant

e Landscape and Visual Amenity Statement on behalf of the Applicant Pegasus House
Querns Business Centre
The planning application as originally submitted comprised of the following Cirencester
documents:
Gloucestershire
» Schedule of application drawings, comprising: GL71RT

» Site Location Plan (C.0362_17-D)

» Site Context Plan (C.0362_03-B)
» Site Layout Plan (29827/35740.2)
+ Turbine Elevation Plan (29827)
» Turbine Foundation Plan (29827)
» Control Building Plan (29827)
» Mat Mast Elevation Plan (C.0362_22-A) Aot
SO-atl
¢ Planning Documentation, comprising: gf;?;{‘ng;},‘“ m
« 1 Application Form Bristol
« Planning Statement f:;‘c‘j‘;ﬁdge
¢ Design & Access Statement Manchester
Nottingham

Pegasts Planning Grougris the
trading nama of Pegasus Planning
Group Lirited, registered in England
and Weles under number 07277000

Registend Uifica:

Pzgasus Houss,

Querng Bysingss Canlre;
Whitworlh Road, Cirencaster,

wwm%a%gasuspggc@guk et LT RT




Pegasus

¢ Statement of Public Consultation

e Environmental Reports Compendium, comprising:
e Construction Report
e Ecology Reports (Phase 1 Habitat Survey, Bat Report &
Ornithology Report)
o lLandscape and Visual Impact Assessment Report (including
photomontages)
Archaeology and Heritage Report
Transport and Access Report
Noise Report
Aviation Report
Telecommunications Report

New material has not been specifically raised in preparing the Statements on
behalf of the applicant, other than to address a change in circumstances relating
to the statutory Development Plan, namely the fact after the decision was made
by the appointed officer on 24™ May 2012, the Tayside Strategic Development
Plan was approved on 8" June, and the 2003 Perth and Kinross Structure Plan
was therefore superseded. The reasons for refusal cite policies from the now
defunct Structure Plan, so this matter has had to address in the submissions,
quite properly. This new matter is addressed in the accompanying Review
Statements.

On behalf of the applicant, we have also sought to directly address each of the
three reasons for refusal which were clearly not known to the applicant at the
time of submission of the application. It is only reasonable that the applicant be
allowed to respond to these matters, although new supporting material has not
been raised.

We trust this is sufficient to allow the local review process to commence. If you
have any queries please do not hesitate to contact either myself or my colleague
Sarah Griffiths.

Yours sincerel

Paul Burrell
Director
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Naotice of Review

NOTICE OF REVIEW

UNDER SECTION 43A(8) OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT 1997 (AS AMENDED)IN
RESPECT OF DECISIONS ON LOCAL DEVELOPMENTS

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCHEMES OF DELEGATION AND LOCAL REVIEW PROCEDURE)
(SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2008

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (APPEALS) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2008

IMPORTANT: Please read and follow the guidance notes provided when completing this form.
Failure to supply all the relevant information could invalidate your nhotice of review.

Use BLOCK CAPITALS if completing in manuscript

Applicant(s) Agent (if any)
Name | CLEARWINDS LTD. | Name | PEGASUS PLANNING GROUP |
Address | /0 AGENT Address | PEGASUS HOUSE

QUERNS BUSINESS CENTRE
WHITWORTH ROAD
CIRENCESTER GLOS. GL7 1RT

Posicode Postcode

Contact Telephone 1 Contact Telephone 1 | 01285 641717

Contact Telephone 2 Contact Telephone 2

Fax No Fax No

E-mail* | | E-mail*  [PAUL.BURRELL@PEGASUSPG.CO.UK |

Mark this box to confirm all contact should be
through this representative: B]

Yes No
* Do you agree to correspondence regarding your review being sent by e-mail? D
Planning authority | PERTH & MNROSS |
Planning authority's application reference number | 12/00401/FLL |
Site address LAND 550 METRES SOUTH WEST OF DRUMICK FARM, GLENAUMOND
Description of proposed ERECTION OF A WIND TURBINE AND AN ANEMOMETER MAST
development
Date of application | 26/03/12 | Date of decision (if any) | 24/05/12 |

Note. This notice must be served on the planning authority within three months of the date of the decision
notice or from the date of expiry of the period allowed for determining the application.

Page 1 of 4
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Notice of Review
Nature of application

1. Application for planning permission (including householder application) E
2. Applicaﬁon for planning permission in principle D
3.  Further application (including development that has not yet commenced and where a time limit

has been imposed; renewal of planning permission; and/or modification, variation or removal of
a planning condition)

4. Application for approval of matters specified in conditions D
Reasons for seeking review

1. Refusal of application by appoeinted officer

Failure by appointed officer to determine the application within the period allowed for
determination of the application

3. Conditions imposed on consent by appointed officer

OO0

Review procedure

The Local Review Body will decide on the procedure to be used to determine your review and may at any
time during the review process require that further information or representations be made to enable them
to determine the review. Further information may be required by one or a combination of procedures,
such as: written submissions; the holding of one or more hearing sessions and/or inspecting the land
which is the subject of the review case.

Please indicate what procedure {or combination of procedures) you think is most appropriate for the
handling of your review. You may tick more than one box if you wish the review to be conducted by a
combination of procedures.

1. Further written submissions
2. One or more hearing sessions ]
3. Site inspection ]
4  Assessment of review documents only, with no further procedure D

If you have marked box 1 or 2, please explain here which of the matters (as set out in your statement
below) you believe ought to be subject of that procedure, and why you consider further submissions or a
hearing are necessary:

REFER TO COVERING LETTER

Site inspection

In the event that the Local Review Body decides to inspect the review site, in your opinion:

Yes No
1. Can the site be viewed entirely from public land? []
2 s it possible for the site to be accessed safely, and without barriers to entry? xl [

If there are reasons why you think the Local Review Body would be unable to undertake an
unaccompanied site inspection, please explain here:

Page 2 of 4
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Notice of Review
Statement

You must state, in full, why you are seeking a review on your application. Your statement must set out all
matters you consider require to be taken into account in determining your review. Note: you may not
have a further opportunity to add to your statement of review at a later date. It is therefore essential that
you submit with your notice. of review, all necessary information and evidence that you rely on and wish
the Local Review Body to consider as part of your review.

If the Local Review Body issues a notice requesting further information from any other person or body,
you will have a period of 14 days in which to comment on any additional matter which has been raised by
that person or body.

State here the reasons for your notice of review and all matters you wish to raise. If necessary, this can
be continued or provided in full in a separate document. You may also submit additional documentation
with this form.

REFER TO SEPARATE STATEMENT

Have you raised any matters which were not before the appointed officer at the time the Yes No
determination on your application was made? [:]

If yes, you should explain in the box below, why you are raising new material, why it was not raised with
the appointed officer before your application was determined and why you consider it should now be
considered in your review.

REFER TO COVERING LETTER

Page 3 of 4
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Notice of Review
List of documents and evidence

Please provide a list of all supporting documents, materials and evidence which you wish to submit with
your notice of review and intend to rely on in support of your review.

REFER TO COVERING LEITER

Note. The planning authority will make a copy of the notice of review, the review documents and any
notice of the procedure of the review available for inspection at an office of the planning authority until
such time as the review is determined. It may also be available on the planning authority website.

Checklist

Please mark the appropriate boxes to confirm you have provided all supporting documents and evidence
relevant to your review:

Full completion of all parts of this form
Statement of your reasons for requiring a review

All documents, materials and evidence which you intend to rely on (e.g. plans and drawings
or other documents) which are now the subject of this review.

Note. Where the review relates to a further application e.g. renewal of planning permission or
modification, variation or removal of a planning condition or where it relates to an application for approval
of matters specified in conditions, it is advisable to provide the application reference number, approved
plans and decision notice from that earlier consent.

Declaration

| the applicant/agent [delete as appropriate] hereby serve notice on the planning authority to
review the application as set out on this form and in the supporting documents.

Signed Date |23 / 2 i 2012, |

Page 4 of 4
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Pegasus
Planning B
Group &

REQUEST FOR REVIEW

APPEAL AGAINST REFUSAL
OF PLANNING PERMISSION
FOR THE ERECTION OF A WIND TURBINE
AND AN ANOMETER MAST
AT LAND 550 METRES SOUTH WEST OF
DRUMMICK FARM, GLENALMOND

PLANNING APPEAL STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF CLEARWINDS LIMITED

Pegasus Planning Group
Pegasus House,

Querns Business Centre
Whitworth Road
Cirencester

Glos

GL7 1RT

Telephone: (01285) 641717 Facsimile: (01285) 642348

LPA Ref: 12/00401/FLL
Local Review Body Ref: TCP/11/16(205)
PPG Ref: SG/PB/C.0362
Date: August 2012
COPYRIGHT

The contents of this document must not be copied or
reproduced in whole or in part without the written

consent of Pegasus Planning Group Ltd
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Pegasus
Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond

Pegasus

Planning

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Pegasus Planning Group has been instructed by Clearwinds Limited to submit an

appeal to the Local Review Body against the delegated decision of Perth and Kinross

Council to refuse planning permission for the “Erection of a wind turbine and an

anemometer mast at land 550 meters south west of Drummick Farm,

Glenalmond.”

1.2 The application was refused 24" May 2012. The reasons for refusal were:

1. As the proposed turbine will have a significant adverse

impact on the visual amenity of the area, which is
presently enjoyed by a host of receptors including (but
not exclusively) existing residential properties and
visiting recreational users, the proposal is contrary to
Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which seeks to
protect existing (visual) amenity from new developments
with the landward area, and Environmental and Resource
Policy 14 of the Perth and Kinross Structure Plan 2003
which seeks to protect existing local environmental
quality from inappropriate renewable energy
developments”.

. As the proposed turbine will potentially have a significant

adverse impact on the residential amenity of existing
residential properties (by virtue of the turbines
appearance and scale when viewed from their properties),
the proposal is contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn
Local Plan 2001, which seeks to protect existing
(residential) amenity from new developments within the
landward area”.

. The approval of this proposal would establish an

undesirable precedent for similar sized developments
within the local area, which would be to the detriment of
the overall visual character of the area, and which in turn
couid potentially undermine (and weaken) the established
Development Plan relevant policies.

SG/CIR.C.0362

August 2012
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Pegasus

Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

1.3  Anaccompanying Landscape Appeal Statement has also been produced by Mr Cook
of Pegasus Environmental, addressing the technical aspects of the first two reasons
for refusal. 1t specifically addresses landscape and visual issues, and the effect of the
proposed development on residential amenity.

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 2
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Pegasus
Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

2. SITE LOCATION

2.1 The full address of the application site is land 550 metres South West of Drummick
Farm, Glenalmond.

2.2 The proposal site area is approximately 0.8ha and is located in a rural area between
Glenalmond approximately 1km to the north and Keilour approximately 2.5km

south/south east. Buchanty Burn lies further west from the site area.

2.3 The site is currently in agricultural use and does not hold any particular conservation

or biodiversity value.
2.4  The site is not located within any “sensitive area” as defined by the EIA Regulations:

» There are no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) within or adjacent to
the site; the closet being Methven Moss over 5km south east, a second SSSI
(Connachan Marsh) is 8km south west.

> There are no National Parks within or close to the site — the nearest being
Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park over 66km to the west.

» The site is not within or close to any World Heritage Sites or Scheduled
Monuments (SMs). The closest SMs are Fendoch Burn Roman Fort, Sair
Law burial mound and Inchaffray Abbey approximately 4km away.

» The Site is not within a National Scenic Area, the closest being River Tay
(Dunkeld) approximately 15km north of the site.

» There are no Ramsar Sites, Special Protection Areas (SPAs) or Special
Areas of Conservation (SAC) (European designations under the Habitats
Regulations) within or adjacent to the site. The closest SAC is Methven Moss
5km away. The closest Ramsar Site and SPA is South Tayside Goose
Roosts approximately 10km south east.
2.5  Anunclassified road passes east of the site area in a north — south direction, leading

to Drummick.

2.6 Existing land use within the site comprises grazing land which is surrounded by
pasture land and forestry within the wider area. Overhead cables lie east of the site
at a section between Easter Buchanty and Bellour.

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 3

855



Pegasus
Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group

3. THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

3.1 The development proposal is for the erection of a single 77m wind turbine.

3.2 It is envisaged that the proposed wind turbine would be operational for a duration of
25 years in order to benefit from the Feed-in Tariff (FiT) programme which will see
renewable energy fed into the grid as well as consumed on site, thus representing a

contribution to the UK'’s renewable energy targets.

3.3 The turbine would have a hub height of 50m, with a maximum height to blade tip from
ground level of approximately 77m. The rotor diameter will be 54m, with a blade
length of approximately 27m.

3.4  The exterior finish of the proposed turbine will be non-reflective matt white/grey as is

typical of existing wind turbines throughout the UK.

3.5 In addition, it is proposed to erect a 50m anemometer mast for a temporary period of

18 months to record local wind speeds.

3.6  Access for construction and maintenance would be from adjoining C classified road
south of Drummick Farm and on-site track.

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 4
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Pegasus
Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group, ,

4. THE DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND OTHER POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

4.1 Section 25 and 37(2) of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as
amended) requires that planning applications are to be determined in accordance
with the provisions of the Development Plan, unless material considerations indicate

otherwise.

4.2 The key planning policy and guidance relating to the proposed development are

contained within the following documents:
i) National Planning Framework for Scotland 2 (June 2009);
i) Scaottish Planning Policy (February 2010);

iii) TayPlan Strategic Development Plan (June 2012) which has
superceded the Perth & Kinross Structure Plan of June 2003 which

was referred to in the reasons for refusal;
iv) Strathearn Area Local Plan 2011 (May 2001); and the

V) Perth & Kinross Local Development Plan (January 2012)

National Planning Policy
National Planning Framework for Scotland 2 (June 2009)

4.3 The NPF2 guides Scotland’s development to 2030, setting out strategic development
priorities to support the Scottish Government's central purpose — sustainable
economic growth. The Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006 puts this and future
iterations of the National Planning Framework on a statutory footing.

44  The NPF2 states that one of the principal challenges relates to climate change;
reducing the greenhouse gas emissions which contribute to it and adapting to
changes in our environment which are already becoming apparent. Substantial
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions will be necessary to minimise the impacts of
climate change. The UK and Scottish Government's are taking an international lead
by introducing ambitious statutory emission reduction targets through, respectively,
the UK Climate Change Act and the Scottish Climate Change Bill.

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 5
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

4.5 Paragraph 26 of the NPF2 continues that tackling climate, reducing dependence on
finite fossil fuels and security of energy supply are some of the major global
challenges of our time. Addressing these challenges will demand profound changes

in the way we produce, distribute and use energy over the coming decades.

4.6 The European Union has responded by committing to deriving 20% of the energy it
uses from renewable sources by 2020. The NPF confirms that the Scottish
Government supports this objective and has in place its own, higher target for
electricity generated from renewable sources.

4.7 Paragraph 145 confirms that the Scottish Government is fully committed to
establishing Scotland as'a leading location for the development of renewable energy

technology and an energy exporter over the long term.

4.8 The development proposal, by generating renewable low-carbon electricity, would

assist in contributing towards these national strategic policy objectives.

Scottish Planning Policy (February 2010)

4.9 Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) is the statement of the Scottish Government’s view on

the purpose of planning, setting out core principles and subject planning policies.

410 The SPP reiterates many of the provisions and objectives as set out within the NPF2,
but also provides detailed ‘subject policies’ to guide certain types of developments.
The following subject policies are of particular relevance to the current application
before the Council:

a) Rural Development:

411 Paragraph 92 of the SPP states that the aim of ‘rural development’ should be to
enable development in all rural areas which supports prosperous and sustainable
communities whilst protecting and enhancing environmental quality.

412 Paragraph 93 continues that the strategy for rural development should respond to the
respond to the specific circumstances in an area whilst reflecting the overarching aim
of supporting diversification and growth of the rural economy. In particular, the SPP
also states that developments which provide (amongst other things) community
benefits (such as the proposed development) should be encouraged.

b) Landscape and Natural Heritage

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 6
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Pegasus

Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Groupgi

413 The SPP states that Planning Authorities should take a broader approach to
landscape and natural heritage than just conserving designated or protected sites
and species, taking into account the ecosystems and natural processes in their area.
A strategic approach to natural heritage in which wildlife sites and corridors,
landscape features, watercourses, and areas of open space are linked together in
integrated habitat networks can make an important contribution to the maintenance
and enhancement of biodiversity and to allowing ecosystems and natural processes
to adapt and respond to changes in climate. Planning Authorities should seek to
prevent further fragmentation or isolation of habitats and identify opportunities to
restore links which have been broken. Where possible, planning authorities should
seek benefits for species and habitats from new development including the

restoration of degraded habitats.

414 The SPP continues that different landscape will have a different capacity to
accommodate new development, and the siting and design of development should
be informed by local landscape character. Landscape and the natural heritage are
sensitive to inappropriate development and planning authorities should ensure that
potential effects, including the cumulative effects of incremental changes are

considered when preparing development plans and deciding planning applications.

415 While the protection of the landscape and natural heritage may sometimes impose
constraints on development, with careful planning and design the potential for conflict
can be minimised and the potential for enhancement maximised. However, there will
be occasions where the sensitivity of the site or the nature or scale of the proposed
development is such that the development should not be permitted. Statutory natural
heritage designations are important considerations where they are directly or
indirectly affected by a development proposal. However, designation does not

necessarily imply a prohibition on development.

4.16 It is therefore important to reiterate that the proposed development does not lie within
an area designated for its landscape or ecological value and as such is considered to
be a more suitable site to support such development, particular as this development
is supported by necessary assessments and surveys to overcome any uncertainty or
constraints.

417 With regard to the presence of protected species, the SPP states that many species
are legally protected and their presence or potential presence is an important

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 7
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Pegasus
Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group ,

consideration in decisions on planning applications. Although their presence rarely
imposed an absolute block on development, mitigation measures are often needed
and the layout, design and timing of works may be affected. If there is evidence to
suggest that a protected species is present on site or may be affected by a proposed
development, their presence must be established, the requirements of the species
factored into the planning and design of the development and any likely impact of the

species fully considered prior to the determination of the planning application.

c) Renewable Energy:

418 The SPP confirms that the commitment to increase the amount of electricity
generated from renewable sources is a vital part of the response to climate change.
Renewable energy generation will contribute to more secure and diverse energy
supplies and support sustainable economic growth. The current target is for 50% of
Scotland’s electricity to be generated from renewable sources by 2020 and 11% of

heat demand to be met from renewable sources.

419 The SPP states that Planning Authorities should support the development of a
diverse range of renewable energy technologies, guide development to appropriate
locations and provide clarity on the issues that will be taken into account when
specific proposals are assessed. Factors relevant to the consideration of
applications will depend on the scale of the development and its relationship with the
surrounding area, but are likely to include impact on the landscape, historic
environment, natural heritage and water environment, amenity and communities, and

any cumulative impacts that are likely to arise.

4.20 Specifically in relation to proposed wind turbines the SPP states that Planning
Authorities should support the development of wind turbines/farms in locations where
the technology can operate efficiently and environmental and cumulative impacts can
be satisfactorily addressed. Development Plans should provide a clear indication of
the potential, for development of wind farms of all scales, and should set out the
criteria that will be considered in deciding applications for all wind farm
developments. The criteria will vary depending on the scale of development and its

relationship to the characteristics of the surrounding area, but are likely to include:
s Landscape and visual impact;

o Effects on the natural heritage and historic environment;

SG/CIR.C.0362 . : August 2012 8
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

s Contribution of the development to renewable energy generation targets;

e Effect on the local and national economy and tourism and recreation

interests;
¢ Benefits and disbenefits for communities;
o Aviation and telecommunications;
¢ Noise and shadow flicker;
* Cumulative impact

4.21 Paragraph 188 continues that the design and location of any wind farm development
should reflect the scale and character of the landscape. The location of turbines
should be considered carefully to ensure that the landscape and visual impact is

minimised.

TayPlan — Strategic Development Plan 2012-2032

4.22 In June 2012 (after the decision notice on this application was issued), the previously
adopted Perth and Kinross Structure Plan (2003) was superseded by the new
TayPlan Strategic Development Plan. These higher level plans provide a broad
strategic land use planning guidance.

4.23 The new Tayplan contains Policy 6 which requires that Local Development Plans
should identify areas that are suitable for different forms of electricity infrastructure. It
also requires that decisions on development proposals for energy should consider:

s Specific land take requirements

* Proximity of resources and to users/customers, grid connections
» Anticipated effects of construction and operation

» Sensitivity of landscapes

e Impacts of associated new grid connections

» Cumulative impacts

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 : 9
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group

4.24 Although now superseded, but of relevance only in the context of the making of the
earlier decision in May 2012, the planning policies which were relevant in the 2003

Perth and Kinross Structure Plan to the development proposals were as follows:

Strategy 2: The Lowland Area

4.25 The strategy encourages, amongst other things, the economic use of minerals,

renewable energy and forestry in support of rural diversification.

Environment and Resources Policy 1

4.26 The Council will seek to safeguard the long-term diversity and sustainability of

species and natural and semi-natural habitats in Perth and Kinross.

Environment and Resources Policy 3

4.27 Proposed developments should not compromise the conservation objectives and
overall integrity of National Scenic Areas unless there is a proven public interest
where social or economic considerations outweigh the scenic quality and integrity of

the area and development cannot be met in other less damaging locations.

Environment and Resources Policy 14

4.28 The policy states that Proposals for the development of renewable energy schemes
will be supported where they are considered environmentally acceptable and where
their energy contribution and benefits in reducing pollution outweigh any significant
adverse effects on local environmental quality. Community based renewable energy
developments in particular will be encouraged. Proposals for renewable energy

schemes will be assessed against the following criteria:

e The immediate and wider impact of the proposed development on the

landscape and wildlife resource;

e The need to protect features and areas of natural, cultural, historical and

archaeological interest;

¢ The specific benefits that the proposal would bring to the local community
and/or Perth and Kinross;

e The cumulative effects of similar developments on the local area.

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 10
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Planning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

4.29 It must be emphasised again that the above 2003 Structure Plan policies have now
been superceded and are no longer a material consideration in the determination of

this development proposal.

4.30 In considering the development scheme proposals against these more strategic
policies, the officer concluded in the ‘Report of Handling Delegation Report’ that there

were 4 key issues. These key issues are returned to later in this Appeal Statement.

4.31 The Strathearn Area Local Plan 2011 currently forms part of the Development Plan
(and will continue to do so until the Local Development Plan supersedes the 6 Local
Plans which apply in the Perth and Kinross Area. However, the adoption of the new
Local Development Plan is not expected until end of 2014). The current Strathearn

Area Local Plan policies which relate to the proposal are as follows:

Policy 1 (Sustainable Development)

4.32 The Council seeks to ensure that development within the Plan area is carried out in a
manner in keeping with the goal of sustainable development. Where development is
considered to be incompatible with the pursuit of sustainable development, but has
other benefits to the area which outweigh this issue, the developer will be required to
take whatever mitigation measures are deemed both practical and necessary to
minimise any adverse impact. The following principles are used as guidelines in

assessing whether projects pursue a commitment to sustainable development:

a) The consumption of non-renewable resources should be at levels that do not
restrict the options for future generations;

b) Renewable resources should be used at rates that allow their natural
replenishment;

c) The quality of the natural environment should be maintained or improved;

d) Where there is great complexity or there are unclear effects of development on
the environment, the precautionary principle should be applied;

e) The costs and benefits (material and non-material) of any development should be
equitably distributed;

f) Biodiversity is conserved;

g) The production of all types of waste should be minimised thereby minimising
levels of pollution;

SG/CIR.C.0362 August 2012 1
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Planning Appeal Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd Plarning
Drummick Farm, Glenalmond Group,

h) New development should meet local needs and enhance access to employment,
facilities, services and goods.

Policy 2 (Development Criteria)

4.33 Policy 2 states that all developments will also be judged against the following criteria:

e The sites should have a landscape framework capable of absorbing or, if
necessary, screening the development and where required opportunities for
landscape enhancement will be sought;

. In the case of built development, regard should be had to the scale, form,
colour, and density of existing development within the locality;

e  The development should be compatible with its surroundings in land use terms
and should not result in a significant loss of amenity to the local community;

e The road network should be capable of absorbing the additional traffic
generated by the development and a satisfactory access onto that network
provided;

e The site should be large enough to accommodate the development
satisfactorily in site planning terms;

Policy 3 (L.andscape)

4.34 Development proposals should seek to conserve landscape features and sense of
local identity, and strengthen and enhance landscape character. The Council will
assess development that is viewed as having a significant landscape impact against
the principles of the Tayside Landscape Character Assessment produced by Scottish
Natural Heritage

Policy 11 (Renewable Eneragy)

4.35 The Council encourages, in appropriate locations, renewable energy projects. Such
developments, including ancillary transmission lines and access roads, are assessed

against the following criteria:

a) The development will not have a significant detrimental effect on sites
recognised by designation at a national, regional or local level, of  nature
conservation interest or sites of archaeological interest;

b) The development will not result in an unacceptable intrusion into the landscape
character of the area;
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4.36

4.37

4.38

¢) The development will not result in an unacceptable loss of amenity to
neighbouring occupiers by reasons of noise emission, visual dominance,
electromagnetic disturbance or reflected light.

Developers are required to enter into an agreement for the removal of the
development and the restoration of the site following the completion of the
development's useful life.

Policy 17 (Habitats)

Policy 17 states that the Council will seek to protect and enhance habitats of local
importance to nature conservation, including grassiands, wetlands and peat-lands,
habitats that support rare or endangered species, together with those habitats

associated within the Earn and Almond river systems in the Plan area.

Perth & Kinross Council Local Development Plan - Proposed Plan (January
2012)

Once adopted, the Perth & Kinross Council Local Development Plan will provide the
local planning authority’s vision and land use framework for development in the area.
It is still an emerging plan which may be subject to modification and will be subject to
an Examination prior to its eventual adoption which is expected by the end of 2014.
It is therefore a material consideration at this stage of limited weight. Those policies
of relevance to the determination of this application are as follows:

Policy PM1: Placemaking

The policy states that development must contribute positively, to the quality of the
surrounding built and natural environment. All development should be planned and
designed with reference to climate change, mitigation and adaptation.

Policy PM2: Design Statements

4,39 The policy states that Design Statements will normally need to accompany a
planning application if the development covers an area greater than 0.5 hectares, or
affects the character and/or appearance of a Conservation Area, Historic Garden,
Designed Landscape, or the setting of a Listed Building or Scheduled Monument.
Policy NE1D: European Protected Species
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440 Planning permission will not be granted for development that would, either
individually or cumulatively, be likely to have an adverse effect on European

protected species unless the Council as Planning Authority is satisfied that:
a) There is no satisfactory alternative; and

b) The development is required for preserving public health or public safety or for
other imperative reasons of overriding public interest including those of a
social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance

for the environment.

4.41 In no circumstances can a development be approved which would be detrimental to
the maintenance of the population of a European protected species at a favourable

conservation status in its natural range.

4.42 Planning permission will also not be granted for development that would be likely to
have an adverse effect on species protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act

1981 (as amended) unless the Council as Planning Authority is satisfied that:

c) The development is required for preserving public health or safety, and, in the

case of development affecting a species of protected bird;
d) There is no other satisfactory solution.

Policy ER1A: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy Generation (New Proposals)

4.43 Proposals for the utilisation, distribution and development of renewable and low
carbon sources of energy, including large-scale freestanding installations, will be
supported where they are well related to the resources that are needed for their

operation. In assessing such proposals the following factors will be considered:

a) The individual or cumulative effects on biodiversity, landscape character,
visual integrity, the historic environment, cultural heritage, tranquil qualities,
wilderness qualities, water resources and the residential amenity of the

surrounding area;

b) The contribution of the proposed development towards meeting carbon

reduction targets;

¢) The connection to the electricity distribution or transmission system;
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d) The transport implications, and in particular the scale and nature of traffic
likely to be generated, and its implications for site access, road capacity, road

safety, and the environment generally.
e) The hill tracks and borrow pits associated with any development;
f) The effects on carbon rich soils;

g) Any positive or negative effects they many have on the local or Perth &
Kinross economy either individually or cumulatively;

h) The reasons why the favoured choice over other alternative sites has been
selected.

Policy ER6: Managing Future lLandscape Change to Conserve and Enhance the

Diversity and Quality of the Area’s Landscapes

4.44 Development and land use should be compatible with the distinctive characteristics
and features of Perth & Kinross's landscapes. Accordingly, development proposals
will be required to conserve and enhance the landscape qualities of Perth & Kinross.
They will need to demonstrate that either in the case of individual developments, or
when cumulatively considered alongside other existing or proposed developments;

a) They do not erode local distinctiveness, diversity and quality of Perth &
Kinross's landscape character areas, the historic and cultural dimension of the
area’s landscapes, visual and scenic qualities of the landscape, or the quality
of landscape experience;

b) They safeguard views, viewpoints and landmarks from development that

would detract from their visual integrity, identity or scenic quality;
c) They safeguard the tranquil qualities of the area’s landscapes;
d) They safeguard the relative wildness of the area’s landscapes;

e) They provide high quality standards in landscape design, including Iandscape
enhancement and mitigation schemes when there is an associated impact on
a landscape’s qualities;
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f) They incorporate measures for protecting and enhancing the ecological,
geological or geomorphological, archaeological, historic, cultural and visual

amenity elements of the landscape, and

g) They conserve the experience of the night sky in less developed areas of

Perth & Kinross through design solutions with low light impact.

Policy EP8: Noise Pollution

445 There will be a presumption against the siting of development proposals which will
generate high levels of noise in the locality of existing or proposed noise sensitive
land uses and similarly against the locating of noise sensitive uses near to sources of

noise generation.

Supplementary Planning Guidance

Energy Proposals in Perth & Kinross SPG (May 2005)

4.46 This SPG provides additional guidance for applicants and the Council in developing
and determining proposals for renewable energy generation. In particular the SPG
provides advice in relation to:

» landscape Impact;
s Visual Impact;
e Cumulative Effects;
s Biodiversity and Ornithological Interests;
o Operational Impacts;
» Water Resources;
e Auviation Interests;
* Decommissioning and Site Re-instatement
4.47 This SPG establishes under Wind Energy Policy 1 that the Council will encourage the

development of commercial wind energy schemes....as shown in Diagram 1.

448 Diagram 1 confirms that the application site is not within in a Sensitive Area but is
within a Broad Area of Search.
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449 Wind Energy Policy 2 states that in the Broad Areas of Search commercial wind
energy developments will be supported where they would be consistent with the
Council's detailed policy guidelines and it has been demonstrated that they utilise
turbines of a size and a scale appropriate to their location, are in locations least
damaging to settlements, landscape character, visual amenity, habitats and will not

have unacceptable cumulative impacts.

Development Plan policy conclusions

4,50 The relevant Development Plan policy criteria have been carefully assessed and it is

submitted that the application proposals fulfil these requirements.

4.51 The only two criteria which are in contention with the Council's Delegation Officer are
in respect of landscape character and visual amenity, which are the first and second

reasons for refusal respectively, and which are addressed in the following section.
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5. REASONS FOR REFUSAL

5.1 The application was dealt with under delegated powers. The case officer refused the

application 24™ May 2012 giving three reasons for refusal.

5.2  The decision notice provided the following three detailed reason for refusal:

1. As the proposed turbine will have a significant adverse impact
on the visual amenity of the area, which is presently enjoyed
by a host of receptors including (but not exclusively) existing
residential properties and visiting recreational users, the
proposal is contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local Plan
2001, which seeks to protect existing (visual) amenity from
new developments within the landward area, and
Environmental and Resource Policy 14 of the Perth and
Kinross Structure Plan 2003 which seeks to protect existing
local environmental quality from inappropriate renewable
energy developments.

2. As the proposed turbine will potentially have a significant
adverse impact on the residential amenity of existing
residential properties (by virtue of the turbines appearance
and scale when viewed from their properties), the proposal is
contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which
seeks to protect existing (residential) amenity from new
developments within the landward area.

3. The approval of this proposal would establish an undesirable

precedent for similar sized developments within the local

area, which would be to the detriment of the overall visual

character of the area, and which in turn could potentially

undermine (and weaken) the established Development Plan

relevant policies.

5.3  The accompanying Landscape Appeal Statement provides a robust and extensive
case in response to the first and second reason for refusal which relate to the
adverse impact on visual amenity of the area and residential amenity of existing

properties.

5.4  The third reason for refusal relates to the potential of the proposal establishing an
undesirable precedent and undermining the relevant Development Plan policies if the
proposal were to be approved. This reason for refusal is addressed only in this
Statement.

Visual Amenity

5.5 This first reason for refusal is addressed in detail in the accompanying Landscape
Statement.
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5.6 In summary, whilst it is inevitable the wind turbine would have some effect on the
landscape, Mr Cook in his Statement concludes that he does not consider that the
development will give rise to any unacceptable visual effects on the local and wider

landscape within which it is located.

5.7  The proposed wind turbine would be located in a working and settled agricultural
landscape, punctuated with development and transport infrastructure. Its overriding
character remains one of a rural landscape. The experience by members of the
public of the area’s visual amenity would not materially change with the proposed

turbine in place.

Residential Amenity

5.8  This second reason for refusal is also addressed in detail in the accompanying

Landscape Statement.

5.9 In summary, there are no sizeable settlements in the immediate vicinity of the site,
although there are the villages of Methven and Glenalmond, together with a number
of individual and isolated properties which punctuate the landscape situated nearby.
The detailed visual analysis has demonstrated that the proposed turbine would be
located at an appropriate distance to ensure that the proposed turbine would not
have an overbearing or overwhelming effect upon the residential visual amenity of
nearby properties (or their occupants). With the wind turbine in place, it would not
render these properties unattractive as places in which to live, when assessed

objectively and in the public interest.

Undesirable Precedent undermining the relevant Development Plan policies.

5.10 The third reason for refusal relates to potential of the proposal setting an undesirable
precedent for other similar sized developments which would be to the detriment of
the visual character of the area and undermine the relevant Development Plan

policies.

5.11 Sections 25 and 37(2) of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 is the
principal legislation which instructs Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) how to make
planning decisions.

5.12 Section 25 (Status of Development Plans) states:
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Pesgs

4

5.13

5.14

5.15

5.16

5.17

“Where, in making any determination under the planning Acts,
regard is to be had to the development plan, the determination
shall be made in accordance with the plan unless material
considerations indicate otherwise.”

Section 37 (Determination of applications: general consideration) states
“(1) Where an application is made to a planning authority for

planning permission—

(a) subject to sections 58 and 59, they may grant planning
permission, either unconditionally or subject to such
conditions as they think fit, or

(b) they may refuse planning permission.

(2) In dealing with such an application the authority shall have

regard to the provisions of the development plan, so far as

material to the application, and to any other material

considerations.”
The statutory duty to decide each application in accordance with the development
plan, unless material consideration indicates otherwise, is intended to underpin a
plan-led system designed to secure greater consistency. However, this consistency
is against development plan policies, not specific development proposals which may

have been consented due to their particular site specific circumstances.

Through several appeals and court cases it has been accepted that the use of
precedent can be a material consideration most specifically where it is likely that
similar proposals in closely parallel situations could not be resisted and cumulatively
result in harm to planning policy. So, for example, if a rear extension to a property in
a terrace is permitted other householders in the terrace may want similar extensions
and given the circumstances being the same the local authority should be consistent
with their approach with any consideration of similar future proposal. In such a
circumstance a Planning Authority would need to carefully consider the potential of

: creating a precedent, particularly when making a decision conflicting with established

policy due to the fact that there are identical situations which may arise.

The strength of the “precedent’” argument is however reduced where the
circumstances are unlikely to be replicated and/or where policies exist which require

treating each proposal on its own merits.

The granting of permission in this case wouid not create a precedent for similar wind
turbine development as each turbine proposal would need to be very carefully

considered on its own merits having full regard to the very specific site and
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5.18

5.19

5.20

surrounding circumstances which cannot be replicated elsewhere given the differing

nature and characteristics of the countryside.

Indeed, the specific characteristics of a wind turbine proposal have the potential to
vary significantly and materially from site to site, or even at a micro scale within a
site, depending upon:

» The visibility of the turbine in the wider landscape in relation to contextual
features, both natural and manmade, its visibility from key viewpoints and well
used public access routes and roads;

» The visibility an impact upon setting of heritage assets, where views can be
affected by locating a turbine inside or outside a particular field of view and
the presence or otherwise of inventing topography, vegetation or structures;

» The impact upon local ecological interests and wildlife. Even a few metres
difference at a local level can make a material difference in relation to
disturbance to bat flight paths, for example;

» Impact upon residential amenity, whereby the orientation of a dwellinghouse'’s
windows and views from habitable rooms, shadow flicker etc will be very
different from site to site, or even in considering relocating a turbine within a
particular field. It cannot be said that two turbines, even of the same size,
would have the same residential impact at differing sites due to the variation
in intervisibility between the house and the turbine, the orientation of the
house, the distance between the property and the turbine, the intervening
vegetation, the intervening topography and difference in levels, the use of the
rooms in the house, the amount and type and function of fenestration etc;

» Grid connection and access track works will vary on a site-by-site basis;
» Background noise levels can vary considerably;

> Aviation and interference with radar can vary considerably; and

» Interference with wireless telecommunications can vary considerably.

All of these valid planning considerations will mean that each site, (or even a different
application for a wind turbine within the same field but in a slightly different location),
will need to be carefully evaluated and appraised on a case-by-case basis. There
can be no proper application of a precedent argument when there are so many
different, valid but highly variable material planning considerations to apply and
appraise for each scheme.

It is noted that the failure to be able to apply precedent in the case of wind turbines
was supported by an Inspector in England in the Lincolnshire Fens, where

construction of eight wind turbines and associated infrastructure were proposed. The
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Inspector made it clear that allowing the appeal would not create a precedent
because each site differed and any cumulative impact would be a material
consideration, see South Holland 19/05/2003 DCS No 051-066-170.

5.21 The LPA’s stated concern that their decision may be used in the future on other
similar scaled development is not supported with any evidence. A judge stated in the
case of Poundstretcher Ltd v SoS and Liverpool City Council 10/06/1988 “where
precedent was relied on, mere fear and generalised cbncern was not enough. There
had to be evidence in one form or another in order to support an objection on the

grounds precedent”.

5.22 The third reason for refusal which is based on the allegation that an undesirable
precedent would be created is therefore invalid due to differing particular
characteristics of each site and its setting which means that each wind turbine

proposal must be very carefully assessed on its own individual merits and effects.
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6. OTHER MATERIAL CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 This section examines the various material considerations which will assist in

determining the acceptability of the current Appeal proposals.

Global Warming and Climate Change

6.2 Many analyses of the climate change problem, now including the UN Climate
Change Conference in Bali (December 2007) and Cancun (December 2010) and the
Stern Review (2006), have underlined the need to act now to reduce carbon
emissions. Renewable energy is one of the few supply-side options that can make a

major difference to emissions in the short term in the UK.

The Stern Review — Financial Implications of Global Warming

6.3 The government-commissioned Stern Review into the financial impact of global
warming was published in October 2006 and made hard-hitting statements about the

human, environmental and economic costs of climate change.

6.4  Sir Nicholas Stern, a former World Bank economist, said in his 700-page report that
industrial countries cannot afford not to take action on climate change. He warned
that dealing with the floods, storms and rising sea levels caused by global warming
could plunge the world into an economic crisis similar to the Great Depression in the
1930’s. He said that although dealing with climate change could cost one per cent of
world GDP, not doing anything could cost 20 times more. The Report states:

“Delaying action, even by a decade or two, will take us into
dangerous territory. We must not let this window of
opportunity close. There is still time to avoid the worst
impacts of climate change, if we act now and act
internationally. Governments, businesses and individuals all
need to work together to respond to the challenge. Strong,
deliberate policy choices by governments are essential to

motivate change.”
6.5  This message from Stern has been welcomed across the political spectrum.

6.6 Indeed following the Climate talks at Cancun, Mexico (December 2010) the Climate
Change Minister Chris Huhne said in a ministerial speech to parliament that “a global
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climate deal is in the UK’s national interest and Cancun shows other countries also
want to get on with getting an international deal”. He continued that, “expectations
have been exceeded and a global deal on climate change is now back on track.
We've got to use this momentum to make urgent progress and lock down that deal —

a deal that will benefit our environment and our economies”,

6.7 Following on from Chris Huhne's speech, the Climate Change Minister (Greg Barker)
added:

“Cancun will send a strong signal of confidence to business
investing billions in the new global green economy. British
companies are poised to reap the huge advantage of being
the first movers in this rapidly expanding market. We will be
working in partnership with the private sector to drive home
that opportunity.”

6.8 As such it can be seen that the focus on climate change, its causes and solutions, is
very much a political heavyweight issue with significant steps being made towards its
resolution. This momentum now needs to be transferred into practice with the

promotion and development of renewable energy schemes at the local level.

European Energy Policy

6.9 At a European level, there is the agreed commitment to reduce carbon emissions by
20% by 2020, compared to 1990 levels. Following the Energy Review Report in
2006, the European Council agreed to a European strategy to further improve energy

security and to reduce carbon emissions. In March 2007, it was agreed to commit to:

» Saving 20% of the EU’s energy consumption by 2020 compared to current

projections; and

¢ A binding target of reducing carbon emissions by 20% by 2020 and by 30% in

the context of international action.

6.10 The European Commission published the 20 20 by 2020 package in January 2008
and the EU Climate and Energy package was formally agreed in April 2009. This
package commits the European Union (EU) to the 20% reduction in its carbon
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emissions and to achieving a target of deriving 20% of the EU’s final energy

consumption from renewable sources by 2020.

6.11 The renewables target is confirmed in the Commission’s Directive on the promotion
of the use of energy from renewable sources. In order to achieve the overall EU
renewable energy target of 20% the proposal includes individual targets for each
Member State. The UK's legally binding obligation is 15% of energy coming from
renewable sources by 2020.

UK Energy Policy - Energy White Paper (2007

6.12 Published in May 2007 “Meeting the Challenge — The Energy White Paper’
establishes the government’s energy strategy for the foreseeable future. The
document builds on the themes and issues raised in the Energy Review. A clear
statement of Government policy, the strategy set down in this document contains a
number of key elements of relevance to the consideration of this planning application.
Section 5.3 of the White Paper addresses policy on renewables and starts with a
simple statement.

“Renewable energy has a key role to play in reducing carbon
emissions and achieving security of supply.”

6.13 The White Papér recognises the progress which renewable energy has made to
reducing emissions but goes on to address directly the barriers that it notes are
slowing the rate of renewable deployment in the UK in both the short and long term.
Under the heading of ‘planning’ the White Paper sets down how the government
expects the planning system to respond. In relation to commercial wind energy

developments the government's actions are as follows:

» Underlining that applicants will no longer have to demonstrate either the
overall need for renewable energy or for their particular proposal to be sited in
a particular location; and

¢ Giving a clear steer to planning professionails and local authority decision
makers, that in considering applications they should look favourably on
renewable energy developments.
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6.14 The White Paper goes on to place into policy the “Statement of Need” previously

published in the energy review. The statement states:

“We remain committed to the important role renewables has
to play in helping the UK meet its energy policy goals. In this
publication we are reiterating previous commitments we have
made, not least in the 2003 Energy White Paper on the
importance of renewable generation and the supporting
infrastructure. We intend this to reconfirm the UK
Government policy context for planning and consent
decisions on renewable generation projects. As highlighted in
the July 2006 Energy Review Report 150, the UK faces
difficult challenges in meeting its energy policy goals.
Renewable energy as a source of low carbon, indigenous
electricity generation is central to reducing emissions and
maintaining the reliability of our energy supplies at a time
when our indigenous reserves of fossil fuels are declining
more rapidly than expected. A regulatory environment that
enables the development of appropriately sited renewable
projects, and allows the UK to realise its extensive renewable
resources, is vital if we are to make real progress towards our

challenging goals.

New renewable projects may not always appear to convey
any particular local benefit, but they provide crucial national
benefits. Individual renewable projects are part of a growing
proportion of low carbon generation that provides benefits
shared by all communities both through reduced emissions
and more diverse supplies of energy, which helps the
reliability of our supplies. This factor is a material
consideration to which all participants in the planning system
should give significant weight, when considering renewable
proposals. These wider benefits are not always immediately
visible to the specific locality in which the project is sited.
However, the benefits to society and the wider economy as a

whole are significant and this must be reflected in the weight
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given to these considerations by decision makers in reaching

their decisions.

If we are to maintain a rigorous planning system that does not
disincentivise investment in renewable generation, it must
also enable decisions to be taken in reasonable time.
Decision makers should ensure that planning applications for
renewable energy development are dealt with expeditiously

while addressing the relevant issues.

6.15 The Scottish Government is committed to promoting the increased use of renewable
energy sources. This commitment recognises renewables potential to support
economic growth. It also provides new opportunities to enhance our manufacturing
capacity and to provide new employment, not least in the remote and rural areas.
This Government has set clear targets for renewable electricity. The First Minister
wants renewable sources to generate the equivalent of 100 per cent of
Scotland’'s gross annual electricity consumption by 2020. Similarly, a target
has been set for renewables sources to provide the equivalent of 11 per cent of
Scotland's heat demand by 2020.

6.16 The Government wants targets to be exceeded rather than merely met, and not to be
viewed as a cap on what renewables can deliver. It is important that momentum
towards the 2020 target and beyond is maintained. This will require many more
technologies to start playing a major role - for example, marine energy and biomass
energy. The 2020 Routemap for Renewable Energy in Scotland presents actions
which are focussed on targets, within the current development of UK regulatory
support, arguing constructively for the UK Government to ensure that such support
matches Scotland's ambitions. ‘

6.17 The main driver behind renewable electricity development in Scotland, now and over
the coming years, is the Renewables Obligation (Scotland), or ROS. This mechanism
places an obligation on electricity suppliers to provide an increasing amount of their
electricity supplied from eligible renewable sources. The targets should be met by as

wide a range of renewable sources as possible.
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Case Officer’s Report of Handling

6.18 The Case Officer's Report of Handling covers all those issues considered pertinent to
the application/appeal.

6.19 Those matters which were considered acceptable by the Officer and not rejected as
part of the reasons for refusal are recounted below. They relate to a number of

technical matters which add weight to the acceptability of the proposals.
Cumulative Impact

6.20 The Case Officer shares the view that the proposed turbine would not have a
significant cumulative impact in relation to 6 wireframes, namely Burnfoot Wind Farm,
Green Knowes Wind Farm, Lochelbank Wind Farm, Griffin Wind Farm, Stewart
Tower and Calliacher given the distances between the developments and location of

the proposals.
Compatibility with Existing land uses
6.21 The Case Officer stated

“l have no concerns regarding the impact that the turbine will have on commercial
activities on land, and in terms of the impacts on any residential property is approx
500m from the site”

Protected Species/Habitats

6.22 An assessment was carried out on the potential impact on wildlife and the case
officer was satisfied this had been carried out adequately and considered the
proposal was consistent with the Development Plan Policies

Cultural Heritage

6.23 There are a number of cultural heritage sites with a wide proximity of the site
however it was considered by the officer assessing the application that the proposal
was unlikely to have any significant impact on those surrounding cultural sites and

therefore consistent with the relevant development plan policies.
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Shadow Flicker

6.24 Shadow Flicker is the casting of a shadow over neighbouring properties caused by
the rotating blades of the turbine. With the closest residential proximity approximately
500m away it was considered not to be any notable effects on residential amenity in

relation to shadow flicker.
Aviation Lighting

6.25 The MOD were consulted during the application and advised they had no objections

to proposal but requested further information if planning permission were to be given.
Noise

6.26 A Noise Assessment was submitted to the Council alongside the planning application
submission. The Council's Environmental Health Officer has advised the predicted
levels of noise from the proposed turbine would not unduly impact on the nearest

neighbouring properties.
Road/Access Issues

6.27 An assessment of the existing road infrastructure and identified proposed access
route for the delivery of the turbine and associated construction traffic accompanied
the original planning application submission, along with a Traffic Report identifying a
number of road widening works which would need to be carried out. The Council’s
Road Engineers reviewed the submitted information and advised that proposed route
appeared to be acceptable and although there would be an increase in HGV
movements through the construction phase it was accepted that overall increase

should not unduly impact on traffic safety.
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7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

71 The Appeal is against the decision of Perth and Kinross Council to refuse planning
permission for the erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast at land 550

’ metres South West of Drummick Farm, Glenalmond.

7.2 The relevant policies of the Development Plan have been considered and the three

reasons for refusal rebutted.

7.3 The first and second reasons for refusal concerning impacts on the visual and the
residential amenity of the proposed development has been investigated fully within

the accompanying Landscape Statement.

7.4 In respect of the third reason for refusal, it is further considered that the approval of
this proposal would not set an undesirable precedent and any subsequent planning
proposal of a similar size in the locality would have to be carefully assessed on its
own merits and evaluation of specific impacts with regard to landscape, visual
amenity, heritage, ecology, aviation etc such that approving this proposal therefore
would not undermine the application of relevant Development Plan Policies on a

considered site-by-site and scheme-by-scheme basis by the Council in the future.

7.5 It is considered that the LPA, in reaching its delegated decision, failed to take proper
account of the need for renewable energy and the legally binding requirements
nationally and internationally in balancing the (great) need for renewable energy
when balanced against the (limited) impact on interests of acknowledged importance.
This is a significant Development Plan policy and one which afforded added weight
by virtue of the statements supporting the principle of renewable energy generation in
the NPF2 and SPP.

7.6 It is considered that the proposed turbine at land South West of Drummick Farm
would make a small but valuable contribution to delivering the Government's
sustainability objectives.

7.7 It is considered that the ‘Principle of Development’ has been demonstrated to be
acceptable against the provisions of the Development Plan, particularly in light of the
overwhelming support provided for renewable schemes within national planning
policy. The LPA has confirmed through the Officer's Report of Handling that the
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proposed turbine has been found to be acceptable on a number of technical grounds,

including:
¢ EXxisting cumulative impact
e Compatibility with existing land uses
¢ Protected species/habitats
o Cultural heritage
s Shadow flicker
e Aviation
¢ Noise;
e Road/Access Issues

7.8 In essence, this Review needs to consider the planning balance of the merits and
effects of the proposed scheme. In assessing the potential harm to landscape and
visual and residential amenity, Mr Cook concludes that he considers the proposed
Drummick wind turbine would not give rise to unacceptable landscape and visual
effects and would be an appropriate form and scale of development that could be

successfully accommodated within the local and wider context of the lowlands.

7.9  The proposal is considered to be well sited whereby visual effects are minimised and
consequently the turbine could be effectively accommodated in the landscape. As a
result would contribute to the national need for renewable energy without material

harm to the local environment.

7.10 On the basis of the evidence provided within this Planning Appeal Statement and the
accompanying Landscape Appeal Statement, it is respectfully requested that the
Local Review Body overturn the Officer Delegated Decision and grant planning
permission for the proposed wind turbine at Drummick.
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1. AUTHOR’S QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE

1.1 My name is Andrew Cook and | hold a Bachelor of Arts degree in Geography (BA
Hons) and a Masters Degree in Landscape Design (MLD). | am a Chartered
Lahdscape Architect, Chartered Member of the Landscape Institute (CMLI),
Chartered Environmentalist (CEnv) and Member of the Institute of Environmental

Management and Assessment (MIEMA).

1.2 I am one of the founding Partners of Pegasus Planning Group which was established
in 2003. Since then the company has grown, establishing eight offices across the UK,
employing approximately 150 planning and environmental planning professionals. |
head the environmental planning division in which renewable energy development
accounts for a significant part of the business. The company is both a corporate
member of the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA) and

is registered as an ‘Environmental Registered Assessor’ company.

1.3 | have gained over 20 years of consultancy experience whilst working for a number of
private practices. Prior to establishing Pegasus Planning Group, | was an
Environmental Director at RPS (formerly Chapman Warren Planning Consultants)
where | specialised in addressing environmental planning issues as they related to
large scale strategic projects. | have had considerable experience of and involvement
in a wide range of development and built infrastructure projects throughout the UK,
many of which have involved statutory protected landscapes including National
Parks, Areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) ahd Heritage Coasts as well as
non-statutory local landscape designations. | have presented evidence at public

inquiries on more than 50 occasions to address landscape and visual issues.

14 | am based in the Cirencester office of Pegasus Planning Group where | manage a
team of 18 environmental planners and landscape architects. | am currently involved
with over 100 renewable energy projects, the majority of which are wind energy
developments. These wind energy projects range across a wide spectrum, from
small-to-medium scale wind turbines through to large utility scale wind energy
developments. | am advising over 30 developers on matters concerning

environmental planning with a particular emphasis on landscape and visual matters.

1.5 | advise Renewable UK, the trade association for the wind energy sector, and sit on
several steering groups including the Onshore Strategy Group and the Medium Wind
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Steering Group Committee. | routinely assist Renewable UK in respect of matters
relating to environmental planning. | participated in a series of Natural England (NE)
workshops as part of the consultation relating to the drafting of the ‘Making Space for
Renewable Energy: Assessing Onshore Wind Energy Development’ publication. In
particular | assisted Renewable UK in formulating responses to the Natural England’s
drafts of this document. | have presented a number of papers at conferences in
recent years on environmental issues as they relate to wind energy development and

the planning system, particularly focussing on landscape and visual considerations.

1.6 Pegasus Planning Group were appointed by Renewable UK to assist in the
preparation of planning guidance for Local Planning Authorities with respect to small
scale wind turbines (ranging up to 50kW) in co-ordination with the (as then) Small
Wind Steering Group. As part of that exercise we co-ordinated a range of specialist
consultants in order to prepare the drafting of the Small Wind Planning Guidance.
This guidance is particularly geared towards encouraging Local Planning Authority
Officers to adopt an appropriate and proportionate response to small wind turbine
planning applications. The document is available on Renewable UK's website.

1.7  As a chartered landscape architect | provide professional and impartial advice to
assist a wide range of renewable energy developers. This regularly involves giving
careful consideration to the circumstances relating to each project, its site and its

environs to determine the project’s appropriateness in landscape and visual terms.

1.8 Pegasus recently presented landscape evidence at the Burnt House Farm Public
Inquiry (which was allowed), Kirkharle Public Inquiry (which was dismissed) and
Upper Vaunces Public Inquiry which is pending a decision. Recent wind energy
projects also include the preparation of a Written Statement for the refused
application at South Sharpley, Durham on behalf of Cornwall Light & Power (recently
renamed REG Windpower). This project effectively forms an extension to the two
wind farms (Great Eppleton and High Sharpley) and would provide an additional
capacity of 7.56MW based on 3 number 2.5MW turbines. This project was refused on
visual residential amenity grounds but the appeal was upheld by the Planning
Inspector. Pegasus have been recently successful in securing Planning Permission
for the Sancton Hill Wind Farm which is located in an environmentally sensitive
location within the Yorkshire Wolds, within the East Riding of Yorkshire, where

landscape and visual amenity issues were a key consideration for the Case Officers
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and Members of the Planning Committee. Here, we secured planning consent with
respect to this project addressing the initial concerns raised by the Council in respect

of landscape character issues.

1.9 On behalf of Ecotricity, | have recently appeared as an expert witness at both the
Silton (ongoing) and Lilbourne (allowed) wind farm public inquiries. As part of my
evidence | prepared a residential visual amenity study to assess how the outlook of
local properties would be affected by the wind farm. | also undertook a landscape
sensitivity and capacity study to address concerns relating to the local and wider
landscape.

1.10 | and my landscape architects within my team at Pegasus Environmental undertake

our work in compliance with the Landscape Institute’s Code of Conduct.

1.11 | have been involved in the Drummick proposals since the inception of the current

appeal scheme.
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2, SCOPE OF EVIDENCE

21 This Landscape Statement has been prepared on behalf of the Developer
Clearwinds Ltd. by Pegasus Planning Group in respect of a medium scale wind
turbine (as defined by Scottish Natural Heritage) proposed at Drummick. The Appeal
addresses the Reason for Refusal issued by Perth and Kinross Council.  This
Landscape Statement is to be read in conjunction with the Planning Statement,
prepared by Pegasus Planning which provides the planning context with respect to
the proposal. The Landscape Statement comprises this document together with
separate A4 size appendices, which together specifically address the Reasons for

Refusal with respect to landscape and visual impact assessment matters.

2.2 The landscape Statement explains why in landscape and visual terms it is
considered that the proposed wind energy development is appropriate given its site
and context.

Background to the Appeal

Clearwinds Ltd. submitted an application on 5" March 2012 (Application reference
no. 12/00401/FLL) for a medium scale wind turbine at Drummick, Glenalmond, Perth.

2.3  This Landscape Statement specifically addresses the Reason for Refusal Number 1
and 2 raised by Perth and Kinross Council made in respect of the application as it
relates to landscape and visual issues and the effect of the proposed development
on the Residential Amenity.

2.4 Reason for Refusal 3 which relates to precedent for similar sized developments is
addressed separately in a planning statement prepared by Pegasus Planning.

2.5 The first reason for refusal in the decision notice is as follows:

“As the proposed turbine will have a significant adverse
impact on the visual amenity of the area, which is presently
enjoyed by a host of receptors including (but not exclusively)

existing residential properties and visiting recreational users,
the proposal is contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local

Plan 2001, which seeks to protect existing (visual) amenity
from new developments with the landward area, and

Environmental and Resource Policy 14 of the Perth and
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Kinross Structure Plan 2003 which seeks to protect existing
local environmental quality from inappropriate renewable
energy developments”. (My emphasis)

2.6 The second reason for refusal in the decision notice is as follows:

“As the proposed turbine will potentially have a significant
adverse impact on the residential amenity of existing

residential properties (by virtue of the turbines appearance

and scale when viewed from their properties), the proposal is
contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which

seeks to protect existing (residential) amenity from new

developments within the landward area”.

The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan
and there are no material reasons which justify departing
from the Development Plan”. (My emphasis)

2.7  The statutory consultee the Ministry of Defence (MoD) did not object to the proposed

development.

2.8  Several local organisations: the SMA Glen Protection Group; East Strathearn
Community Council; Glenalmond College; and Methven & District Community
Council objected to the development citing effects on the landscape, cultural heritage

and visual amenity.

2.9  Some local residents object to the proposed wind turbine in landscape and visual

terms.

2.10 This Landscape Statement seeks to address the landscape issues that have been
raised in the Reasons for Refusal and explain why in landscape and visual terms the

proposed wind turbine is considered acceptable for Drummick.

2.11  One of the key considerations is that the proposed development whilst visible from
some locations of the nearby landscape, is located within a landscape which does
not attract any statutory or non statutory landscape designations.

2.12 For the statement the following documents are relied upon:

¢ Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) submitted with the application.
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Perth and Kinross Reasons for Refusal.
Strathearn Local Plan 2001.

Perth and Kinross Structure Plan.

Tayplan June 2012.

2.13 These documents are relied upon to help in the assessment of the wind turbine and

its surrounding environs including:

s Details concerning effects upon landscape elements.
¢ Details concerning effects upon landscape character.

¢ Details concerning effects upon visual amenity and residential amenity.

Valency

2.14 Compliance with the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) requires that
the likely significant effects that have been identified should be assessed to
determine as to whether or not they are positive (beneficial) or negative (adverse) in
nature.

2.15 There is a range of public opinion on whether the landscape and visual impacts of a
wind farm proposal are positive (beneficial) or negative (adverse). Publications such
as 'Public Attitudes to Wind Farms’ (Scottish Executive 2003) and visual surveys
demonstrate that wind farm developments generate a spectrum of public responses
ranging from strongly adverse to strongly positive. Some people consider turbines to
be attractive and welcome such a structure to a landscape while others simply see
them as a ‘blot’ on the landscape and find them objectionable. This range of opinion
from positive to negative is often referred to as the concept of ‘valency’ and has been

discussed and debated at numerous wind farm public inquiries.

2.16 The term valency appeared as guidance within a Durham County Council study
(1996), and recognised that there may be a wide range of responses to wind
turbines, both positive and negative.

2.17 Wind farms do give rise to a considerable range of opinions, ranging from strongly
adverse to strongly positive. This is as true for professional opinions as it is for

members of the public, and from individuals to organisations.

2.18 Whether or not an identified change in a view of the landscape is considered positive,

neutral or negative, it cannot therefore be definitively stated.
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219 It has been demonstrated in a number of public perception studies that, whether or
not the landscape or visual effects will be considered as either positive or negative,
will depend on the personal view of individuals. One such study is the ‘Green On
Green Public Perceptions of Windpower in Scotland and Ireland’, November 2005.
This study demonstrates that public attitudes to wind turbines vary considerably,
ranging from those who see them as beautiful to those who find them unattractive.
The consensus of opinion, however, appears to demonstrate a positive attitude
towards wind energy. The study also found that there was a change in public
perceptions and opinions expressed before construction of a wind farm, when

compared to a more positive view expressed post construction.

Scope of Evidence

2.20 In light of the concerns that have been raised by the parties identified in the
preceding paragraphs, the landscape statement proposes to address a number of
aspects that relate to landscape and visual matters. Having provided an overview in
terms of description of the site and its local context this statement considers how the
wind turbine would have a bearing upon landscape elements associated with site and
its surroundings. The statement also considers how the proposed turbine would
have an effect upon landscape character locally and how the development would
have an effect upon the wider landscape. The statement also addresses how the
proposal would have an effect on residential amenity locally. In considering these
matters the statement explains how the environmental capacity of the local
landscape can effectively accommodate the proposed wind turbine.  Relevant
planning policies are reviewed to explain how the proposals would be in accordance

with the Development Plan.

221 There are two main elements to the proposed development — the wind turbine and
the anemometry mast. However, the movement of the wind turbine blades mounted
on the tower normally forms the most noticeable elements of the wind energy
development and therefore it is the turbine itself that | focus upon within my
statement. The anemometry mast would be replaced by the wind turbine itself after

the monitoring period.

2.22  Should the Appeal be upheld and the proposed development be implemented, there
are three stages (construction, operation and decommissioning) that may give rise to

landscape and visual effects. Whilst the construction and decommissioning stages
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are worthy of note, they are considered to be of less importance in comparison to the
operational stage as they are relatively short in duration. Consequently, it is the
operational phase of the project that | focus upon for the purposes of my review and

statement.
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3. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSALS

3.1 The proposal as described within Section 1 of the Environmental Reports
Compendium (February 2012) and Section 4 of the Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment Report includes for the erection of a single wind turbine up to 77 m to
blade tip height above existing ground level for a period of 25 years and for the
erection of an anemometry mast of up to 50 m above ground level for an 18 month
period on land at Drummick, Glenalmond, Perth.

3.2  The turbine would have a hub height of approximately 50 m and a height to the blade
tip from ground level of approximately 77 m. The rotor diameter would be some 54 m,
with a blade length of approximately 27 m.

3.3 The exterior finish of the proposed turbine would be a non-reflective off white which is
a typical finish to wind turbines within the UK subject to approval by Perth and
Kinross Council.

3.4  Access for construction and maintenance would be from the adjoining C classified

road south of Drummick Farm and an on-site track.
3.5 Electric cable connection to the grid would be underground.

3.6 No trees or hedges would have to be removed in order to erect the proposed wind
turbine.

3.7  The wind turbine is designed to be operational for a limited period of 25 years and
then decommissioned. It can be decommissioned readily at the end of its operational
life span and the landscape of the site would be fully restored to its pre-development
state. Along with the removal of the turbine, the concrete foundations can be dug out
to a depth of 600mm to ensure that the site can return to agriculture. The time limited
nature of wind turbines is an important consideration when having regard to
klandscape and visual effects given the developments’ reversibility enabling a site to
return to its original state.
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4. DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE AND THE SURROUNDING AREA

Description of Site

4.1 A description of the site and its surrounding area is set out in the Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment Report paragraphs 3.1 to 3.34 (application

documentation).

4.2 The appeal site is located within fields on land known as Drummick situated
approximately 1km south of the B8063 near Glenalmond (Appendix A of the LVIA).
The fields are currently used for grazing. The fields exhibit few perceptible high
points and are distinctly level at approximately 200 metres Above Ordnance Datum
(AOD). There are no footpaths, bridieways, highways or other public rights of way
through the site, nor any buildings within the appeal site boundary (Appendix A of the
LVIA).

4.3 The proposed wind turbine would be located 370 m west of a C classified road south
of Drummick Farm and at equal distances from the north western and the south
eastern boundaries of the irregular shaped field. The boundaries around the field
consist of post and wire fencing (Appendix A of the LVIA).

4.4 Mature forestry runs adjacent to the site boundary south of the site forming a degree
of visual enclosure to the appeal site (Appendix A of the LVIA).

45  Overhead pylon and transmission lines cross the fields and access track to the east
of the proposed wind turbine forming a visually prominent vertical and horizontal

element within the surrounding landscape.

4.6 The closest National Scenic Area (NSA) is located some 15km northeast of the
appeal site.

4.7 It is considered that only close proximity to a listed building may potentially affect the
designation or its settings. There are two Grade A and 10 Grade B listed buildings
within 5 kilometres of the proposed development. Listed buildings identified through
desktop studies were Grade A and B only and those located within the 2 kilometre
zone were likely to be affected by the proposed development due to screening effect
of nearby vegetation.
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4.8 There are no other statutory or non statutory designations within close proximity to

the appeal site that will be adversely affected by the proposed development.
5. EFFECT ON LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

5.1 The proposed turbine would result in limited change in the visual amenity and
landscape character associated with the surrounding area. Such change in this

regard is | consider not in itself a reason for dismissing the appeal.

5.2  The Inspector at Sober Hill Inquiry (APP/E2001/A/09/2101421) CD103 noted that

landscapes are dynamic systems constantly changing and noted that:

“Whilst the landscape is a fine resource, the changing character of the

landscape also needs to be recognised. As N. Fairbrother expressed it: “the

countryside is not an inert composition like a painted picture, but is a living
entity which cannot survive as a museum piece”. The Yorkshire Wolds in the
vicinity of the site do not currently include wind turbines and the development
proposal would amount to a sizeable change in land use and appearance.
However the thrust of PPS 7 is that the rural areas have to include a living and
working dimension. To my mind, that means they will always have to
accommodate some change.” (my emphasis)

5.3 The landscape is dynamic and ever-changing, responding to how ecosystems react
to the climate and how man manages the environment in terms of management and

maintenance regimes.

5.4 A description of the landscape character areas and an assessment of the potential
effect on the landscape character of the wider landscape is set out within the
submitted application LVIA Section 6 paragraphs 6.1 to 6.22. | proceed to review the
site’s local character context. The application LVIA explains that the site and the
surrounding landscape which is predominantly rural would have the potential to

accommodate a medium wind turbine of the scale proposed.

5.5  The character of the local landscape is summarised in the bullet points beneath:

» A85 main road prominent in the landscape.
e C Class road links.
¢ Fields, small, medium and large in scale.

¢ Hedges on lower slopes and walls on upper slopes.

DBJ/AC/CIR.C.0362 23" August 2012 : 11

897



Landscape Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd.
Drummick Wind Turbine, Glenalmond, Perth

Pegasus

Envircm_n‘@y

5.6

5.7

5.8

e Low ridges and hills separating lowland straths and adjoining the nearby uplands.

¢ Extensive woodland, including forestry plantations.

s Topographically the area is transitional in character with pastures on lower
slopes, giving way to rough grazing and even open mooriand.

¢ Telecoms masts

» Electricity Pylons.

o Evidence of several phases of historic settlement.

¢ |nfluence of modern development.

o Sparse scatter of Farmsteads.

¢ Large Farm buildings.

¢ Landscape is punctuated with a number of isolated residential properties.

» There are a number of access tracks.

Site and its Immediate Surroundings

The location of the appeal site and the proposed wind turbine is at the cusp of two
different landscape character types as identified within the Scottish Natural Heritage
Landscape Character Assessment (1999). There is the Lowland Hills landscape
character type and the Broad Valley Lowlands landscape character type.
Consequently the appeal site, can be considered to be within a transitional landscape

which in term is within the transitional landscape from the highlands to the lowlands.

The variation and differences that occur within the identified landscape character
types is a result of comparatively coarse grain scale appraisal of the assessment
study areas. Landscape Character Assessments have always had to make some
compromises through what is termed a ‘best fit analysis’ in order to place landscapes
within broadly homogenous landscape types or areas. This is a widely accepted
approach that is generally reliable, but it is at the periphery of such landscape
character areas and at their boundaries where the characterisation of landscapes

becomes less reliable.

It is evident, when reviewing these landscape character types that the line dividing
them is not a definitive one, as for instance would be the case if the appeal site were
in a coastal location. The apparently definitive dividing line of the A85 main road
between the two character types, does not reflect a marked change. Rather the
alignment of the roadway is in itself arbitrary in landscape character terms having

DB/AC/CIR.C.0362 23" August 2012 12

898



Landscape Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd.
Drummick Wind Turbine, Glenalmond, Perth

Pegasus

Envimny

5.9

5.10

5.11

being determined not by the character of the landscape through which it is passing

but by engineering alignment requirements.
Local Character Assessment

The local character assessment classifies the site in the Lowland Hills Landscape
Character Type (Refer to appendix E of the LVIA). Key landscape characteristics
include:

o Low ridges and hills separating lowland straths and adjoining the

nearby uplands;
« Composed of soft, red sandstones;

s Transitional character with pastures on lower slopes, giving way to

rough grazing and even open mooriand;
¢ Evidence of several phases of historic settlement;
¢ Extensive woodland, including forestry plantations; and

¢ Influence of modern development.

It goes on to note under the heading “Land Use” that there are remains of thousands
of years of settlement and land use, such as prehistoric remains and gateways. The
assessment notes that agriculture predominates the area and there are signs of
modern development including busy the busy A9 corridor and several large
telecommunication masts which form major landmarks and which exploit the hills
proximity to the settled lowland.

Under the heading Tall Structures (para 5.6.14 pg 168) the assessments make
special note of the high voltage pylon lines that cross the area and the masts that are
sited on high ground overlooking Perth, stating there may be pressure for additional

masts as telecommunications traffic grows.

Within the tall structures heading the assessment recognises that due to the lower
level of perceived constraint, together with the proximity to the existing electrical
distribution network, the area could withstand wind turbine development and avoid
the need to locate turbines in the more sensitive upland areas. The assessment does
however note that insensitive development could conflict the rural character of the
area. (para 5.6.15 pg 169)
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5.12 The assessment identifies guidelines which reflect the sensitivities of the landscape
and the pressures for change acting upon it. Within a section named Tall Structures,

the assessment states:

“Encourage the development of a regional strategy for renewable energy,
including wind power, in order that the most appropriate types of development

areas come forward”

5.13 In 2005 Perth and Kinross published its “Supplementary Planning Guidance for Wind
Energy Proposals in Perth and Kinross”. In the context of the document, which gives
additional guidance for the planning of wind energy developments, the Perth and
Kinross area is separated in to two distinct areas, Sensitive Areas where there was a
presumption against wind development and Broad Search Areas where there would

be support for appropriate wind developments.

5.14 The appeal site lies within the Broad Search Areas, as such the proposed
development which is the subject of the appeal should be assessed against these

guideline criteria.

Character of the site and surrounding landscape

5.15 It is important to review the site’s local landscape character to establish how the wind
turbine would affect the local landscape.

5.16 The character of the surrounding local landscape has also been assessed as
advocated in “Supplementary Planning Guidance for Wind Energy Proposals in Perth
and Kinross” to determine to what extent this environment could accommodate a
wind turbine of the type proposed. The landscape forms a lowland agricultural

landscape punctuated with varied forms of built infrastructure.

Landscape Scale

5.17 This medium scale dimension to the landscape forms a suitable immediate

landscape context for the proposed medium scale wind turbine.
Landform

5.18 The local landscape is undulating but is punctuated with a network of low ridges and
hills. Small valleys have been cut into the underlying geology creating a series of
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convex ridges and valleys. This undulating nature of the landscape enables the
topography to frequently screen views of built infrastructure in the area to a

significant degree including the proposed wind turbine.

Landscape Enclosure

5.19 The site falls within an area of fields and plantation which extend across a landscape
where the field pattern tends to be irregular and boundaries defined by plantation or
hedges and fencing. Therefore the landscape exhibits a sense of visual semi

enclosure.

Complexity of Land Cover and Features

5.20 The local landscape is generally complex with a network of fields and plantations
which tend to be larger and more regular in scale. The most distinctive features are

large areas of plantation which characterise the local area.

5.21 The landscape in the vicinity of the site is gently undulating and exhibits a complex
form. The field in which the turbine is located benefits from a degree of enclosure that

aids in reducing visual sensitivity.

Human Influence

5.22 The landscape to the south of the site exhibits a transport corridor which is
dominated by the A85 but also exhibits a network of minor and smaller highways and
country lanes.

5.23 The landscape is punctuated by a series of large settliements such as Crieff and
Perth and small settlements including Harrietfield, Methven and Fowlis Wester. Also
associated with this landscape there is a significant amount of built
form/infrastructure including masts, overhead power lines and electricity pylons.
Other human influences include a number of Hamlets and farmsteads with
associated structures. All these elements of built form collectively punctuate the
landscape to emphasise that whilst it is an agricultural landscape, it is nonetheless
punctuated with built infrastructure to a high degree. Examples of the vertical
influence of manmade structures can be seem in Viewpoint 9 (Appendix F of the
LVIA) ‘
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5.24 Existing constructed or under construction wind turbines are evident throughout the
surrounding area, such as Griffin Forest (15.7km), Calliacher (18.9km), Green
Knowes (18.8km) and Lochelbank (19.9km) and whilst not within close proximity to
the proposed development itself add a context to the area which means the proposed

turbine is not out of character with the surrounding landscapes.

5.25 The proposals would not materially change the profile of human influence associated
with this landscape. The existing variety and extent of the built infrastructure provide

character context for the proposal.

Skylines and Setting

5.26 Much of the built form infrastructure such as masts, electricity pylons and overhead
power lines are visually evident against the skylines within this local landscape. The
proposed wind turbine at Drummick would be seen in the context of the existing local

skylines.
Visibility and Views

5.27 Analysis of the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) indicates that in theory much of
this landscape would be visually affected by the existing wind farms. (Appendix C of
the LVIA)

5.28 It is evident from this assessment that whilst the ZTV appears extensive, to the south
east the actual zone of visibility, or the visual envelope, associated with the proposed
wind turbine would be restricted and views would generally be limited in number. This
is due to combination of the topography and the layering effect of existing intervening

vegetation and structures.

5.29  Within views over 5 kilometres from the landownership boundary, the proposed wind
turbine would be seen only as one element within a wider panoramic and composite
landscape that already contains a number of existing infrastructure elements and
features.

Historic and Cultural Environment

5.30 There are a wide range of notable historic and cultural heritage features across the

landscape such as prehistoric remains and gateways. These include stone circles,
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standing stones and several cairns and hut circles. However, the site itself does not

have any such valuable resources.

Summary

5.31 Having looked in detail at the local character assessment of the proposed
development site and assessed the criteria set out | have come to the following

conclusions.

5.32  In published national character studies the site surrounding landscape falls within the
Tayside Lowland Hills landscape character assessment. The studies consistently
identify the key characteristics of this landscape as low ridges and hills. The site lies
on working settled agricultural landscape punctuated throughout with a wide variety
of built infrastructure including overhead pylons that run through the site itself. In
many respects it forms quite a transitional landscape adjoining the higher sensitivity
surrounding uplands, and is less sensitive in landscape terms. Much of it is not

subject to any statutory or non-statutory, local landscape designations.

5.33 No statutorily protected designated landscapes (National Parks/ National Scenic
Areas) would be significantly affected and no Historic Gardens and Designed
Landscapes would experience significant effects.

5.34 The character assessment and analysis contained in the LVIA submitted with the
application and the assessment noted in this statement illustrates that the
predominantly agricultural landscape surrounding the site is able to satisfactorily
accommodate a wind turbine of the type proposed. The general character of buiit
infrastructure in the rural landscape is reflected by the presence of pylons and
telecoms masts in the surrounding locality. There would be no material change to
the overriding characteristics of the landscape, such as low ridges and hills,
agriculture, extensive woodland and influence of modern development, with the
proposed development in place. The introduction of the turbine with movement of the
blades would not materially change prevailing character associated with the local
landscape.

5.35 In respect of landscape character it is relevant that | clarify my findings to this aspect
of the assessment. Direct effects on landscape character can occur within the

landscape character type in which the wind turbine is sited. Indirect effects can occur
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to the landscape character of adjoining landscape types, through perception of the
wind turbine. Significant effects on landscape character can occur either directly or
indirectly in this way. | consider that there will be significant effects on the landscape
character of parts of the two LCTs that immediately surround the site (Lowland Hills
and Broad Valley Lowlands), but that these effects will diminish within a distance of
5km to 6km from the turbine to a not significant level. | consider that the defining
characteristics and integrity of the overall LCTs will not be significantly affected, such
that they would become defined by the wind turbine. The effects on landscape
character are therefore of a localised nature and do not extend to the whole of the
LCTs.
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6. EFFECT UPON LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS AND FEATURES

6.1 An assessment of the degree to which the landscape elements associated with the
appeal site would be affected by the single medium scale wind turbine is assessed

within the application LVIA in paragraph 4.9 page 10.

6.2 The Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Second Edition)
defines ‘elements’ as:

“the individual elements that make up the landscape, including
prominent or eye-catching features such as hills, valleys, woods, trees
and hedges, ponds, buildings and roads. They are generally quantifiable
and can be easily described.” (GLVIA page 12)

6.3 In contrast the same document defines ‘features’ specifically as:

“A prominent eye-catching element, for example, wooded hilltop or
church spire” (GLVIA page 120)

6.4 It should, however, be noted that in many guidance and policy documents the terms
‘element’ and ‘feature’ are often used synonymously.

6.5 There would be no significant loss of any of the landscape elements/features that are
characteristic of the appeal site. No existing trees, hedges or fences within the
appeal site and along its boundaries would be removed during the construction or

operational phases of the proposed development.

6.6  As part of the appeal scheme proposals those characteristic elements of the appeal
site in the form of trees would be enhanced through new, additional, tree planting
near the properties south east of the appeal site’s south eastern boundary. The long
term effect of such new planting would be to provide further visual containment of the

proposed turbine from these residential properties (Appendix H of the LVIA).

6.7  The appeal site would continue functioning as a grazing field with the proposed wind
turbine in place. At the end of its proposed lifecycle the turbine would be
decommissioned and there would be the opportunity if so desired to return the
appeal site to a substantially unaltered state from that existing originally.
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6.8 The physical characteristics of the proposed wind turbine would give it a light
‘footprint’ which would enable the wind turbine to be effectively accommodated into
the landscape without causing significant change to the actual fabric of the appeal
site. As the information provided within the application LVIA ~ Site Location Layout
and Plan indicates a relatively small area of land would be required to accommodate
the wind turbine and access track and the main landscape elements and features,
the hedges and tree cover, would be retained. There would be a slight local
landscape effect (in terms of degree of significance) upon landscape

elements/features.

6.9 Similarly, the physical works involved in the construction stage of the proposals
would be limited to within the appeal site, with the exception of the underground grid
connection cable. There are no further off site works proposed. Therefore the physio-
geographical elements and features of the landscape would remain physically
unchanged. Consequently, the site's immediate visual appearance and characteristic

elements as such would remain unchanged.

6.10 In my opinion, as the majority of the landscape elements and features which currently
define the appeal site and the wider landscape would remain with the wind turbine in
operation this would cause no unacceptable harm to the landscape fabric of the site.
With minimal physical change to the character of the site and to the wider landscape
as result of the proposed turbine being in place the actual physical change would be

minimised.
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7. VISUAL AMENITY

Effects on General and Recreational Visual Amenity

7.1 The public’s appreciation of views from the countryside is mainly gained from public
vantage points. The two main ways in which members of the public can gain an
appreciation of views when in the countryside are from public highways and by using
the network of Public Rights of Way in conjunction with Access Land and National

Cycle Networks and various recreational walks which pass through the landscape.

Assessments of Effects of Visual Amenity within 1 km

7.2 In terms of public highways there is a C classified road and various unclassified
roads within 1 km of the appeal site. As motorists are travelling through the
landscape in this locality, their visual experience will essentially be a sequential one,
as users of the highways pass through the landscape experiencing constantly

changing views as they travel, generally at a relatively high speed.

7.3 | would accept that where there are occasional lines of sight and visibility between
these highways and the proposed wind turbine and that where visible the turbine
would be visually evident when in close proximity to the receptor.

74 However, lengths of these roads are flanked by treecover. Consequently, the
motorist will regularly find that views are channelled along the orientation of the

highway because of the flanking vegetation and/or changes in the local topography.

7.5  The orientation of the roadways and the direction of travel will determine the primary
channel of view. As a consequence, given the orientation of the public roadways,
many views would be channelled away from the proposed wind turbine along the
orientation and line of the public roadway and thereby only allow limited opportunities
to gain views of the wind turbine from oblique angles, which would often fall within
peripheral vision.

7.6  As a single turbine there would be views of the landscape beyond and as a
consequence views would not terminate on the turbine itself but upon the landscape
beyond in many cases. Therefore whilst the wind turbine would be visible from some
locations along these roadways within 1 km, the turbine would not materially detract

from the receptor’s visual appreciation for the landscape and its character.
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7.7 In terms of public rights of way these are limited within 1 km of the proposed wind
turbine. There are no long distance public rights of way which are promoted as

recreational long distance walks.

7.8 Public rights of way and their routes tend to have regard to the field pattern and field
boundaries and as a consequence these routes tend to be flanked by hedgerows and
treecover in the local landscape. The local gently undulating topography of the
landscape between the public rights of way and the proposed wind turbine
collectively with the vegetation would assist to militate against the visibility of the
turbine.

7.9  Where potential views of the proposed turbine have been identified the turbine would
typically be seen in the context of the context of pylons that run to the north of the
proposed wind turbine.

7.10 As a consequence users of these public rights of way would continue to have an
appreciation of the landscape which would not be unacceptably affected with the

turbine in place.

Assessment of Effects on Visual Amenity from 1-2 km

7.11  Beyond 1 km distance from the turbine, up to approximately 2 km, the physical
distance and separation between visual receptors and the turbine would reduce the
visual profile and presence of the turbine where visible. However, the blocks of
woodland within the local landscape would restrict and limit potential views from

public highways and public rights of way beyond 1 km distance.

7.12 Where potential views are possible from the south looking towards the Highland
Boundary Fault then these are most likely to be of the blade tips above the trees and
would not have an unacceptably harmful effect upon the character and visual

amenity of the landscape.

Assessment of Effects on Visual Amenity between 2 and 5 km

7.13 Between 2 and 5 km of the appeal site the combination of undulating topography and
woodland blocks would restrict the potential to observe the proposed wind turbine
from the south and from large parts of the west and east. This wider landscape to the
south also includes a degree of other existing infrastructure including the A85, pylons
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7.14

7.15

7.16

and telegraph poles which would be more visually prominent in local views than the
turbine itself.

Assessments of Effects on Visual Amenity bevond 5 km

Due to the nature of the land form in the area visibility beyond 5km is limited to views
from the south east. From this south east location intervening woodland in the
landscape between the receptor and the proposed turbine would limit views to the
blades of the turbine above the woodland. Infrastructure such as the A85 and its
associated traffic movement which lies between this location and the proposed
turbine would be more visually prominent than the proposed turbine. Where the blade
tips are visible above the mature tree line then the sense of movement produced by
the proposed turbine and perceived by a visual receptor would essentially be no
different to that of any other intermittently glimpsed sources of movement such as
traffic along the A85. Therefore, the proposed turbine would not have an
unacceptably harmful effect upon the character and visual amenity of the landscape.

It is important to note that three major roads, where the vast majority of travellers will
experience the landscape, the A85, the A9 and the A822 all pass through the study
area between 5km and 15km from the proposed turbine. The ZTV (Appendix C of the
LVIA) shows that there is limited to no visibility of the proposed turbine from these
roads, meaning visitors and commuters in the area would pass relatively close to the

proposed turbine without ever having sight of it.

The agricultural and woodland landscape within 5 km of the wind farm reveals an
environment which is punctuated with a variety of built infrastructure and man-
managed farming landscape comprising hedgerows, treecover and woodland.
Viewing within 5 km from both public highways and rights of way the turbine, as
proposed, would be visible as an element within wide panoramic views. Nonetheless
in terms of the overall effect that the turbine would have upon the visual amenity
associated with the agricultural landscape, its influence would be limited in many
locations and as a consequence the overall sense of appreciation of the agricultural
landscape would remain materially unchanged with the proposed wind turbine in
place, just as is the case with the existing settlements, highways and other built
infrastructure which currently punctuate this landscape. In overall terms the public
would still be able to appreciate this landscape as a predominantly agricultural

environment with the proposed wind turbine in place.
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Associations

7.17 The environment which forms the local landscape in respect of the appeal site is not
associated with any notable literary or artistic works, nor is the environment
associated with any ‘designed landscapes’ associated with historic parks, gardens or
estates.

Summary

7.18 In close proximity to the wind turbine of this scale, the proposed development would
be visually evident in the local landscape and would be prominent in some views up
to 2km. However, the turbine would invariably be seen in the context of the existing
pylons that run across the site to north, which would in some cases, where close to

the viewer be larger in scale.

7.19 Given the slender nature of the turbine and its design, it affords a high degree of
permeability allowing views through and beyond the turbine to the agricultural
landscape beyond. As a consequence views would not terminate on the turbine
itself, but upon elements and the landscape beyond. Therefore whilst the wind
turbine would be visible and potentially evident for some locations in the immediate
vicinity the turbine does not materially detract from the receptors’ visual appreciation

of the agricultural and woodland landscape and its character.

7.20 The principal mitigating effect at Drummick is the landform around the site itself,
which effectively conceals views of the wind turbine beyond 5km to the north, west
and west south west, which in the case of this study area includes several
settlements and the principal road infrastructure. Consequently, in the 5km-10km
radius zone around the site, in which there can often be significant visual effects,
there is in reality very limited visibility. This can be confirmed by looking at the ZTV
(Appendix C of the LVIA). It is for this reason that most of the significant effects are
contained within a radius of 5km from the site, and indeed closer insofar as the land

to the north of the wind turbine is concerned.

7.21 This is not to say that the effects of the proposed development, that are significant,
are any less important, but simply to put them in a proper context for this type of
development. The qualities of the Drummick site are borne out by the limited number
of significant effects that would arise.
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7.22 lt is important to note that assessments of this type tend to focus on those locations
and receptors where significant effects may arise. It is somewhat inevitable that
locations for viewpoints are chosen where there is a prominent view of the site, and it
is important that these are covered. But it is also important to record that the
viewpoints are not always representative of the general outlook in their vicinity. There
are large parts of the ZTV (Appendix C of the LVIA) within a 10km radius where there
will be no visibility of the wind turbine at all. Many of the areas, with theoretical
visibility, will also in practice be screened by the strong network of woodlands that
characterises the more settled parts of the landscape; for example along the B8063.

7.23 In conclusion the iocal landscape which surrounds the appeal site is quite
unremarkable in terms of its character and appearance. Whilst it is not unattractive,
it is acknowledged that it is situated near some valued landscapes such as the Sma’
Glen yet it does not exhibit any pronounced qualities of natural beauty which is a
reflection of the presence of built infrastructure such as pylons which punctuates the
local landscape. | therefore consider this local landscape is not of high sensitivity and
as such is capable of effectively accommodating the proposed turbine whilst avoiding

any unacceptable harm, with regard to the area’s visual amenity and natural beauty.

DB/AC/CIR.C.0362 23" August 2012 25

911



Pegasus

Landscape Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd. Envirenmental
Drummick Wind Turbine, Glenalmond, Perth y

8. RESIDENTIAL VISUAL AMENITY
Introduction

8.1 The separation between what is a private interest and what should be protected in
the public interest is tolerably clear. This matter has been the subject of particular
focus in wind energy development cases since the decision at Enifer Downs in April
2009. It is acknowledged that the approach adumbrated by Inspector Lavender,
articulated in its fullest form at Carland Cross, should not be regarded as a
mechanistic ‘test’ and has no status in terms of being part of statutory documentation
or planning policy or guidance; however, it is most welcome to adopt a logical,
transparent and objective approach. Whilst residential amenity includes more than
one element including visual, noise and shadow flicker, in its second reason for
refusal, the Council only refer to an unacceptable impact on the visual component,

(by virtue of the turbine’s appearance and scale when viewed from their properties).

8.2  As was pointed out at Burnt House Farm there can be no substitute for site visits to
individual properties so that any likely impacts can be judged in the particular and
unique circumstances of each. Nevertheless, it is helpful to consider the factors and
thresholds of acceptability which have guided decision-makers in planning appeal
decisions.

¢ No individual has the right to a particular view but there comes a point when,
by virtue of the proximity, size and scale of a given development, a residential
property would be rendered so unattractive as a place in which to live that
planning permission should be refused. The test relates to the position which
would pertain with the wind turbine in situ, irrespective of the position
beforehand; in other words, the test is not whether in relative terms, a
property would be a “substantially less attractive” place to live. The test is
whether, viewed objectively in the public interest, a property would become
an unattractive place in which to live. This situation, which, if left unchecked
would lead to very undesirable consequences, was explicitly dealt with by
Inspector Lavender at Carland Cross.

o The public interest is engaged because it would not be right in a civil society
to force persons to live in a property, which, viewed objectively, the majority of
citizens would consider to be unattractive. The test is concerned with an
assessment of living conditions as they would pertain with the wind farm built,
irrespective of the starting point. At Burnt House Farm, the Secretary of State
found it useful to pose the question whether “would the proposal affect the
outlook of these residents to such an extent i.e. be so unpleasant,
overwhelming and oppressive that this would become an unattractive place to
live?”
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¢ The test of what would be unacceptably unattractive should be an objective
test, albeit that judgement is required in its application in the circumstances of
a particular case.

* There needs to be a degree of harm over and above an identified substantial
adverse effect on a private interest to take a case into the category of refusal
in the public interest. This was expressly endorsed by the Secretary of State
in (paragraph 10) of his decision letter at Burnt House Farm dated 6 July
2011. Changing the outlook from a property is not sufficient. Indeed, even a
fundamental change in outlook is not necessarily unacceptable.

o The visual component of residential amenity should be assessed “in the
round” taking into account factors such as distance from the turbines, the
orientation, size and layout of the dwelling, internal circulation, division
between primary and secondary rooms, garden and other amenity space, arc
of view occupied by the wind farm, views through the turbines and the
availability of screening.

e Each case has to be decided on its own merits but other appeal cases
provide a useful benchmarking exercise. Granting perm|SS|on here would be
entirely in line with such decisions.

8.3  There would be no unacceptable effects on the visual component of residential
amenity in the case of any individual dwelling. At no individual residential property
would the single turbine be visually overbearing, overwhelming or oppressive. Given
the modest scale of the development, location of the turbine, distances involved,
orientation of properties and amenity space and openness of view, any effects on
outlook would not cross the public interest line.

8.4  The proposed turbine would result in change to the local landscape and this would
involve change to the local character and composition of a number of views.
However, change in itself is not unacceptable. Change of this type and magnitude is
an acknowledged impact of a policy of deployment of wind turbines in the Scoftish
countryside. None of the likely significant environmental effects that would result from
the proposed wind turbine would be unacceptable in the public interest which the
planning system is there to preserve.

Approach Adopted for Nearby Properties

8.5 Residential receptors nearby to the site were reviewed as part of the LVIA for the
application. The analysis demonstrated that there are a number of residential
properties located in the area surrounding the appeal site. (Appendix 1)
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8.6 | have established that within a distance equivalent to 5 times tip height (385 metres)
there are no residential properties nor within a separation distance of 6 times tip
height (462 metres). However there are five properties beyond this separation
distance and therefore the range is extended to 770 metres (10 times tip height).
The nearest property is the bungalow located at 505 metres from the turbine.
Drummick Farm located to the north east is 561 metres from the turbine, property 2
at Sluidubh is 597 metres and property 1 at Sluidubh is 630 metres distance. A
further property to the north west is some 683 metres from the turbine (property

number 3).

8.7 | do not consider that the proposed development would give rise to unacceptable
effects upon on the views from residential properties beyond 770 metres from the

turbine.

8.8  Professional judgement has been used to balance the various modifying (militating)
factors and conclusions which are drawn concerning the visual effects on views from
the ground and upper floors of the dwelling and the curtilage for each property and to
determine whether views would result in an ‘overbearing’ effect on the overall
residential visual amenity experienced by the residents of each property such that the

property would become an unattractive place to live when viewed objectively.

8.9 The methodology that is used is the same as that used to conduct landscape and
visual impact assessments, but also takes account of details of each property
concerning: the direction and extent of the view from windows on the relevant
elevations and associated curtilage; the location of windows; elevations of the
property; the vertical and horizontal angle of view available of the turbine; and the
position and extent of intervening features within the landscape (vegetation and built
form) that are likely to influence (militate against) the view. This method requires a
judgement to be made on likely visual effects and whether these effects may be
potentially significant and secondly whether the nature and character of the visual
effects may be considered to be so great, as to be ‘overbearing’ or ‘overwhelming’. It
should be noted that a significant visual effect is not necessarily an unacceptable
effect and therefore should not automatically be assumed to be so.

8.10 My judgement on the likely visual effects on residential receptors draws on over 20
years of experience as a Chartered Landscape Architect conducting landscape and

visual impact assessments for a wide range of developments including wind energy
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projects, and my understanding of decisions reached by Planning Inspectors who
have considered such effects. | also draw on my experience of revisiting

developments once they have been constructed.

8.11 Distance from the site is only one of the factors that should be taken into account

when determining the magnitude of visual impacts on any given residential property.

8.12  Other factors include:
s Whether the primary view of the turbines would be from the ground floor or upper
floor windows or the curtilage;

o Whether the view of the turbine is in a direct or oblique angle given the orientation
of the property;

s The extent to which the view is obstructed by vegetation or landform; and

e The extent to which the current view is influenced by built structures (e.g.
buildings, roads, pylons).

These factors have been appropriately taken into consideration in the residential
study.
Effects on Residential Properties within 770 metres of the proposed turbine (10 x tip
height)

8.13 The sensitivity and magnitude of change for all identified residential visual receptors
has been assessed by Chartered Landscape Architects from Pegasus
Environmental, based on information collected in the field, desktop study, and an

understanding of the criteria set out above.

8.14 | make reference to habitable rooms which correspond to primary living rooms such
as lounge, dining room or kitchen; bedrooms and conservatories. Non-habitable
rooms correspond to circulation areas (such as hallways, corridors, and landings),
toilets, bathrooms and utility rooms. Non-habitable rooms and windows on side
elevations are assessed as having low sensitivity to change.

8.15 Views from ground floor windows on principal elevations of the building are likely to
correspond -to primary living rooms such as lounge, dining room or kitchen;
conservatories and are therefore assessed as having a high sensitivity to change.
Views from upper floor windows on principal elevations of the building are likely to
correspond to bedrooms and study/office rooms and are assessed as having a
medium sensitivity.
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Distance parameters

8.16 There is no clear consensus about the minimum distance from a property within
which a wind turbine may have an overbearing effect. Planning inspectors have
drawn different conclusions on this matter reflecting the individual circumstances and
context in each case. There does however, appear to be some definitive conclusion
about the distance within which a turbine will be overbearing and as a guide broadly

equates to five times the tip height. This is confirmed in a number of appeal

decisions.

8.17 Inrelation to the Sixpenny Wood development the Planning Inspector concluded that:

“During my accompanied site visit | was taken to a number of
the dwellings closest to, and with the clearest views of, the
appeal site. The occupants of these dwellings would be the
most seriously affected by the development. It was clear to
me that the turbines would be very prominent in views from
those properties, as well as from others in similar locations,
and to a lesser extent properties and villages further afield.

But that prominence does not necessarily equate to harm.
There would, of course, be a significant change in the view
from those properties. The outlook would change from an
aspect generally across open fields to an outlook in which
turbine or turbines would be the main feature within the
landscape. | can well appreciate that many would find that a
serious diminution of their outlook, though | accept that
others would find them acceptable or attractive.

The distance to one or more turbines from any dwelling not
associated with the development is agreed to be around
600m as a minimum. That is over four times the height to tip
of the turbines themselves. The turbines are slim and would
not fill the field of view, though there are locations where
more than a single turbine would be prominent. Nonetheless,
the landscape between the turbines would remain, and would
be the major horizontal component of any view. Whatever
personal feelings are held it is my judgement that given the
spacing and configuration the turbine would not be so
dominant that they would introduce unacceptable
obtrusiveness, be overbearing to the point of
oppressiveness, or otherwise lead to visual intrusion would
amount to significant harm to living conditions.”
(APP/E2001/A/09/2101851)

{(my emphasis)

8.18 At the Cliffs Farm, Ornskirk Inquiry, the Planning Inspector concluded:
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“As for the visual impact from the closest dwellings, | note
that Cliffs Farm, Boundary Farm, Back Farm, Back House and
Moss House are about 500m from the nearest turbine, whilst
Woodland Farm is further away, somewhere in the order of
600m. Given these distances and the wide expanse of space
afforded by the mosslands landscape and the backdrop
provided by the broad expanse of sky against which the
turbines would be seen, | do not consider that the impact of
turbines when seen from these dwellings would be
unacceptable.” (APP/D2320/A/08/2069152)

{(my emphasis)

8.19 Atthe Carland Cross Inquiry, the Planning Inspector noted:

“The closest properties to existing and proposed turbines are
at Carling Cross (about 400m). Among these, the most
attractive outlook from the bungalow at Rosehill Farm is in
the opposite direction, across the open landscape to the
south. Carland Cross Cottages have rear kitchen windows
and small sitting out areas on their northern side but these
are sunken below road level. Moreover, views of the site
from here are largely across the foreground concrete apron
of a filling station and (because of the gradient), in part,
between the supporting stanchions of its canopy. A strong
impression of movement is also inherent from the passing
traffic along the A30 and around the Pump Islands. The
present outlook would not much change and the existing
living conditions here, | consider, remain as now and be
satisfactory.” (APP/DO840/09/2103026)

{my emphasis)

8.20 The above statements suggest that turbines visible at a distance of 400 metres can

8.21

be acceptable for large scale turbines of up to 125 metre tip height.

Further guidance on what is deemed to be an acceptable separation distance

between proposed turbines and residential properties is provided in the Goveton,

Devon Inquiry where the Planning Inspector noted:

“The proposal would have a significant effect on the outlook
from the dwelling at Pasture Coombe, which lies about 500m
from the site of the proposed nearest turbine. The top of the
blades of this turbine would be about 110m above the height
of the Pasture Coombe because of the difference in ground
levels... The occupiers of this property would certainly be
constantly aware of the presence of such high, moving
structures. However, the turbines would be slender
structures, and | do not believe that they would, at this
distance and height, have an overbearing or dominating
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impact that would harm the residential amenity that the
occupiers of Pasture Coombe could reasonably expect in this
rural agricultural setting. A large bulky structure close to a
dwelling, which gave it an enclosed feel might have such an
effect, but that is not the case here. My judgement is that the
appeal scheme would not have an unacceptable effect on the
living conditions of the occupiers of Pasture Coombe by
reason of its adverse visual impact.”
(APP/K1128/A/08/2072150)

(my emphasis)

8.22 This further reinforces the fact that a separation distance of 500m which in this
particular case equates to 5 times the tip height is considered to provide a
reasonable sense of separation between turbines and residential properties to
ensure that the visual amenity of the occupiers of the properties are not unacceptably
affected.

8.23 A number of key modifying factors need to be taken into account when assessing
whether a turbine will have an overbearing impact on any given residential property.
Such parameters include the following:

» The height and dimensions of the proposed turbine;
* The elevation of the turbine above or below that of the property;

» Whether the view in which the turbine or turbines are visible would be direct or
oblique;

* The vertical field of view occupied by the turbine;

» The horizontal field of view occupied by the turbines if dealing with an array of
turbines;

» The massing and layout of the turbines where multiple turbines are visible;

s Whether the primary views are likely to be experienced from ground floor
windows, first floor windows or within the garden environment of the property, i.e.
within its curtilage;

¢ Any screening such as vegetation or buildings which restrict views of the turbines;
and

* The context within which the turbines are visible.

8.24 Whilst not exclusively determinative, distance from a property is still clearly an
important factor to be considered in assessing whether a turbine is overbearing or
not. However it would seem that a number of independent judgements have found
that wind turbines do not have an unacceptable overbearing effect on residential
visual amenity of a property where it is in a range of 400-500m.
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8.25 In an appeal at Knabs Ridge, Kettlesing, the Inspector, when considering the impact
of the proposed development of 8 turbines of 98m maximum height (to tip), located at
440m and 580m from the closest properties, concluded:

“In views from these and other properties, the turbines would
be prominent. But there is a difference between something
which is_prominent and something which is oppressive. In
my judgement the visual impact on residential amenity would
not quite cross the threshold into the latter category.”
(APP/E2734/A/04/1161332)

(my emphasis)

8.26 At the Shipdham in Norfolk, when considering the impact of the proposed
development of two 100m high turbines, two separate planning inspectors came to
the same conclusions regarding impact on residential on amenity of nearby
properties, the closest of which was only 429m from one of the turbines, orientated
towards the site with uninterrupted direct views. The conclusion was that the
turbines:

“would appear large but they would not be overwhelming”
(APP/F2605/A/05/1174295)

8.27 Therefore, it is clear that even where there are direct and uninterrupted views of a
wind turbine, at a distance of under 500m, there are circumstances as in this case
where the turbine would not be considered to have an overbearing effect on visual

amenity and living conditions.

Parameters concerning Residential Visual Amenity

8.28 Itis a long held planning principle that there is no right to a view. At the Inquiry for the
Npower Renewables Ltd 5 turbine wind farm at Earls Hall Farm, Clacton-on-Sea, the
Planning Inspector confirmed:

i. “Itis a long-established planning principle that the right to a view from
a property is not inviolable.” (Appeal ref: APP/P1560/A/08/2088548)

8.29 Similarly, at the Inquiry for the Next Generation Ltd 5 turbine wind farm at Burnham-
on-Sea, Somerset, the Planning Inspector concluded:

i. “It is a well held planning principle that there is no “right to a view”
such that an attractive or cherished outlook from a private property can
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be protected from development that would adversely affect it. The fact
that the proposed wind turbines would be seen from a number of
dwellings in the surrounding area, and in some cases would be
prominent and would significantly change views of the countryside, is
not determinative in itself'. (Appeal ref: APP/V3310/A/06/2031158)

8.30 However, there is a general consensus that in certain circumstances, wind turbines
can have an overbearing, overwhelming or overpowering effect on residential visual
amenity and in these circumstances, wind turbines can have an unacceptable effect
on living conditions. Several Planning Inspectors have clarified that where turbines
have an ‘overbearing’ effect on residential visual amenity this may be a material
consideration in determining the appeal. At the Inquiry for the Npower Renewables
Ltd 10 turbine wind farm at Bradwell-on-Sea, Essex, the Planning Inspector

concluded:

i “It is a well-established planning principle that there is no right to
retain unchanged a view from private property. However it can be in the
public interest to safeguard the outlook from such property in respect of
unacceptably overbearing or dominating development” (Appeal ref:
APP/X1545/A/06/ 2023805)

8.31 At the Inquiry for the Sixpenny Wood Ltd 10 turbine wind farm at Sixpenny Wood,
East Riding of Yorkshire, the Planning Inspector concluded that:

i. “There is no right to a view per se, and any assessment of visual
intrusion leading to a finding of material harm must therefore involve
extra factors such as undue obtrusiveness, or an overbearing impact,
leading to a diminution of conditions at the relevant property to an
unacceptable degree.” (Appeal ref: APP/E2001/A/09/2101851)

8.32 At the Inquiry for the dismantling of 15 turbines and the erection of a 10 turbine wind
farm at Carland Cross, Cornwall (Scottish Power Renewables (UK) Ltd), the Planning

Inspector concluded as follows:
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i. “Thus, I do not consider that simply being able to see a turbine or
turbines from a particular window or part of the garden of a house is
sufficient reason to find the visual impact unacceptable (even though a
particular occupier might find it objectionable).” (Appeal ref:
APP/D0840/A/09/2103026)

8.33 In the case of the Hockley Farm, Bradwell-on-Sea, Essex (Appeal reference
APP/X1545/A/06/2023805), in paragraph 75, the Planning Inspector took the
following issues into consideration when determining the appeal in respect of impacts
on outlook:

o Separation distances;
¢ Orientation of dwellings (main rooms and gardens); and
o |If there is a change to the view it needs to make the properties unattractive

properties to live in for harm to be found.

8.34 In the decision for Land at Inner Farm, Edithmead, Burnham-on-Sea, Somerset
(APP/VV3310/A/06/2031158), the issue of the private nature of views from residential
properties and the importance of considering such impacts was considered in
paragraphs 65 and 66. At paragraph 66 it is stated that:

i. "However, private and public interests may coincide where a proposal
would have such a severe adverse impact on the outlook from a property
that it would make it a significantly less afttractive place to live, as
perceived by a reasonable observer without strong views for or against
the type of development in question. In such a situation protecting the
amenities of a dwelling may be a legitimate and material planning
consideration (though also one fo be weighed against other such
considerations...”

8.35 The Inspector also went on to comment that:

i “"the motion of the blades would in my view be persistently intrusive
and potentially disturbing seen from the closest dwellings with a clear

view of the proposals.”
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8.36 The following matters were considered in determining the effects on residential

amenity:

» Extent to which intervening vegetation provides screening;

o Proximity of the property to the wind farm;

* Degree to which the wind turbines would appear dominant and overbearing; and
* Whether the full height of the turbines would be visible.

8.37 The Planning Inspector (in paragraph 67) dismissed the use of a simple distance
parameter (in this instance 400-600m) between the property and wind turbines in
determining whether the effects would be unacceptable.

8.38 In the inquiry for North of Goveton, Sandy Lane End, Kingsbridge, Devon, (Appeal
reference APP/K1128/A/08/2072150), the Planning Inspector considered a number
of issues in assessing effects on the living conditions of potentially affected
properties:

o Relationship of the property to the turbines (directly facing);
e Possibility of mitigating the impacts though a landscaping scheme; and
e Bulk of the structure.

8.39 In the Planning Inspector's decision for the inquiry at - Thackson's Well Farm,
Sewstern Lane, Long Bennington, Newark, Lincolnshire, (Appeal reference
APP/E2530/A/08/2073384) the Inspector explored the issue of the orientation of the
properties and recognised that some houses, either isolated properties or new

development were designed to maximise the open views of the countryside.

8.40 In this context the issues which were used in determining the effect of the wind farm

on the outlook of residents were:

e The extent to which the outlook of the property and garden would be affected;
¢ Intervening built form, including outbuildings or house extensions; and

¢ Angle of view (oblique or direct).

8.41 In paragraph 66 the Planning Inspector for Land west of Enifer Downs Farm and east
of Archers Court Road and Little Pineham Farm, Langdon ( Appeal reference
APP/X2220/A/08/2071880) noted that:
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I "..when turbines are present in such number, size and proximity that
they represent an unpleasantly overwhelming and unavoidable presence
in main views from a house or garden, there is every likelihood that the
property concerned would come to be widely regarded as unattractive
and thus unsatisfactory (but not necessarily uninhabitable) place in
which to live. It is not in the public interest to create such living

conditions where they did not exist before.”

8.42 The Planning Inspector at the Land north of Burnthouse Farm, Burnthouse Sidings,
Turves public inquiry (Application reference APP/D0515/A/10/2123739 ) built upon
the Enifer Downs Farm decision by stating at paragraph 119 that:

i "No individual has the right to a particular view but there comes a point
when, by virtue of the proximity, size and scale of a given development, a
residential property would be rendered so unattractive a place to live that
planning permission should be refused. The test of what would be
unacceptably unattractive should be an objective test.”

8.43 At paragraph 120, the Inspector further defines the threshold for determining
unacceptable effects:

i "There needs to be a degree of harm over and above an identified
substantial adverse affect to take a case into the category of refusal in
the public interest. Changing the outlook from a property is not
sufficient.”

844 The Inspectdr considered that the visual component of residential amenity should be

assessed "in the round”, taking into account factors including the following:

¢ Distance from the turbines;

» The orientation, size and layout of the dwelling;

» Internal circulation;

¢ Division between primary and secondary rooms, garden and other amenity
space;

» Arc of view occupied by the wind farm; and
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¢ The availability of screening.

8.45 These views were endorsed by the Secretary of State (SoS) when considering the
Inspector's report and recommendations for the recovered appeal. This is set-out at
paragraphs 10 and 11 of the SoS decision letter of 6th July 2011 where, in paragraph
10, the SoS says:

i “when assessing the effect on visual outiook, it is helpful pose the
question ‘would the proposal affect the outlook of these residents to
such an extent, i.e. fo be so unpleasant, overwhelming and oppressive
that this would become an unattractive place to live'?”

8.46 In the decision for public inquiry into Land at Newlands Farm, Cumwhinton, Carlisle
(Application reference APP/E0915/A/09/2101659), the Planning Inspector makes
reference to a number of aspects of the development and the relationship to
Residential Amenity which include:

e Visual presence of the wind farm including the proportion of the field of view
occupied by the wind farm; ,

» Degree of Separation between the property and the turbines;

o Whether the relationship of the properties to the wind farm is oblique or not; and

* Presence of existing screening in the view.

8.47 The Planning Inspector at the public inquiry for Site at Land at, Airfield Farm,
Podington (Application reference APP/K0235/A/09/2108506) tested the scheme

against a variety of issues when considering impacts on residential amenity:

» The property was taken to include the house and those areas of garden/patio
where residents would sit outside;

¢ Proximity;

»  Whether the turbines would be seen in array from the properties; and

» Degree to which views would be screened.

Summary of Nearby Properties’ Visual Amenity

8.48 | consider that there would be no overbearing effects on visual amenity when

considered ‘in the round’ for any of the five nearby properties.
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8.49 In general, although the turbine may be prominent in some views from some
properties and their curtilages, the turbines would not change the overall appreciation
of the underlying and predominantly open, working agricultural landscape, or the
open nature of the views. The views would remain rural in nature and the properties
concerned would continue to be attractive places in which to live. The wind turbine
would only occupy a small proportion of the range of views available from these
properties. In conclusion it is considered that the residential visual amenity of these

properties would not be unacceptably harmed.

8.50 'The residents of the properties may be of the opinion that such effects are
adverse/negative and find them unacceptable, although it is recognised that some
people consider the effects to be neutral, or even positive. This potential variation in
opinion needs to be taken into consideration in the context of an assessment of the
overall effect on residential amenity and in the overall planning balance. In
conclusion, although in some views from residential properties there may be a
significant visual effect, these effects are not judged to be so severe as to be capable
of being considered ‘overbearing’ in relation to visual amenity such that any property

or group of properties would be rendered an unattractive place in which to live.

8.51 Having undertaken a thorough assessment of the relationship between the proposed
wind turbine and the residential properties in the locality of the turbine, it is
considered that the likely visual effects will not result in an overbearing or
overwhelming effect on the residential amenity. Views from these properties in
essence would remain as a working agricultural landscape with development
infrastructure present. These properties would not be unacceptably affected by the
proposed wind turbine and that the wind turbine is not considered to have an
overbearing or overwhelming effect on the residential visual amenity of the
properties. In short, no property would fail the public interest test. | therefore
conclude that from this analysis, as an objective assessment, that the residents of
the properties would continue to benefit from good living conditions associated with
these properties.

Sluidubh (Property 1

8.52 This property is located immediately alongside and to the south of an unclassified
lane and is known as Sluidubh. It is located close to another property (property 2)
and at its nearest elevation it lies 630 metres from the proposed turbine. The main
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residential part of the property is broadly orientated with its ridgeline running north
east south west. The property is two storey and has as an annexe onits northern
side, which is single storey in height. The north eastern elevation of the property is
two storeys but has no significant principal windows on this elevation but it would be

visually unaffected by the proposed turbine.

8.53 The south eastern elevation of the property is the principal elevation which is
approached from the driveway to the property. This has windows associated with
habitable rooms both on ground and first floor as well as the entrance itself to the
property. This elevation as it faces away from the turbine has an aspect which is
facing south eastwards and would as a consequence be visually unaffected by the
proposed turbine.

8.54 The south west elevation of the property has an annexe which is single storey in
height and faces directly into other out-buildings which are located immediately
beyond the residential property itself. These elevations, both the principal gable
elevation and the annexe elevation, have no significant outlook as they face onto out-
buildings to the south west and would be visually unaffected by the proposed turbine
as proposed.

8.55 The only elevation which is directly facing and would be affected by the proposed
turbine is the north western elevation. At the first floor level of this elevation there is
only one small window which faces towards the turbine. This is a small aperture
designed more to capture light than to provide the opportunity to view the vista as
would be the case with a picture or a large scale format window. At the ground floor
the northern part of the elevation is punctuated by a single storey extension with a
window on the ground floor of this annexe which faces into the garden and its
cartilage and this is framed by a hedgerow. This north western elevation also has a
lean-to extending across the southern part of the elevation which is single storey in
height. The windows associated with this annexe face into vegetation, hedgerows
and treecover affording a limited view from this lean-to. The southern annexe of the

~ property which is single storey has glazed units on the north west elevation facing
towards the turbine. From these windows on the north west elevation there is the
opportunity to gain views in a north westward direction towards the turbine.

8.56 The turbine however would be seen beyond and behind a block of coniferous
woodland which would reduce the perceived height of the turbine, screening much of
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the tower and lower rotation of the blades. It would be seen in the context of
overhead lines on poles in the middle distance. The horizontal and vertical arc of
view associated with the single turbine would be very small in the context of the wide
open view that is experienced from this property. 'As a consequence the overall
character and appearance of the agricultural landscape would continue to prevail
with the proposed turbine in place. The property is located at 630 metres from the
turbine, which is over 8 times tip height in terms of separation distance between the
turbine and the property itself. As a consequence of this separation distance the
proposed turbine would appear modest in scale seen against the horizon and would
not have an overbearing affect upon the property. Therefore | conclude that the
property would when judged objectively continue to benefit from good living

conditions and remain an attractive place to live.

Property 2 — Sluidubh

8.57 This property is shown on the plan that identifies nearby residential properties. This
property is located just to the south of an unclassified lane at Sluidubh and forms a
neighbour to property 1. This property is essentially a 1 % storey property with
windows at the first floor located in the roof level of the property above the eaves of
the roof. The property is broadly orientated north east - south west although is
arranged on 3 sides forming a courtyard for the driveway to the south east of the
property. It is this courtyard area which forms the approach to the property with its
principal elevation on its southern side.

8.58 The north eastern part of the residential property forms a double ridgeline of two
single storey elements which provide garaging to the property and forms the main
part of the north eastern elevation of the property. This together with the north
eastern elevation of the residential property itself, would be visually unaffected as
they face away from the proposed turbine.

8.59 The southern elevation of the garaging and the residential property itself has a south
easterly aspect. This is the principal elevation with windows and entrance from the
driveway and courtyard. All of this would be visually unaffected as it faces away from
the proposed turbine and views of the wider landscape from this elevation would

remain unchanged.
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8.60 The south west elevation of the property lies at an oblique angle to the proposed
turbine and therefore any views from windows on this elevation would be oblique in
nature. Windows on this elevation are primarily limited to the ground floor, although
there are several dormer windows in the roofscape associated with this elevation.
The main orientation of the property would mean that views facing directly out from
the habitable rooms would be affected only to a slight degree given that the turbine
would only be visible at an oblique angle from these windows and would not be

affected to a significant degree.

8.61 The secondary principal elevation to the property faces north westward. This
elevation has a number of windows on the ground floor together with several at the
first floor level associated with bedrooms. From these windows associated with
habitable rooms, there would be the opportunity to gain views of the turbine in the
distance on the horizon. The turbine would be seen set behind a coniferous
woodland which would reduce the perceived height of the turbine as much of the
tower would be screened from view as well as the lower arc of the rotating blades.
The property and the windows associated with this elevation would afford wide open
expansive views of the farmland and woodland in the middle and far distance. In
contrast to this the very narrow arc of view associated with the height and width of
the turbine would be very limited in this wide open expansive view of the landscape.
Whilst the turbine would be visible as indeed the overhead transmission line and
associated pylons are in the landscape, the overall character and appearance of the
farmland landscape would continue to prevail with the turbine in place. This property
is located at 597 metres from the proposed turbine which equates to in excess of 7
times the tip height of the turbine. As a consequence the vertical angle and
horizontal arc of view of the turbine would be very limited in the view of the landscape
and would not as a consequence have an over-bearing affect upon the property.
Therefore | conclude that the property would, when judged objectively, continue to
benefit from good living conditions associated with this property and its garden

environment and remain an attractive place to live.

Property 3 — North West Property

8.62 - This property is located some 683 metres from the turbine to the nearest elevation of
the residential property which equates to a separation distance in excess of 8 times
the tip height of the proposed turbine. The north eastern elevation of the property
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exhibits windows and an entrance to the property from driveway. Both from the
ground floor and first floor level from this elevation views are broadly orientated
northwards across the garden and driveway towards treecover associated with a
block of woodland. These views would be visually unaffected by the proposed
turbine therefore the visual amenity in terms of outlook from the windows on this

elevation on the property would be unaffected.

8.63 Similarly the west facing elevation which faces over the garden and adjacent
farmland would be visually unaffected as views are in the opposite direction to the
proposed turbine. This western elevation accommodates windows on the ground
and first floor and are associated with the principal habitable rooms. Indeed the
western elevation accommodates large format picture windows providing a
significantly viewing opportunity across the garden and adjacent landscape with a
pond feature in the garden in the foreground. The outlook from these windows would
be unaffected by the proposed turbine being in place.

8.64 The eastern elevation faces onto the adjacent and un-adopted track which exhibits
windows associated with habitable rooms particularly on the ground floor. These face
across to an overhead line on poles which is located on the opposite side of the
track. Views facing directly out of the windows on this elevation would be primarily
unaffected as the turbine is located almost due south of the property and in such
circumstances the proposed turbine would only be visible at an oblique angle in
views associated with the outlook of this elevation. However in the foreground the
view is influenced by the presence of an overhead transmission line and associated

electricity pylons extending across the fields immediately to the south of the property.

8.65 The open and expansive view across the countryside from these windows would
remain with the proposed turbine in place and the turbine would not have an

overbearing affect upon the outlook associated with this elevation.

8.66 The southern elevation of the property is primarily single storey with a two storey
element associated with a gable end. The line of sight southward towards the
proposed turbine from windows on this southern elevation would be interrupted by
the 1 Y2 storey building associated with the garage located immediately to the south
of the property. This garage annexe would interrupt southward views significantly
screening the proposed turbine from this elevation.
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8.67 The separate building immediately to the south of the residential property
accommodates garaging and has annexe space at the first floor level. The principal
windows associated with this garage unit are orientated westward which would be
visually unaffected by the proposed turbine and eastward in which views of the
turbine would be seen only at an oblique angle to views and the outlook from this
eastern elevation. Given the separation distance of 683 metres from the turbine it
would form a very limited horizontal arc of view and vertical angle of view with
respect to the property. The current outlook from the annexe to the property affords
an open and expansive view of the farmland landscape in which a vertical

infrastructure punctuates this view in the form of overhead transmission line pylons.

8.68 In terms of this property the majority of the garden and amenity space is located to
the west of the residential building. The southern part of the curtilage is managed as
woodland which whilst in a juvenile state at the moment, will continue to develop into
mature woodland. This treecover together with the annexe/garage building would

screen to a significant extent, views of the proposed turbine located the south of the
property.

8.69 The character and appearance of the landscape which informs the outlook
associated with this property would prevail with the proposed turbine in place. As a
consequence | conclude that the property would, when judged objectively continue to
benefit from good living conditions associated with this property remain an attractive

place in which to live.

Property 4 - Drummick Bungalow

8.70 This property is located at 505 metres from the proposed turbine which equates to a
separation distance in excess of 6 times tip height. The property is single storey.
The eastern elevation, whilst it has windows on this elevation, these face into the
small curtilage and into a 2 metres high evergreen hedge. The outlook associated
with this property and this elevation would be visually unaffected by the proposed
turbine.

8.71 Similarly the outlook associated with the windows on the northern elevation of the
property would be visually unaffected by the turbine.
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8.72 The southern elevation has an entrance and two windows associated with habitable
rooms that face southward. These face across and into a small garden area and a
tall 2 metre high evergreen hedge. It is this vegetation which provides a certain
degree of visual enclosure associated with views and the outlook associated with
these windows. However, the proposed turbine is located to the south west of this
property and therefore the proposed turbine would only be visible at an oblique angle
from this southern elevation of the property. The principal direct view from the
windows on this elevation would be southward and would continue to benefit from
open expansive views across the working farmland. In the middle distance of these

views is the overhead transmission lines and associated pylons.

8.73 The western elevation of the property faces into an evergreen hedge. Though the
windows on this elevation afford westward views over the open and expansive
landscape to the west the foreground is punctuated by the presence of a electricity
pylon and overhead transmission line cables. As the proposed turbine is located to
the south west of the property the turbine would only be visible in oblique views
associated with. this western elevation. Given the separation distance between the
turbine and the property the turbine would only form a very narrow arc of view when

seen in the wide panoramic landscape.

8.74 Views across the open landscape would continue to remain in place. As a
consequence the turbine would not have an over-bearing affect upon the property.
Therefore | conclude that the property would, when judged objectively continue to

benefit from good living conditions and remains an attractive place to live.

Property 5 — Drummick Farm

8.75 This property lies 561 metres from the proposed turbine and as such the separation
distance is in excess of 7 times the tip height of the proposed turbine. The eastern
elevation of the property has windows on the ground and first floor level which affords
open and expansive views eastward from the property over the surrounding
farmland. This outlook would be visually unaffected by the proposed turbine being in
place.

8.76 The northern elevation of the property faces away from the turbine and therefore the

outlook associated with the windows on the northern elevation would be unaffected.
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These views currently face into a courtyard and a large agricultural building which

dominates the northern outlook of this property.

8.77 The western elevation faces obliquely towards the proposed turbine, but the ground
floor of this elevation accommodates a lean-to which has no fenestration, nor does
the gable end of this elevation. Regarding the first floor level windows associated
with the western elevation of the building which faces westward across the courtyard,
the views from this elevation are terminated by a barn on the opposite side of the
farmyard. As a consequence the westerly outlook associated with this property

would be unaffected by the proposed turbine.

8.78 The southern facade of the property forms the principal elevation with its entrance
which is defined by a glazed lean-to structure. There are windows both on the
ground and first floor level of this southern elevation which face due south and as a
consequence the proposed turbine would theoretically only be visible at an oblique
angle from these windows. However, the angle at which the turbine would be seen is
interrupted by mature treecover and vegetation associated with the curtilage of the
property together with a storage unit and as a consequence the turbine would not
have any significant visual effect upon this elevation. The property is ‘an involved
property’ associated with the proposed wind turbine.

8.79 The proposed wind turbine would not have any visually overbearing affect upon this
property given the distance and visual relationship between the property and the
turbine itself. Therefore, | conclude that the property would, when judged objectively

continue to benefit from good living conditions and remains an attractive place to live.

Effect on the Living Conditions of Local Residents in respect of Shadow Flicker

8.80 I note that shadow flicker is not a matter raised in the Reasons for Refusal.

8.81 The zone within which properties could be potentially affected by shadow flicker
covers a distance of 10 rotor diameters from the turbine. In this case that distance

extends to 770 metres. Only 5 properties fall within this zone of influence.

8.82 To mitigate any potential adverse effects arising from shadow flicker the turbine can
be installed with a light meter and shadow flicker timer. This equipment would enable
the automatic disabling of the turbine which would otherwise result in shadow flicker
for periods of longer than 30 minutes duration. In the absence of UK guidelines on
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shadow flicker, these criteria are based on those deemed by other European
countries to be acceptable. No significant shadow flicker impact is therefore

anticipated.

8.83 A recent Government publication by DECC titled ‘Update of UK Shadow Flicker
Evidence Base’ has concluded that within the UK there have not been extensive
issues arising from shadow flicker. The study identifies that such mitigation measures
as described above have been demonstrated to be successful, and advocates the
use of a suitably worded planning condition to ensure that the matter is adequately

dealt with should any problem arise.
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9. PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT

Planning Policy Context

9.1 Perth and Kinross Council issued a Notice of Refusal of planning permission for the
erection of a wind turbine and anemometer mast on the 24" May 2012. The refusal

notice states three reasons for refusal these are:

1.“As the proposed turbine will have a significant adverse
impact on the visual amenity of the area, which is presently
enjoyed by a host of receptors including (but not exclusively)
existing residential properties and visiting recreational users,
the proposal is contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local
Plan 2001, which seeks to protect existing (visual) amenity
from new developments with the landward area, and
Environmental and Resource Policy 14 of the Perth and
Kinross Structure Plan 2003 which seeks to protect existing
local environmental quality from inappropriate renewable
energy developments”.

2. “As the proposed turbine will potentially have a significant
adverse impact on the residential amenity of existing
residential properties (by virtue of the turbines appearance
and scale when viewed from their properties), the proposal is
contrary to Policy 2 of the Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which
seeks to protect existing (residential) amenity from new
developments within the landward area”.

3. “The approval of this proposal would establish an
undesirable precedent for similar sized development s within
the local area, which would be to the detriment of the overall
visual character of the area, and which in turn could
potentially undermine {(and weaken) the established
Development Plan policies.”

9.2  The accompanying Planning Statement will cover the relevant planning policies in
more detail. Where relevant this Landscape Statement addresses the policies that
are specific to the proposed development in terms of Landscape.
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National Planning Policy

9.3  The National Planning Framework 2 (NPF2) was published in June 2009 and is a
strategy for the long term development of Scotland’s towns, cities and rural areas. It
is very supportive of renewable energy, highlighting the important role that onshore
wind farms have played, and will continue to play, in the roll out of renewables across
Scotland. It outlines the renewable energy generation targets set by the Scottish
Government (which have since been increased further) and acknowledges the

importance of onshore wind farms in meeting this and future targets (of NPF2).

9.4  Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) is the statement of the Scottish Governments view on

the purpose of planning, setting out core principles and subject planning policies.

9.5  The SPP reiterates many of the provisions and objectives as set out within the NPF2,
but also provides detailed “subject policies” to guide certain types of developments.

Strathearn Local Plan 2001

Policy 2 —- Development Criteria

9.6 Policy 2 is concerned with the protecting local character:

All developments will also be judged against the follow criteria:

» The sites should have a landscape framework capable of absorbing if
necessary, screening the development and where opportunities for
landscape enhancement will sought;

* In the case of built development, regard should be had to scale, colour and
density of existing development within the locality;

o The development should be compatible with its surroundings in land use
and_should not result in_a _significant loss of amenity to the local

community;

o The road network should be capable of absorbing the additional traffic
generated by the development and a satisfactory access onto the network
provided;

* Where applicable, there should be sufficient spare capacity in drainage,
water and education services to cater for the new development;

e The site should be large enough to accommodate the development
satisfactorily in site planning terms;

¢  Buildings and layouts of new developments should be designed so as to be
energy efficient; and
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¢ Built developments should where possible be built within those settlements
that are subject of inset maps. (My Emphasis)

9.7  The proposal as it relates to Policy 2 is sited in an area that has no Landscape
Designation or Historic Heritage and as far as the appellant is aware has had no
objection from Scottish Natural Heritage or any other ‘Statutory Consultees’. There
are no listed buildings or scheduled monuments within 2km of the proposed turbine
and the settlement pattern is one of dispersed farmsteads and small clusters of

cottages.

9.8  Wind turbines by their very nature are difficult to screen with landscaping and
planting. Mitigation is best achieved by retaining existing landscape features and by
replacing and enhancing landscape features which are affected by the development.
The proposal allows for the planting of a native tree mix to screen views from the
properties to the immediate south of the proposed turbine. In an earlier section in this
statement it has already been noted that the proposal would have no significant

effect on the existing landscape features.

9.9 The landscape in the immediate vicinity of the proposed turbine ‘is characterised by
tall vertical structures in the form of pylons that cross the site. The proposal has
taken note of this and the proposed turbine is sited in close proximity and allied to

existing pylons.

9.10 In terms of loss of amenity to the local community whilst the proposed turbine would
be visible and in some locations, conspicuous up to 5 km, the overall character and
appearance of the landscape would remain materially unchanged. The surrounding
environment is a settled, predominantly working agricultural landscape despite the
fact that the landscape is punctuated with pylons and telegraph poles. Its overriding
visual character is still one of a rural landscape. This experience of the area’s visual
amenity would not materially change with the proposed turbine in place.

Perth and Kinross Structure Plan 2003/ Tayplan 2012

9.11 Reason for refusal 1 makes reference to Environmental and Resource Policy 14 of
the Perth and Kinross Structure Plan 2003. The 2003 Structure Plan has been
superseded by the Tayplan which was adopted in June 2012, Policy 6 of the Tayplan
now address Energy Infrastructure in the following terms:
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Policy 6 — Energy and Waste/Resource Management Infrastructure

A. Local Development Plans should identify areas that are suitable for different forms
of renewable heat and electricity infrastructure and for waste/resource management
infrastructure or criteria to support this; including, where appropriate, land for process

industries (e.g. the co-location/ proximity of surplus heat producers with heat users).

B. Beyond community or small scale facilities waste/resource management
infrastructure is most likely to be focussed within or close to the Dundee and/or Perth
Core Areas (identified in Policy 1).

C. Local Development Plans and development proposals should ensure that all areas
of search, allocated sites, routes and decisions on development proposals for energy
and waste/resource management infrastructure have been justified, at a minimum,

on the basis of these considerations:

e The specific land take requirements associated with the infrastructure
technology and associated statutory safety exclusion zones;

¢ Waste/resource management proposals are justified against the Scottish
Government's Zero Waste Plan and support the delivery of the

waste/resource management hierarchy;

¢ Proximity of resources (e.g. woodland, wind or waste material); and to
users/customers, grid connections and distribution networks for the heat,
power or physical materials and waste products, where appropriate;

¢ Anticipated effects of construction and operation on air quality, emissions,
noise, odour, surface and ground water pollution, drainage, waste disposal,
radar installations and flight paths, and, of nuisance impacts on off-site
properties;

« Sensitivity of landscapes (informed by landscape character assessments and
other work), the water environment, biodiversity, geo-diversity, habitats,
tourism and listed/scheduled buildings and structures;

» |mpacts of associated new grid connections and distribution or access

infrastructure;
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e Cumulative impacts of the scale and massing of multiple developments,

including existing infrastructure; and,

¢ Impacts upon neighbouring planning authorities (both within and outwith
TAYplan).

9.12 The proposed development would retain existing landscape elements. The site does
not sit within any Landscape Designations, National Scenic Areas or Historic
Landscapes and therefore causes no material change to any of these designations.
The siting of the turbine respects the character of the local and wider natural, semi

natural and manmade environments.

9.13 The proposed turbine has been located in close proximity to the existing national grid
network, thus minimising any significant effects in terms of grid connection. The
turbine is located in close proximity to existing pylons which reduces the effect of the

visual envelope of tall structures in the landscape.

9.14 Due to separation distance and intervening vegetation between nearby listed
buildings and the proposed turbine, there would be no significant effects on any of
these designations.

9.15 It has been established in the LVIA submitted with the application and in agreement
with Perth and Kinross Council that there would be no cumulative effects in relation

to the proposed turbine.

9.16 The proposed development is to be constructed on existing working farmland and will
not materially affect the working running of Drummick Farm. The wind turbine will aid

in creating renewable electricity to help reduce the carbon footprint of the farm.

9.17 The single medium scale turbine will not create significant levels of noise or light
pollution and by its very nature will have no effect on the air, land, soil or water of the

local area.
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10. OTHER MATTERS

3" Party Obijections

Landscape Character

10.1 The effects of the proposed turbine on the character of the landscape are discussed

in length in section 5 of this report.

Visual Impact on Highland Boundary Fault

10.2 Several objector letters make reference to the Highland Boundary Fault. Over the
years there has been a number of significant developments within 0-10km of the
Highland Boundary Fault, these are shown in appendix 5. The developments include
telecoms masts, wind turbines pumps and pylons.

10.3  As a single turbine there would be views of the landscape beyond and as a
consequence views would not terminate on the turbine itself but upon the landscape
beyond in many cases. Therefore whilst the wind turbine would be visible in the
foreground of views towards the Highland Boundary Fault from some locations to the
south, it would be seen in the context of other tall vertical infrastructure which lies in
line with the view. The turbine would not materially detract from the receptor’s visual
appreciation for the landscape beyond and its character.

Sma’ Glen

10.4 Several objector letters make reference to views towards the Sma’ Glen from public
roads. A look at the ZTV shows that visibility of the proposed turbine from the A85
and A822 is limited and for the majority of the length of the roads, the proposed
turbine is not visible.

10.5 Inviews from the B8063 | would accept that where there are occasional lines of sight
and visibility between the highway and the proposed wind turbine that where visible
the turbine would be visually evident when in close proximity to the receptor.

10.6  However, lengths of this road are flanked by treecover. Consequently, the motorist
will regularly find that views are channelled along the orientation of the highway
because of the flanking vegetation and/or changes in the local topography.
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10.7 The orientation of the roadway and the direction of travel will determine the primary
channel of view. As a consequence, given the orientation of the public roadway ,
many views would be channelled away from the proposed wind turbine along the
orientation and line of the public roadway and thereby only allow limited opportunities
to gain views of the wind turbine from oblique angles, which would often fall within

peripheral vision.

10.8 Due to the changes in orientation of the road and the location of the proposed turbine
it is unlikely that there will be any simultaneous visibility of the Sma’' Glen and the
proposed turbine within the same line of sight. Visibility of the proposed turbine and
the Sma’ Glen would rather be sequential where the viewer would see the proposed
turbine prior to viewing the Sma’ Glen.

10.9 In my opinion opportunities to view the proposed turbine against the back drop of the
Sma’ Glen are limited from public highways and the proposed turbine would not have
a significant effect on the visual appreciation of the Sma’ Glen.

Glenalmond College

10.10 Glenalmond College is located approximately 2.5km north east of the proposed
turbine, the site itself is surrounded to the south west by a line of mature trees which
would provide screening of the proposed turbine from the college building itself. This
screening continues along either side of the B8063 westward, the screening would
also prevent views of the turbine seen against the backdrop of the college.

10.11 Due to the effects of screening by landform and intervening vegetation between
Glenalmond College and the proposed turbine there will be no significant effect on
the setting or visual amenity of the college building or playing fields.

Glenalmond College Golf Course

10.12 The Glenalmond College golf course is located approximately 1km to the north east
of the proposed turbine. A closer look at the layout of the 9 hole golf course shows
that it is predominantly orientated to the east — west. The proposed turbine would be
behind the direction of play for approximately half of the round of the golf and
therefore would not be in the immediate view of golfers. For the holes where the

proposed turbine would be in the direction of the play the turbine itself would be seen
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at an oblique angle of view from the golfers and in peripheral vision as they orientate
themselves tee to green. At 1km a medium scale turbine of the size proposed at
Drummick would not have an overbearing effect of the golf course nor would its

moving blades be in direct line of site from tee to green.

10.13 Existing vegetation that runs along portions of the southern boundary of the golf
course would ensure that from a number of locations on the golf course the proposed

turbine would not be visible in the view.

10.14 A look at wireframes, taken from several locations along fairways of the golf course
shows that topography rises between the course and the proposed turbine meaning
that from locations in the east portion of the golf course only the turbine blades are

visible above the skyline, thus reducing the visual influence.

10.15 Having looked at the potential effects of the proposed turbine on the visual amenity
and setting of the Glenalmond Golf Course, | conclude in my professional opinion
that while the proposed turbine would have an adverse effect from certain holes
within the course these effects would not be so significant as to be harmful to the

overall enjoyment of the Golf Course.
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11.  SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

11.1  In light of the findings of the landscape and visual assessment of the Drummick wind
turbine proposal submitted as part of the planning application and my own review
and analysis and having considered these in relation to reason for refusals 1 and 2, |

have come to the following conclusions as set out below.

11.2 The landscape and visual assessment has been carried out in accordance with the
best practice guidance with regard to the likely landscape and visual effects which
would arise from the proposals. The visualisations are accurate and a fair
representation of the proposal and are an appropriate reference in making

judgements and decisions concerning the Drummick wind turbine.

11.3 | consider that the proposed wind turbine could be effectively located to ensure that
there would be no significant loss of landscape elements on site and that there would

be no effect upon landscape elements located off site.

11.4 Inevitably the wind turbine would have some effect on the landscape. At the local
level, within 2 km the effect upon visual amenity would be significant as it would
influence the appearance and the character of the landscape. At close quarters and
within 1 km the immediate local agricultural environment would be characterised as a
wind farm landscape and the development will have a significant effect on the
character of the landscape at a local level up to 2 km. | do not consider that the
development will give rise to any unacceptable visual effects on the local and wider

landscape within which it is located.

11.5 The wind turbine would be located in an area of generally undulating lowland with
ridges. This is a working agricultural landscape punctuated by a variety of built and
transport infrastructure and is unremarkable in its character. It is not subject to any

non statutory or statutory designations.

11.6 The proposed wind turbine would be located in a working and settled agricultural
landscape. Whilst there are no sizeable settlements in the immediate vicinity of the
site there are the villages of Methven and Glenalmond, together with a number of
individual and isolated properties which punctuate the landscape and are situated
nearby. My detailed visual analysis has demonstrated that the proposed turbine

would be located at an appropriate distance to ensure that the proposed turbine
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would not have an overbearing or overwhelming effect upon the residential visual
amenity of nearby properties (or their occupants). With the wind turbine in place, it
would not render these properties unattractive as places in which to live, when

assessed objectively and in the public interest.

11.7 Across the wider landscape, whilst the turbine would be visible and in some
locations, conspicuous up to 5 km, the overall character and appearance of the
landscape would remain materially unchanged. The surrounding environment is a
settled, predominantly working agricultural landscape despite the fact that the
landscape is punctuated with development and transport infrastructure. Its overriding
character, as defined in the various landscape character appraisals, is still one of a
rural landscape. This characterisation would continue to prevail and be the case with
the proposed turbine in place as visual effects would be limited and would not

generate any unacceptable effects upon the landscape.

11.8 Members of the public primarily gain an appreciation of the countryside’s visual
amenity from public rights of way and highways. These routes which pass through
the countryside currently provide sequential visual experiences which are frequently
punctuated by built infrastructure and wind energy development. This experience of
the area’s visual amenity would not materially change with the proposed turbine in
place.

11.9 Consequently, | do not consider that the proposal would in general terms give rise to

any unacceptable effects on views either locally or from the wider landscape.

11.10 Having undertaken a review of the landscape and visual assessment and having
prepared my own evidence | consider that the proposed Drummick wind turbine
would not give rise to unacceptable landscape and visual effects and would be an
appropriate form and scale of development that could be successfully

accommodated within the local and wider context of the lowlands.

11.11 | consider the proposal is well sited and consequently could be effectively
accommodated in the landscape and as a result would contribute to the national

need for renewable energy without material harm to the local environment,

11.12 On the basis of my assessment | am of the view that the significant effects of the

wind turbine in landscape and visual terms will be limited to a relatively small area of
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the local landscape around the site, as described above. Given that landscape and
visual effects are an inevitable consequence of this type of development, but which
have been minimised through the choice of this site, | consider that the Drummick
proposal is a well considered project; on an appropriate site. | do not accept,
therefore, that the reasons for refusals put forward by PKC are well founded in
landscape and visual terms.

11.13 For the reasons as stated above it is my view, as an independent expert landscape
witness, that on landscape and visual grounds there are no reasons to refuse
planning permission for the Drummick wind turbine.

DB/AC/CIR.C.0362 23" August 2012 58

944



Pegasus

Landscape Statement on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd. Environmental
Drummick Wind Turbine, Glenalmond, Perth ,

APPENDIX 1
NEARBY RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES PLAN
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APPENDIX 2
HIGHLAND BOUNDARY FAULT LINE AND DEVELOPMENT CONTEXT PLAN

DB/AC/CIR.C.0362 23" August 2012
Appendix 2
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PA.CIR.C.0362 Environmental

5" March 2012 -

The Development Quality Manager
The Environment Service

Perth & Kinross Council

Pullar House

35 Kinnoull Street

Perth

PH1 8DG

Dear Sir/Madam,

Application for Planning Permission Town and Couniry Planning
(Scotland) Act 1997

Proposed erection of a single 77m wind turbine with a maximum rated
capacity of up to 900kW for a period of 25 years and erection of an
anemometry mast of up to 50m height for a period of 18 months,

On behalf of our client ClearWinds Ltd., please find enclosed a planning
application for the above proposed development.

In support of this application we enclose 1 hard copy and 1 electronic copy of
the following required information:

o Schedule of application drawings, comprising;
o Site Location Plan (C.0362_17-D)
Site Context Plan (C.0362_03-B)
Site Layout Plan (29827/35740.2)
Turbine Elevation Plan (29827)
Turbine Foundation Plan (29827) Pegasus House
Control Building Plan (29827)
Mat Mast Elevation Plan (C.0362_22-A) Querns Business Centre

o0 0O 000

. . .. Cirencester
e Planning Documentation, comprising:

1 Application Form Gloucestershire
Planning Statement

Design & Access Statement GL71RT
Statement of Public Consultation

o}

o C 0O

1285641717

e Environmental Reports Compendium, comprising:
o Construction Report
o FEcology Reports (Phase 1 Habitat Survey, Bat Report &
Ornithology Report)
o Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment Report, including Also at:

12865 640848

photomontages — note: 1 original set of to scale photomontages g;‘;‘:;’ﬁrm
is included within a separate A3 file. Bristol
o Archaeology and Heritage Report Cambridge
o Transport and Access Report Leeds
o Noise Report Manchester
C e P Mottingham
o Aviation Report




=Ml e
s

Fnvironmental

o Telecommunications Report

We enclose a cheque for £2,552.00 to cover the relevant application fee. | trust
you find the above and enclosed acceptable to allow you to register this
application and progress it towards determination. However, should you have
any queries or require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at the above address. | would be grateful if you would provide Pegasus
Planning Group and Mr. W. Clare of ClearWinds Lid. with acknowledgement of
the application documentation and a receipt for the cheque for both parties’
records.

Yours faithfully

Peter Atkin NIRTPI
Planner
peter.atkin@pegasuspg.co.uk

Encs.

Cc. Mr. W. Clare ClearWinds Lid.
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APPLICATION FOR PLANNING PERMISSION

Town and Country Planning (Scotiand) Act 1897
The Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) {Scotland) Regulations 2008

Please refer to the accompanying Guidance Notes when completing this application
PLEASE NOTE IT IS FASTER AND SIMPLER TO SUBMIT PLANNING APPLICATIONS
ELECTRONICALLY VIA https://eplanning.scotland.gov.uk

1. Applicant’s Details 2. Agent’s Details (if any)

Title ‘ Ref No. CIR.C.0362
Forename Forename Peter
Surname Surname Atkin

Company Name
Buiiding No./Name

Clearwinds Lid

Company Name
Building No./Name

Pegasus Planning Group

Pegasus House

Address Line 1 C/O Agent Address Line 1 Querns Business Centre
Address Line 2 Address Line 2 Whitworth Road
Town/City Town/City Cirencester

Postcode Postcode GL7 1RT

Telephone Telephone 0128584 17 17

Mobile Mobile

Fax Fax

Email Email lpeter.a’tkin@pegasuspg.co.uk

3. Postal Address or Location of Proposed Development (please include postcode)

Drummick Farm, Glenalmond, Perth, PH1 3SF

NB. If you do not have a full site address please identify the location of the site(s) in your accompanying
documentation.

4, Type of Application

What is the application for? Please select one of the following:
Planning Permission

Pianning Permission in Principle

Further Application”

Application for Approval of Matters Specified in Conditions”

OOO0OmX

Application for Mineral Works**

NB. A ‘further application’ may be e.g. development that has not yet commenced and where a time limit has been
imposed a renewal of planning permission or a modification, variation or removal of a planning condition.

*Please provide a reference number of the previous application and date when permission was granted:

Reference No: Date; [
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**Please note that if you are applying for planning permission for mineral works your planning authority may have a
separate form or require additional information.

5. Description of the Proposal

Please describe the proposal including any change of use:

Proposed Erection of a single 77m wind turbine with a maximum rated capacity of up to 900kW for a period of 25
years and erection of an anemometer mast up to 50m height for a period of 18 months.

Is this a temporary permission? Yes[] No

If yes, please state how long permission is required for and why:

Have the works already been started or completed? Yes[ ] NoKX]

If yes, please state date of completion, or if not completed, the start date:

Date started: Date completed: l

If yes, please explain why work has already taken place in advance of making this application

8. Pre-Application Discussion

Have you received any advice from the planning authority in relation to this proposal? Yes [X] No []
If yes, please provide details about the advice below:

in what format was the advice given? Meeting X] Telephone call [] Letter [} Email [}
Have you agreed or are you discussing a Processing Agreement with the planning authority? Yes [] No
Please provide a description of the advice you were given and who you received the advice from:

Name: |David Niven | pate: [Autumn2010 | gy |

General advice, scope of supporting information required, EIA Screening / Scoping

7. Site Area

Please state the site area in either hectares or square metres:

Hectares (ha): IO.B Square Metre (sq.m.) |8,000

2
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8. Existing Use

Please describe the current or most recent use:

Agricultural Land

9. Access and Parking

Are you proposing a new altered vehicle access to or from a public road? Yes [ No

iIf yes, please show in your drawings the position of any existing, altered or new access and explain the changes
you propose to make. You should also show existing footpaths and note if there will be any impact on these.

Are you proposing any changes to public paths, public rights of way or Yes [ I No
affecting any public rights of access?

If yes, please show on your drawings the position of any affected areas and expiain the changes you propose to
make, including arrangements for continuing or alternative public access.

How many vehicle parking spaces (garaging and open parking) currently

exist on the application site? lN/ A l

How many vehicle parking spaces (garaging and open parking) do you
propose on the site? (i.e. the total number of existing spaces plus any
new spaces)

}N/A [

Please show on your drawings the position of existing and proposed parking spaces and specify if these are to be
allocated for particular types of vehicles (e.g. parking for disabled people, coaches, HGV vehicles, etc.)

10. Water Supply and Drainage Arrangements

Will your proposals require new or altered water supply Yes [} No Xl
or drainage arrangements?

Are you proposing to connect to the public drainage network (e.g. to an existing sewer?)
Yes, connecting to a public drainage network

No, proposing to make private drainage arrangements
Not applicable — only arrangement for water supply required

XU

What private arrangements are you proposing for the new/altered septic tank?

Discharge to land via soakaway
Discharge to watercourse(s) (including partial soakaway)
Discharge to coastal waters

0oad

Please show more details on your plans and supporting information

What private arrangements are you proposing?

Treatment/Additional treatment (relates to package sewer treatment plants, or passive
sewage treatment such as a reed bed)

Other private drainage arrangement (such as a chemical toilets or composting toilets)

O o

Please show more details on your plans and supporting information.

Do your proposals make provision for sustainable drainage of surface water? Yes [1 No K]

3
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Note:- Please include details of SUDS arrangements on your plans
Are you proposing to connect to the public water supply network? Yes [] No ¥]

If no, using a private water supply, please show on plans the supply and all works needed to provide it (on or off
site)

11. Assessiment of Flood Risk

Is the site within an area of known risk of flooding? Yes [] No

If the site is within an area of known risk of flooding you may need to submit a Flood Risk Assessment before your
application can be determined. You may wish to contact your planning authority or SEPA for advice on what
information may be required,

Do you think your proposal may increase the flood risk elsewhere? Yes [ ] No Xl Don't Know []

If yes, briefly describe how the risk of flooding might be increased elsewhere.

12. Trees

Are there any trees on or adjacent to the application site? Yes [} No

If yes, please show on drawings any frees (including known protected frees) and their canopy spread as they relate
fo the proposed site and indicate if any are to be cut back or felled.

13. Waste Storage and Collection

Do the plans incorporate areas to store and aid the collection Yes{_] No
of waste? (including recycling)

If yes, please provide details and illustrate on plans.
If no, please provide details as to why no provision for refuse/recyciing storage is being made:

14. Residential Units Including Conversion

Does your proposal include new or additional houses and/or flats? Yes[] No [l

If yes how many units do you propose in total? i

Please provide full details of the number and types of units on the plan. Additional informeation may be provided in a
supporting statement.

956




15, For all types of non housing development — new floorspace proposed

Does you proposal alter or create non-residential floorspace? Yes [] No
If yes, please provide details below:

Use type: ’ l

If you are extending a building, please provide
details of existing gross floorspace (sg.m). I l

Proposed gross floorspace (sq.m.): i l

Please provide details of internal floorspace(sq.m)

Net trading space: I !

Non-trading space: I ]

Total net floorspace: | ‘

16. Schedule 3 Development

Does the proposal involve a class of development listed in Schedule 3 of the Town and Country Planning
(Development Management Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 20087

Yes [ No [X] Don't Know []
If yes, your proposal will additionally have to be advertised in a newspaper circulating in your area. Your planning

authority will do this on your behalf but may charge a fee. Please contact your pianning authority for advice on
planning fees.

17. Planning Service Employee/Elected Member interest

Are you / the applicant / the applicant’s spouse or partner, a member of staff within the planning service or an
elected member of the planning authority? Yes [] No ]

Or, are you / the applicant / the applicant's spouse or partner a close relative of a member of staff in the planning
service or elected member of the planning authority? Yes [] No ]

If you have answered yes please provide details:

DECLARATION

I, the applicant/agent certify that this is an application for planning permission The accompanying plans/drawings
and additional information are provided as part of this application. | hereby confirm that the information given
in this form is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

I, the applicant/agent hereby certify that the attached Land Ownership Certificate has been completed

I, the applicant /agent hereby certify that requisite notice has been given to other land owners and /or agriculiural
tenants Yes 5 No I N/A [

Signature: [_:::I Name: 1 PETEREE ATV l Date:l wsjolfza l

Any personal data that you have been asked to provide on this form will be held and processed in accordance with
the requirements of the 1998 Data Protection Act.

5
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LAND OWNERSHIP CERTIFICATES

Town and Country Pianning (Scotland) Act 1987
Regulation 15 of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Scotiand)
Regulations 2008

CERTIFICATE A, B, C OR CERTIFICATE D
MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

CERTIFICATE A
Certificate A is for use where the applicant is the only owner of the land to which the application
relates and none of the land is agricuitural land.

| hereby certify that -
(1) No person other than myself was owner of any part of the land to
which the application relates at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the D

date of the application.
(2) None of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of D
agricultural land.

Signed: l I

On behalf of: I l

Date: [ J

CERTIFICATE B
Certificate B is for use where the applicant is not the owner or sole owner of the land to which the
application relates and/or where the land is agricultural land and where all owners/agricultural tenants
have been identified.

1 hereby certify that -

(1) 1have served notice on every person other thanmyself who,
at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the date of the application was
owner of any part of the land to which the application relates. These persons are:

Name Address Date of Service of

Notice
Mrs E.C.Doig East Buchanty
Glenalmond osfol] T
Perth
PH1 385G

. (2) None of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of
agricultural land

[]

or

(3) The land or part of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of
agricultural land and i have served notice on every person other
than myself who, at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with

the date of the application was an agricultural tenant. These persons are:
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Name Address Date of S?rvice of
Notice
Mrs Jacqueline Dunlop |Drummick Farm House, Glenalmond, Perth osjos ez
PH1 385G
Mr Harvey Morrison Drummick Farm Cottage, Glenaimond, Perth oS {c- 3 ] LT
PH1 358G

CERTIFICATE C

Certificate C is for use where the applicant is not the owner or sole owner of the land to which the
application relates and/or where the land is agricultural land and where it has not baen possible to

(1)

2

4)

®)

identify ALL or ANY owners/agricultural tenants.

I have been unable to serve notice on every person other than
myself who, at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the
date of the application was owner of any part of the land to which the application
relates.

or

| have been unable to serve notice on any person other than

myself who, at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the
date of the accompanying application, was owner of any part of the land to which the
application relates.

None of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of an
agricultural holding.

or

The land or part of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of
an agricultural holding and | have been unable to serve notice on
any person other than myself who, at the beginning of the period of 21
days ending with the date of the accompanying application was an agricuitural tenant.

or

The land or part of the fand to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of
an agricultural holding | have served notice on each of the
following persons other than myself who, at the beginning of the period
of 21 days ending with the date of the application was an agricultural tenant. These
persons are:

L]

[

Name

Address

Date of Service of
Notice

(6) |have

Steps faken:

taken reasonable steps, as listed below, to ascertain the names and
addresses of all other owners or agricultural tenants and have

unable to do so.
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CERTIFICATE D
Certificate D
Cerificate D is for use where the application is for mineral development.

(1) No person other than myself was an owner of any part of the land to [:I
which the application relates at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the
date of the accompanying application.
or
{2) 1have served nofice on each of the following persons other than [::I
myself who, at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the

date of the accompanying application, was to the applicant’s knowledge, the owner, of
any part of the land to which the application relates. These persons are:

Date of Service of

Name Address Notice

(3) None of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of an D
agricultural holding.

or

(4) The land or part of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of
an agricultural holding and I have “served notice on each of the D
following persons other than myself who, at the beginning of the period

of 21 days ending with the date of the application, was an agricultural tenant.

(5) Notice of the application as set out below has been published and displayed by public D
notice

Signed: | l

Date: l 1

On behalf of:*

Any personal data that you have been asked to provide on this form will be held and processed in
accordance with the requirements of the 1998 Data Protection Act
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NOTICE TO OWNERS AND AGRICULTURAL TENANTS

Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997
Regulation 15 (1) of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure)
(Scotland) Regulations 2008

Name [Note 1] |mrs £.C.Doig
Address East Buchanty
Glenalmond
Perth
PH1 38G
Proposed development at [Note 2] Drummick Farm, Glenalmond
Perth
PH1 358G

Notice is hereby given that an application is being made to

[Note 3] ]Perth & Kinross Council by Pegasus Planning Group |

For planning permission to [Note 4]

IProposed erection of a 77m Wind Turbine and 50m Anemometer Mast |

If you wish to obtain further information on the application or to make representations about the
application, you should contact the Council at [Note 5]

IThe Development Quality Manager, Pullar House, 35 Kinnoull Street, Perth, PH1 5DG l

(The grant of planning permission does not affect owners' rights to retain and dispose of their property
unless there is some provision to the contrary in an agreement or lease. The grant of planning
permission for non-agricultural development may affect agricultural tenants security of tenure.)

Signed (?\’i”\”\’;& M\C\M‘)

On behalf of Pegasus Planning !roup

Date -
osSfe3|{ 2o

*Delete where appropriate

[Note 1] - Insert name and address of owner or agricultural tenants
[Note 2] ~ Insert address or location of proposed development.
[Note 3] - Insert name of planning authority.

[Note 4] — Insert description of proposed development.

[Note 5] - Insert planning authority address.
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PROPOSED WIND TURBINE
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Glos
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COPYRIGHT
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Planning Supporting Statement
Drummick, Glenalmond

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

INTRODUCTION

This Planning Supporting Statement has been prepared by Pegasus Planning Group
Ltd on behalf of ClearWinds Ltd. (hereafter referred to as the applicant) in support of
the accompanying planning application for the erection of a single wind turbine and
met mast at Drummick, near Glenalmond within the boundary of Perth & Kinross

Council.

This Report identifies the context and the need for the proposed development and
includes an assessment of how it accords with relevant planning policy and against

other material planning considerations.

This Planning Supporting Statement therefore takes the following form:
- Section 2 describes the application site and surroundings;
- Section 3 describes the development proposals;

- Section 4 reviews the planning policy considerations relevant to the

determination of the application;

- Section 5 considers additional material considerations relevant to the

determination of the application;

- Section 6 analyses the main planning considerations raised by the proposed

development.
- Section 7 concludes that planning permission should be granted.

Pegasus Planning Group Ltd submitted a request for a Screening Opinion under
Regulation 6 of the Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 2011
to Perth & Kinross Council on 23™ September 2011.

The Local Planning Authority (LPA) responded on 13" October 2011 and considered
that the proposals would not constitute Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
development and would therefore not be required to be supported with an
accompanying Environmental Statement. The application before the Council is
nonetheless submitted with additional supporting information necessary to consider

those issues pertinent to the application.

PA/CIR.C.0362 22™ February 2012 1
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1.6 The application is for full planning permission and is accompanied by the following

documents:
iy 1APP Application form and Ownership Certificates;
i) Schedule of Drawings;
i) Planning Supporting Statement;
iv) Design and Access Statement;
v) Compendium of Environmental Reports, comprising:
o Cumulative Considerations;
o Construction;
o Ecology & Ornithology;
o Landscape and Visual;
o Archaeology and Cultural Heritage
o Noise;
o Flood Risk & Drainage
o Aviation;
o Telecommunications; and

o Transport

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 2
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2. APPLICATION SITE AND SURROUNDINGS

2.1 A Site Location Plan is submitted with this application for reference.

2.2 The Proposed turbine development area comprises an area of land of approximately
0.8ha and is located in a rural area between Glenalmond approximately 1km to the
north and Keilour approximately 2.5km south/south-east. Buchanty Burn lies a little

further west from the site area.

2.3 The site is presently in agricultural use and does not hold any particular conservation
or biodiversity value. A search of “sensitive areas” as defined by the EIA Regulations
confirms that the site is not located within any such “sensitive area”. The site is
bordered to the south by woodland and to further agricultural land to the immediate

north, east and west.

24 There are no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI1) within or adjacent to the site;
the closet being Methven Moss over 5km south east, a second SSSI (Connachan
Marsh) is 8km south west. There are no National Parks within or close to the site —
the nearest being Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park over 66km to the
west. The site is not within or close to any World Heritage Sites or Scheduled
Monuments (SMs). The closest SMs are Fendoch Burn Roman Fort, Sair Law burial
mound and Inchaffray Abbey approximately 4km away. The Site is not within a
National Scenic Area, the closest being River Tay (Dunkeld) approximately 15km
north of the site. There are no Ramsar Sites, Special Protection Areas (SPAs) or
Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) (European designations under the Habitats
Regulations) within or adjacent to the site. The closest SAC is Methven Moss 5km
away. The closest Ramsar Site and SPA is South Tayside Goose Roosts

approximately 10km south east.

2.5 An unclassified road passes east of the site area in a north — south direction, leading
to Drummick.

2.6 Existing land use within the site comprises grazing land which is surrounded by
pasture land and forestry within the wider area. Overhead cables lie east of the

turbine Icoation at a section between Easter Buchanty and Bellour.

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 3
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3. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

3.1 The development proposals are for the erection of a single 77m wind turbine.

3.2 It is envisaged that the proposed wind turbine would be operational for a duration of
25 years in order to benefit from the Feed-in Tariff (FiT) programme which will see
renewable energy fed into the grid as well as consumed on site, thus representing a

contribution to the UK’s renewable energy targets.

3.3 The turbine will have a hub height of 50m, with a maximum height to blade tip of
77m. The rotor diameter will be 54m.

3.4 The exterior finish of the proposed furbine will be non-reflective matt white/grey as is

typical of existing wind turbines throughout the UK.

3.5 In addition, it is proposed to erect a 50m anemometer mast for a temporary period of

18 months to record local wind speeds.

3.6 Further details of the design and appearance of the wind turbine and anemometer
mast is set out in the accompanying Design and Access Statement and associated

technical drawings submitted with this application.

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 4
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4. PLANNING POLICY ASSESSMENT

4.1 Planning applications are required to be determined in accordance with the

Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

4.2 This section sets out the key planning policy guidance contained within the following

hierarchy of Development Plan and Guidance Documents:
i) National Planning Framework for Scotland 2 (June 2009);
i) Scottish Planning Policy (February 2010);
iii) Perth & Kinross Structure Plan (June 2003);
iv) Perth & Kinross Local Development Plan (January 2012)
National Planning Policy

National Planning Framework for Scotland 2 (June 2009)

4.3 The NPF2 guides Scotland’s development to 2030, setting out strategic development
priorities to support the Scottish Government's central purpose — sustainable
economic growth. The Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006 puts this and future

iterations of the National Planning Framework on a statutory footing.

4.4 The NPF2 states that one of the principal challenges relates to climate change;
reducing the greenhouse gas emissions which contribute to it and adapting to
changes in our environment which are already becoming apparent. Substantial
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions will be necessary to minimise the impacts of
climate change. The UK and Scottish Government’s are taking an international lead
by introducing ambitious statutory emission reduction targets through, respectively,
the UK Climate Change Act and the Scottish Climate Change Bill (see section 5

below for details).

4.5 Paragraph 26 of the NPF2 continues that tackling climate, reducing dependence on
finite fossil fuels and security of energy supply are some of the major global
challenges of our time. Addressing these challenges will demand profound changes

in the way we produce, distribute and use energy over the coming decades.

4.6 The European Union has responded by committing to deriving 20% of the energy it

uses from renewable sources by 2020. The NPF confirms that the Scottish

PA/CIR.C.0362 22™ February 2012 5
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4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.1

412

Government supports this objective and has in place its own, higher target for
electricity generated from renewable sources.

Paragraph 145 confirms that the Scottish Government is fully committed to
establishing Scotland as a leading location for the development of renewable energy

technology and an energy exporter over the long term.

Scottish Planning Policy (February 2010)

Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) is the statement of the Scottish Government's policy

on nationally important land use planning matters.

The SPP reiterates many of the provisions and objectives as set out within the NPF2,
but also provides detailed ‘subject policies’ to guide certain types of developments.
The following subject policies are of relevance to the current application before the

Council:

i) Rural Development:

Paragraph 92 of the SPP states that the aim of ‘rural development’ should be to
enable development in all rural areas which supports prosperous and sustainable

communities whilst protecting and enhancing environmental quality.

Paragraph 93 continues that the strategy for rural development should respond to the
respond to the specific circumstances in an area whilst reflecting the overrarching
aim of supporting diversification and growth of the rural economy. In particular, the
SPP also states that developments which provide (amongst other things) community

benefits (such as the proposed development) should be encouraged.

i) Landscape and Natural Heritage

The SPP states that Planning Authorities should take a broader approach fo
landscape and natural heritage than just conserving designated or protected sites
and species, taking into account the ecosystems and natural processes in their area.
A strategic approach to natural heritage in which wildlife sites and corridors,
landscape features, watercourses, and areas of open space are linked together in
integrated habitat networks can make an important contribution fo the maintenance
and enhancement of biodiversity and to allowing ecosystems and natural processes

to adapt and respond to changes in climate. Planning Authorities should seek to

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 6
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4.14

4.15

4.16

prevent further fragmentation or isolation of habitats and identify opportunities to
restore links which have been broken. Where possible, planning authorities should
seek benefits for species and habitats from new development including the

restoration of degraded habitats.

The SPP continues that different landscape will have a different capacity to
accommodate new development, and the siting and design of development should
be informed by local landscape character. Landscapes and the natural heritage are
sensitive to inappropriate development and planning authorities should ensure that
potential effects, including the cumulative effects of incremental changes are

considered when preparing development plans and deciding planning applications.

While the protection of the landscape and natural heritage may sometimes impose
constraints on development, with careful planning and design the potential for conflict
can be minimised and the potential for enhancement maximised. However, there will
be occasions where the sensitivity of the site or the nature or scale of the proposed
development is such that the development should not be permitted. Statutory natural
heritage designations are important considerations where they are directly or
indirectly affected by a development proposals. However, designation does not

necessarily imply a prohibition on development.

It is therefore important to reiterate that the proposed development does not lie within
an area designated for its landscape or ecological value and as such is considered to
be a more suitable site to support such development, particular as this development
is supported by necessary assessments and surveys to overcome any uncertainty or

constraints as considered by the Council.

In regards to the presence of protected species, the SPP states that many species
are legally protected and their presence or potential presence is an important
consideration in decisions on planning applications. Although their presence rarely
imposed an absolute block on development, mitigation measures are often needed
and the layout, design and timing of works may be affected. If there is evidence to
suggest that a protected species is present on site or may be affected by a proposed
development, their presence must be established, the requirements of the species
factored into the planning and design of the development and any likely impact of the

species fully considered prior to the determination of the planning application.

PA/CIR.C.0362 22™ February 2012 7
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417 The SPP also states that planning permission should not be granted for development
that would be likely to have an adverse effect on a European protected species (as
listed in Annex IV of the Habitats Directive (Directive 92/43/EEC)) unless the
planning authority is satisfied that:

¢ There is no satisfactory alternative; and

» The development is required for preserving public health or public safety or
for other imperative reasons of overriding public interest including those of a
social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary

importance for the environment.

iii) Renewable Energy:

418 The SPP confirms that the commitment to increase the amount of electricity
generated from renewable sources is a vital part of the response to climate change.
Renewable energy generation will contribute to more secure and diverse energy
supplies and support sustainable economic growth. The current target is for 50% of
Scotland’s electricity to be generated from renewable sources by 2020 and 11% of

heat demand to be met from renewable sources.

419 The SPP states that Planning Authorities should support the development of a
diverse range of renewable energy technologies, guide development to appropriate
locations and provide clarity on the issues that will be taken into account when
specific proposals are assessed. Factors relevant to the consideration of
applications will depend on the scale of the development and its relationship with the
surrounding area, but are likely to include impact on the landscape, historic
environment, natural heritage and water environment, amenity and communities, and

any cumulative impacts that are likely to arise.

420 Specifically in relation to proposed wind turbines the SPP states that Planning
Authorities should support the development of wind turbines/farms in locations where
the technology can operate efficiently and environmental and cumulative impacts can
be satisfactorily addressed. Development Plans should provide a clear indication of
the potential, for development of wind farms of all scales, and should set out the
criteria that will be considered in deciding applications for all wind farm
developments. The criteria will vary depending on the scale of development and its

relationship to the characteristics of the surrounding area, but are likely to include:

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 8
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e Landscape and visual impact;
¢ Effects on the natural heritage and historic environment;
e Contribution of the development to renewable energy generation targets;

s Effect on the local and national economy and tourism and recreation

interests;
¢ Benefits and disbenefits for communities;
e Aviation and telecommunications;
¢ Noise and shadow flicker;
¢ Cumulative impact

4.21 Paragraph 188 continues that the design and location of any wind farm development
should reflect the scale and character of the landscape. The location of turbines
should be considered carefully to ensure that the landscape and visual impact is

minimised.

Regional Planning Policy

Adopted Perth and Kinross Structure Plan (June 2003)

4.22 The Adopted Structure Plan (2003) provides a broad strategic land use planning
guidance to 2020. The planning policies relevant to the development proposals are

as follows:

Strategy 2: The Lowland Area

4.23 The strategy encourages, amongst other things, the economic use of minerals,

renewable energy and forestry in support of rural diversification.

Environment and Resources Policy 1

4.24 The Council will seek to safeguard the long-term diversity and sustainability of

species and natural and semi-natural habitats in Perth and Kinross.

Environment and Resources Policy 3
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4.25 Proposed developments should not compromise the conservation objectives and
overall integrity of National Scenic Areas unless there is a proven public interest
where social or economic considerations outweigh the scenic quality and integrity of

the area and development cannot be met in other less damaging locations.

Environment and Resources Policy 14

4.26 The policy states that Proposals for the development of renewable energy schemes
will be supported where they are considered environmentally acceptable and where
their energy contribution and benefits in reducing pollution outweigh any significant
adverse effects on local environmental quality. Community based renewable energy
developments in particular will be encouraged. Proposals for renewable energy

schemes will be assessed against the following criteria:

¢ The immediate and wider impact of the proposed development on the

landscape and wildlife resource;

e The need to protect features and areas of natural, cultural, historical and

archaeological interest;

e The specific benefits that the proposal would bring to the local community

and/or Perth and Kinross;
¢ The cumulative effects of similar developments on the local area.

4.27  An environmental assessment will normally be required for large-scale schemes and
Local Plans will provide more detailed guidance particularly for wind farm

developments and other renewable energy technologies.
Local Planning Policy

Perth & Kinross Proposed Plan {January 2012)

4.28 The newly adopted Perth & Kinross Proposed Plan provides the local planning
guidance for development in the area. Those policies of interest to the determination

of this application are as follows:

Policy PM1: Placemaking
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4.29 The policy states that development must contribute positively, to the quality of the
surrounding built and natural environment. All development should be planned and

designed with reference to climate change, mitigation and adaptation.

Policy PM2: Design Statements

4.30 The policy states that Design Statements will normally need to accompany a
planning application if the development covers an area greater than 0.5 hectares, or
affects the character and/or appearance of a Conservation Area, Historic Garden,

Designed Landscape, or the setting of a Listed Building or Scheduled Monument.

Policy NE1D: European Protected Species

4.31 Planning permission will not be granted for development that would, either
individually or cumulatively, be likely to have an adverse effect on European

protected species unless the Council as Planning Authority is satisfied that:
a) There is no satisfactory alternative; and

b) The development is required for preserving public health or public safety or for
other imperative reasons of overriding public interest including those of a
social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance

for the environment.

4.32 In no circumstances can a development be approved which would be detrimental to
the maintenance of the population of a European protected species at a favourable

conservation status in its natural range.

4.33 Planning permission will also not be granted for development that would be likely to
have an adverse effect on species protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act

1981 (as amended) unless the Council as Planning Authority is satisfied that:

¢) The development is required for preserving public health or safety, and, in the

case of development affecting a species of protected bird;
d) There is no other satisfactory solution.

Policy ER1A: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy Generation (New Proposals)
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4.34 Proposals for the utilisation, distribution and development of renewable and low
carbon sources of energy, including large-scale freestanding installations, will be
supported where they are well related to the resources that are needed for their

operation. In assessing such proposals the following factors will be considered:

a) The individual or cumulative effects on biodiversity, landscape character,
visual integrity, the historic environment, cultural heritage, tranquil gualities,
wilderness qualities, water resources and the residential amenity of the

surrounding area;

b) The contribution of the proposed development towards meeting carbon

reduction targets;
¢) The connection to the electricity distribution or transmission system;

d) The transport implications, and in particular the scale and nature of traffic
likely to be generated, and its implications for site access, road capacity, road

safety, and the environment generally.
e) The hill tracks and borrow pits associated with any development;
f) The effects on carbon rich soils;

g) Any positive or negative effects they many have on the local or Perth &

Kinross economy either individually or cumulatively;

h) The reasons why the favoured choice over other alternative sites has been

selected.

Policy ER6: Managing Future Landscape Change to Conserve and Enhance the

Diversity and Quality of the Area’s Landscapes

4.35 Development and land use should be compatible with the distinctive characteristics
and features of Perth & Kinross's landscapes. Accordingly, development proposals
will be required to conserve and enhance the landscape qualities of Perth & Kinross.
They will need to demonstrate that either in the case of individual developments, or

when cumulatively considered alongside other existing or proposed developments;

a) They do not erode local distinctiveness, diversity and quality of Perth &

Kinross's landscape character areas, the historic and cultural dimension of the
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4.36

4.37

area’s landscapes, visual and scenic qualities of the landscape, or the quality

of landscape experience;

They safeguard views, viewpoints and landmarks from development that

would detract from their visual integrity, identity or scenic quality;
They safeguard the tranquil qualities of the area’s landscapes;
They safeguard the relative wildness of the area’s landscapes;

They provide high quality standards in landscape design, including landscape
enhancement and mitigation schemes when there is an associated impact on

a landscape’s qualities;

They incorporate measures for protecting and enhancing the ecological,
geological or geomorphological, archaeological, historic, cultural and visual

amenity elements of the landscape, and

They conserve the experience of the night sky in less developed areas of

Perth & Kinross through design solutions with low light impact.

Policy EP8: Noise Pollution

There will be a presumption against the siting of development proposals which will

generate high levels of noise in the locality of existing or proposed noise sensitive

land uses and similarly against the locating of noise sensitive uses near to sources of

noise generation.

Supplementary Planning Guidance

Energy Proposals in Perth & Kinross SPG (May 2005)

This SPG provides additional guidance for applicants and the Council in developing

and determining proposals for renewable energy generation. In particular the SPG

provides advice (which largely mimics the above referenced policy documents in

relation to:

Landscape Impact;

Visual Impact;

PA/CIR.C.0362
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Cumulative Effects;

Biodiversity and Ornithological Interests;
Operational Impacts;

Water Resources;

Aviation Interests;

Decommissioning and Site Re-instatement
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5. OTHER MATERIAL CONSIDERATIONS - THE CLIMATE CHANGE IMPERATIVE,
ENERGY POLICY AND APPEAL PRECEDENTS

Global Warming and Climate Change

5.1 Many analyses of the climate change problem, now including the UN Climate
Change Conference in Bali (December 2007) and Cancun (December 2010) and the
Stern Review (2006), have underlined the need to act now to reduce carbon
emissions. Renewable energy is one of the few supply-side options that can make a

major difference to emissions in the short term in the UK.

The Stern Review — Financial Implications of Global Warming

5.2 The government-commissioned Stern Review into the financial impact of global
warming was published in October 2006 and made hard-hitting statements about the

human, environmental and economic costs of climate change.

5.3 Sir Nicholas Stern, a former World Bank economist, said in his 700-page report that
industrial countries cannot afford not to take action on climate change. He warned
that dealing with the floods, storms and rising sea levels caused by global warming
could plunge the world into an economic crisis similar to the Great Depression in the
1930’s. He said that although dealing with climate change could cost one per cent of

world GDP, not doing anything could cost 20 times more. The Report states:

“Delaying action, even by a decade or two, will take us into
dangerous territory. We must not let this window of
opportunity close. There is still time to avoid the worst
impacts of climate change, if we act now and act
internationally. Governments, businesses and individuals all
need to work together to respond to the challenge. Strong,
deliberate policy choices by governments are essential to

motivate change.”
5.4  This message from Stern has been welcomed across the political spectrum.

5.5 Indeed following the Climate talks at Cancun, Mexico (December 2010) the Climate
Change Minister Chris Huhne said in a ministerial speech to parliament that “a global
climate deal is in the UK’s national interest and Cancun shows other countries also

want to get on with getting an international deal”. He continued that, “expectations
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56

5.7

5.8

5.9

have been exceeded and a global deal on climate change is now back on frack.
We've got to use this momentum fo make urgent progress and lock down that deal —

a deal that will benefit our environment and our economies”.

Following on from Chris Huhne’s speech, the Climate Change Minister (Greg Barker)
added:

“Cancun will send a strong signal of confidence to business
investing billions in the new global green economy. British
companies are poised to reap the huge advantage of being
the first movers in this rapidly expanding market. We will be
working in partnership with the private sector to drive home

that opportunity.”

As such it can be seen that the focus on climate change, its causes and solutions, is
very much a political heavyweight issue with significant steps being made towards its
resolution. This momentum now needs to be transferred into practice with the

promotion and development of renewable energy schemes at the local level.

European Energy Policy

At a European level, there is the agreed commitment to reduce carbon emissions by
20% by 2020, compared to 1990 levels. Following the Energy Review Report in
2006, the European Council agreed to a European strategy to further improve energy

security and to reduce carbon emissions. In March 2007, it was agreed to commit to:

e Saving 20% of the EU’s energy consumption by 2020 compared to current

projections; and

e A binding target of reducing carbon emissions by 20% by 2020 and by 30% in

the context of international action.

The European Commission published the 20 20 by 2020 package in January 2008
and the EU Climate and Energy package was formally agreed in April 2009. This
package commits the European Union (EU) to the 20% reduction in its carbon
emissions and to achieving a target of deriving 20% of the EU’s final energy

consumption from renewable sources by 2020.

PA/CIR.C.0362 22" February 2012 16

980




Pegasus

Planning Supporting Statement Plannin

Drummick, Glenalmond

510 The renewables target is outlined in the Commission’s Directive on the promotion of
the use of energy from renewable sources. In order to achieve the overall EU
renewable energy target of 20% the proposal includes individual targets for each
Member State. The UK’s legally binding obligation is 15% of energy coming from
renewable sources by 2020.

UK Energy Policy - Energy White Paper (2007)

5.11 Published in May 2007 “Meeting the Challenge — The Energy White Paper’
establishes the government's energy strategy for the foreseeable future. The
document builds on the themes and issues raised in the Energy Review. A clear
statement of Government policy, the strategy set down in this document contains a
number of key elements of relevance to the consideration of this planning application.
Section 5.3 of the White Paper addresses policy on renewables and starts with a

simple statement.

“Renewable energy has a key role to play in reducing carbon

emissions and achieving security of supply.”

5.12 The White Paper recognises the progress which renewable energy has made to
reducing emissions but goes on to address directly the barriers that it notes are
slowing the rate of renewable deployment in the UK in both the short and long term.
Under the heading of ‘planning’ the White Paper sets down how the government
expects the planning system to respond. In relation to commercial wind energy

developments the government’s actions are as follows:

¢ Underlining that applicants will no longer have to demonstrate either the
overall need for renewable energy or for their particular proposal to be sited in

a particular location; and

e« Giving a clear steer to planning professionals and local authority decision
makers, that in considering applications they should look favourably on

renewable energy developments.

5.13 The White Paper goes on to place into policy the “Statement of Need” previously

published in the energy review. The statement states:

“We remain committed to the important role renewables has

to play in helping the UK meet its energy policy goals. In this
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publication we are reiterating previous commitments we have
made, not least in the 2003 Energy White Paper on the
importance of renewable generation and the supporting
infrastructure. We intend this to reconfirm the UK
Government policy context for planning and consent
decisions on renewable generation projects. As highlighted in
the July 2006 Energy Review Report 150, the UK faces
difficult challenges in meeting its energy policy goals.
Renewable energy as a source of low carbon, indigenous
electricity generation is central to reducing emissions and
maintaining the reliability of our energy supplies at a time
when our indigenous reserves of fossil fuels are declining
more rapidly than expected. A regulatory environment that
enables the development of appropriately sited renewable
projects, and allows the UK to realise its extensive renewable
resources, is vital if we are to make real progress towards our

challenging goals.

New renewable projects may not always appear to convey
any particular local benefit, but they provide crucial national
benefits. Individual renewable projects are part of a growing
proportion of low carbon generation that provides benefits
shared by all communities both through reduced emissions
and more diverse supplies of energy, which helps the
reliability of our supplies. This factor is a material
consideration to which all participants in the planning system
should give significant weight, when considering renewable
proposals. These wider benefits are not always immediately
visible to the specific locality in which the project is sited.
However, the benefits to society and the wider economy as a
whole are significant and this must be reflected in the weight
given to these considerations by decision makers in reaching

their decisions.

If we are to maintain a rigorous planning system that does not
disincentivise investment in renewable generation, it must

also enable decisions to be taken in reasonable time.
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5.14

5.15

5.16

5.17

Decision makers should ensure that planning applications for
renewable energy development are dealt with expeditiously

while addressing the relevant issues.

In June 2011, the ‘Climate Change Act became law. This set legally binding targets
in reducing greenhouse gas emissions of at least 80% by 2050. It also sets a world-
leading interim target for a 42 per cent cut in emissions by 2020 against a 1990

baseline.

The Scottish Government is committed to promoting the increased use of renewable
energy sources. This commitment recognises renewables' potential to support
economic growth. It also provides new opportunities to enhance our manufacturing
capacity and to provide new employment, not least in the remote and rural areas.
This Government has set clear targets for renewable electricity. The First Minister
wants renewable sources to generate the equivalent of 100 per cent of
Scotland's gross annual electricity consumption by 2020. Similarly, a target
has been set for renewables sources to provide the equivalent of 11 per cent of
Scotland's heat demand by 2020.

The Government wants targets to be exceeded rather than merely met, and not to be
viewed as a cap on what renewables can deliver. It is important that momentum
towards the 2020 target and beyond is maintained. This will require many more
technologies to start playing a major role - for example, marine energy and biomass

energy. The 2020 Routemap for Renewable Energy in Scotland presents actions

which are focussed on targets, within the current development of UK regulatory
support, arguing constructively for the UK Government to ensure that such support

matches Scotland's ambitions.

The main driver behind renewable electricity development in Scotland, now and over
the coming years, is the Renewables Obligation (Scotland), or ROS. This mechanism
places an obligation on electricity suppliers to provide an increasing amount of their
electricity supplied from eligible renewable sources. The targets should be met by as

wide a range of renewable sources as possible.
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Appeal Precedents

5.18 Although each site should be considered on its own merits there are numerous high
profile appeal decisions for a varying array and scale of wind turbine developments
throughout the UK. Several themes arise within the Inspectors conclusions for these

schemes which are of potential relevance to this application, including:

+« The significant weight afforded to the wider environmental, economic and

social benefits arising from a renewable energy scheme;

e Whereby visual harm is outweighed by the application of renewable energy
policy; and

e The acceptability in terms of cumulative impact of proposals of significantly

larger scale than that currently proposed.
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6. KEY PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 This section provides an assessment of the key planning considerations raised by

the proposals.

The Need for Renewable Eneray

6.2 It is HM Government policy that there is no requirement to prove an overall need for
a renewable energy development. This is clearly stated in the National Planning

Framework for Scotland 2 and SPP at the national level.

6.3 There is a tendency to overlook this starting point. Effectively it means that there is a
presumption in favour of schemes which generate renewable energy unless there are
significant objections to their introduction; this applies in different ways to different
technologies and the weight to be attached to issues will vary depending upon the
geographical location and the associated weight to be attached to constraints in that

area.

6.4 This presumption arises not just because renewable power is a sustainable energy
source in its own right but because HM Government has made it clear that it sees
carbon reduction; energy security and the associated climate change agenda as
being the most significant environmental problems which we face as a society today.
The development proposals will therefore provide a small but valuable step towards

meeting the Government targets.

6.5 It is therefore clear from the plethora of national and international laws, legislation
and objectives that the need and political support for renewable energy schemes is

incontrovertible.

6.6 The development proposals are considered to meet those key sustainability
objectives as outlined above and supported at the local level. At a higher ievel, the
development proposals are considered to conform to the national and international
objectives towards the ftransition to a low-carbon economy. The development
proposals will therefore make a small but valuable contribution towards the following

high level policy objectives:

¢ Reduction in CO, emissions;

e Increase of electricity generated from renewable sources;
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¢ Mitigate against climate change; and
e Ensure security of energy supply.

6.7 It is considered that significant weight should be applied to the considerable high
level national and international political support for renewable energy schemes and

the wider environmental, economic and social benefits they provide.

Planning Policy Support

6.8 The site lies within the open countryside. There is a presumption that development in
the open countryside is controlled to protect the value of the countryside and the

intrinsic beauty and amenity value it provides.

6.9 The development proposals are considered to be acceptable in the first instance
within the open countryside as they represent only a relatively minor change to the
wider landscape whilst supporting the diversification of the rural economy by
providing investment in new employment opportunities and providing a vital

community benefit fund to assist rural communities.

6.10 The development proposals are strongly supported by planning policy at national,
regional and local levels, especially through SPP and the Perth & Kinross
Development Plan which supports the growth of renewable energy developments in

suitable locations, taking into account the environmental constraints of the site.

6.11 In accordance with National Guidance and the Development Plan it is considered
that the wider environmental benefits associated with the increased production of
energy from renewable sources greatly outweigh any adverse impacts the
development may have on the surrounding countryside and should be given

significant weight in favour of any decision by the Council.

6.12 The proposed development is supported by Planning Policy at all levels whereby
renewable energy is actively promoted as a key solution towards mitigating against
the impacts of climate change and advancing the wider objectives of sustainable
development. SPP states that tackling climate change is a key Government priority
and as such development such as those proposed in this Statement, which will
contribute positively to the delivery of sustainable planning objectives should be

supported.
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6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

6.17

Of significant importance to these proposals is the legally binding requirement of the
UK Government (including Scotland) to meet its own targets for renewable energy

generation.

Through the Climate Change Act 2011 Scotland is committed to reducing CO,
emissions by 80% by 2050, with real progress being made by 2020. In order to
achieve these ambitious targets the Government set out the contributions renewable
energy generation should make in its Renewable Energy Roadmap (2011). The
Paper identified the need to radically increase renewable energy use in the UK as
part of an overall strategy for tackling climate change and to meet the UK's obligation
to meet its legally binding target to ensure 15% of our energy comes from renewable

sources by 2020.

It is considered that the proposals would make a modest but valuable contribution to
meeting the challenging target for the production from renewable energy sources in
the region. The contribution to meeting energy targets and the effect that this would
have in tackling the urgent challenge of climate change represents, on its own, a

compelling argument in support of the proposed development.

Suitability of the Site for Renewable Energy Generation

The application site consists of agricultural land. It is considered that the loss of a
relatively small portion of the field for the purposes of erecting the proposed wind
turbine would have a minimal impact on the overall productivity of the farm estate.
Indeed, farm operations during the lifespan can still take place right up to and under
the turbine. The turbine would be operational for a period of 25 years after which time
the schemes future would be reconsidered by the LPA and the developed portions of

the field could return to full agricultural use in the longer term.

The development proposals are also designed to maximise the exposure of the
turbine to the commercially viable wind speeds in the area in order to secure the
maximum electricity generating power whilst at the same time being sympathetic to
the setting of the application site within the countryside. The height of the turbine at
77m is justified by the need to maximise the electricity generating power of the site in
order to ensure the viability of the scheme. Viability is a significant material
consideration that should be given the proper weight in any decision to grant
planning consent. As such, the erection of the turbine is not considered to represent

an imposing development within the wider countryside whilst representing an
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opportunity to utilise the abundant natural wind resources in the locality consistent
with national planning policy. In addition, It is considered that the proposals are

appropriate in terms of scale and massing.

6.18 The site supports commercially viable wind speeds and is not located within any
environmentally sensitive areas as defined within the EIA Regulations and as such,
under SPP the application for renewable energy generation should be considered
favourably in the first instance. As such, it is considered that the development
proposals represent a unique opportunity in a suitable location to make a small but
valuable contribution to the UK’'s binding renewable energy targets whilst being

sensitive to the surrounding environmental assets.

Landscape and Visual Impact

6.19 There is a general presumption within planning policy against development within the
countryside to protect its rural character and among other things the diversity of its
landscapes. However, it is considered that the significant sustainable credentials of
the proposals outweigh any potential harm and provide a significant case to allow

development within the countryside in this location.

6.20 Not withstanding the strong presumption in favour of renewable energy development
previously considered, the landscape and visual impacts of the development
proposals have been investigated as part of this application. It is important to note
that the site is not located within any statutorily designated landscape areas and as

such the associated restrictive policies do not apply to this application.

6.21 The landscape and visual effects have been assessed for the proposed wind turbine
within the landownership at Drummick. The proposed turbine is located within fields
currently used for grazing and is not subject to any statutory or non-statutory

environmental designations.

6.22 The proposed wind turbine is in support of national, regional, and local planning
policy with regards to renewable energy, the need to protect landscape character,
visual amenity, nature conservation and biodiversity. In particular, the proposals are
in accordance with the objectives of National Planning policy. The development

would also be in keeping with policies within regional and local plans.
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6.23 The proposed wind turbine would not be obviously visible from key environmental
designations, including the Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park, River Tay
(Dunkeld) and River Earn (Comrie to St Fillans), or the Fowlis Wester Conservation
Area (CAs).

6.24 The siting, scale and form of the wind turbine would introduce a further built element
into the receiving landscape, although these would be generally viewed in the context
of other infrastructure and transport corridors, including the pylons and transmission
lines on the site itself, Perth, and the A85.

6.25 There would be no significant change to the physical characteristics of the
surrounding area as identified within the landscape character assessments.
Specifically, treecover, field pattern, and drainage patterns would be materially
unaltered by the development. As such the proposals would be in accordance with
the findings of the ‘Landscape Study Windfarm development in the Ochil Hills and
Southern Highland Perthshire’ that confirms the Lowland Hills landscape is capable

of accommodating “sensitive wind windfarms”.

6.26 It is evident from the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) and field survey that actual
visual envelope for the proposed wind turbine would be limited with visual effects
restricted beyond 2km from the wind turbine. This would be due to the topography of

area, tree cover, and distance.

6.27 At close proximity within 2km of the wind turbine, views of the rotor blades and tower
would be evident near Sluidubh and Drummick to the south east and north west

respectively.

6.28 Within more distant photoviews beyond 2km from the wind turbine, the tower and
rotor blades generally form a small component of the view that would be assimilated
into the wider landscape setting. The wind turbine would be scarcely perceptible from
distant elevated locations to the south east including Dunning and Tullibardine
Collegiate Church. The outlying terrain of Mounth Highlands also provides an
elevated backdrop behind the wind turbine, the result is that moving rotor blades

would not be apparent on the skyline.

6.29 Although there would be visual change at close proximity it would not necessarily be
a harmful one, merely slightly different to one that exists at present. It is also

recognised that the proposed wind turbine would generally be viewed in the context
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6.30

6.31

6.32

6.33

6.34

6.35

6.36

of nearby pylons and transmission lines that already provides a strong vertical and
horizontal built elements in the landscape. It is also acknowledged that any scheme

involving renewable energy and wind turbines will form visible elements in the view.

The cumulative effect on both landscape and visual amenity arising from the

proposed wind turbine and other wind farm developments would be minor.

The accompanying landscape report demonstrates that the proposed wind turbine
could be successfully accommodated and assimilated into the wider landscape
without causing significant harm to landscape character, visual amenity or the
landscape features of the area. The proposed wind turbine would be acceptable in

landscape and visual terms.

Terrestrial Ecology, Ornithology and Nature Conservation

The location of the application site has been chosen to best mitigate against any
potential ecological issues. No habitat or ecological feature listed within the
European Habitats Directive nor any flora of conservation interest is located within

the area affected by the proposed development.

An extended Phase 1 habitat survey and desk-based study was undertaken of the
site and in order to identify any nearby sites designated for nature conservation

interest and potential features of ecological interest in the wider area.

The results of the field survey and desk study demonstrate that the wider survey area
supports some features of ecological value, although the turbine area is proposed
within a mixture of habitats including improved grassland, poor semi-improved
grassland, semi-improved acid grassland, inundation vegetation and ditches of

relatively low ecological value.

The application site is not contained within a statutory designated site. The River
Tay Special Area of Conservation is located 1.5km to the north of the site; South
Tayside Special Protection Area/RAMSAR site and Dupplin Lakes Site of Special

Scientific Interest area located 9.7km to the south east of the site.

Detailed wintering and breeding bird surveys, including Vantage Point surveys have
been carried out in order to consider the potential for impacts on protected and
notable bird species in the area. The findings are discussed in detail within the

accompanying Compendium of Environmental Reports. In summary, it is
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6.37

6.38

6.39

6.40

demonstrated that the effects of the proposed development on ecological assets are

acceptable.

Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

The application has considered the archaeological and cultural heritage assets of the
site and surroundings. The detailed assessment contained within the accompanying
Compendium of Environmental Reports has considered the below-ground

archaeological remains, standing buildings and the historic landscape.

There are no recorded cultural heritage assets within the site. Heritage assets
recorded in the vicinity of the site comprise the 19" Century farmstead at Drummick
to the north-east, the site of a 19" Century farmstead at Gorthy Wood to the west,
and the rubble remains of a possible shieling to the south. It is considered that the
proposed development will have no known physical effect upon the cultural heritage

resource.

There are also anticipated to be no non-physical (visual) effects upon the setting of
Keillour Garden and Keillour Castle. Rising topography and intervening forestry
plantation completely screen the proposed development site from these assets.
Furthermore, the topographical setting of Keillour Castle and Garden, and vegetation
within the gardens themselves, create a secluded setting which is largely screened
from the surrounding landscape. The non-physical (visual) effects upon the
significance of further designated heritage assets in the vicinity of the site is
considered to be negligible. Intervening topography and vegetation largely screen

the proposed development from nearby heritage assets.
Noise

An assessment of the likely noise effect of the proposed Drummick wind turbine has
been carried out. Worst case downwind turbine noise levels at the closest residential
locations to the site have been predicted based on warranted sound power level data
for an Enercon E53 wind turbine. Predictions were carried out according to
recommendations in the Institute of Acoustics (loA) Acoustics Bulletin Vol 34 no. 2

article Prediction and Assessment of Wind Turbine Noise.
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6.41

6.42

6.43

6.44

6.45

6.46

The assessment has been carried out by comparing predicted noise levels with noise
limits described in ETSU-R-97, Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms,

as referred to in PAN 1/2011, Planning and Noise.

The assessment shows that the predicted wind turbine noise levels at all non-
financially involved residential properties meets the ETSU-R-97 simplified noise limit
under all conditions by a margin of 2.2 dB, which is greater than the 1dB safety factor

recommended by Enercon.
Aviation

It is considered that the findings of the analysis and the comments of statutory
consultees demonstrate that there would be no significant effects on aviation
interests as a result of a wind turbine operating at Drummick at the designated

coordinate, with or without further micro-siting provisions.

Telecommunications

It is considered that the findings of the analysis and the comments of statutory
consultees demonstrate that, following implementation of any necessary mitigation,
there would be no significant effects on telecommunications as a result of a wind
turbine operating at Drummick at the designated co-ordinate with or without further

micro-siting provision.

Transport and Access

The potential impact of HGV traffic associated with the proposed turbine construction
has been assessed in relation to existing traffic flows. The project would add no
more than 40% to the average HGV flows on the A822 on the days when the
movements are at their peak. This effect is considered insignificant in both the scale
and the duration. In conclusion, this is a figure of less than 2% of the average tota!
traffic flows on the A822.

It is recognised that the delivery of the turbine components will require careful
thought and planning. Additionally given the nature of the size of these components
it is likely that there will be a requirement for a police escort. Each delivery vehicle
would follow a pre-determined route and the times can be arranged so that minimal

disruption is caused to other road users.
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7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

7.1 The application proposes the erection of a single wind turbine of a height of 77m at

land at Drummick, Glenalmond.

7.2 The relevant policies of the Development Plan and additional material
statements/documents have been considered and the proposed development is
considered to be found acceptable within this context. The principle of development
is considered to be acceptable within this countryside location due to the overriding
need for renewable energy and the effective siting and scale of the proposals
situated at reasonable distance from those statutorily designated areas of landscape

and ecological importance which are afforded the greatest levels of protection.

7.3 It is considered that the proposed wind turbine at Drummick would make a valuable
contribution to the Government’s sustainability objectives and contribution towards

legally binding renewable energy and CO, reduction targets.

7.4 The anticipated effects of the development proposals have been assessed in detail
within the accompanying Environmental Reports and summarised again within this
report. It is considered that the supporting documentation provides a fair and robust
assessment of the potential effects of the proposed development and it is considered
that providing that the mitigation measures where necessary as recommended within
this application are employed, the proposals are considered to be entirely acceptable

at this location.

7.5 On the basis of the evidence provided within this report and supporting
documentation, it is respectfully requested that the application for the proposed wind

turbine at Drummick be granted planning permission.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 This Design and Access Statement forms part of a package of documents

accompanying the application.

1.2 The purpose of this document is to demonstrate that the Applicant has fully
considered the design and access issues as part of the comprehensive preparation
of the scheme prior to submission of the planning application. This report therefore

covers the following matters:

e Use

+ Amount

¢ Layout

e Scale

e Landscaping
e Appearance

e Access
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2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

SITE DESCRIPTION & CONTEXT

A Site Location Plan is submitted with this application for reference.

The Proposed turbine development area comprises an area of land of approximately
0.8ha and is located in a rural area between Glenalmond approximately 1km to the
north and Keilour approximately 2.5km south/south-east. Buchanty Burn lies a little

further west from the site area.

The site is presently in agricultural use and does not hold any particular conservation
or biodiversity value. A search of “sensitive areas” as defined by the EIA Regulations
confirms that the site is not located within any such “sensitive area”. The site is
bordered to the south by woodland and agricultural land to the immediate north, east

and west.

There are no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) within or adjacent to the site;
the closet being Methven Moss over 5km south east, a second SSSI (Connachan
Marsh) is 8km south west. There are no National Parks within or close to the site —
the nearest being Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park over 66km to the
west. The site is not within or close to any World Heritage Sites or Scheduled
Monuments (SMs). The closest SMs are Fendoch Burn Roman Fort, Sair Law burial
mound and Inchaffray Abbey approximately 4km away. The Site is not within a
National Scenic Area, the closest being River Tay (Dunkeld) approximately 15km
north of the site. There are no Ramsar Sites, Special Protection Areas (SPAs) or
Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) (European designations under the Habitats
Regulations) within or adjacent to the site. The closest SAC is Methven Moss 5km
away. The closest Ramsar Site and SPA is South Tayside Goose Roosts

approximately 10km south east.

An unclassified road passes east of the site area in a north — south direction, leading

to Drummick.

Existing land use within the site comprises grazing land which is surrounded by
pasture land and forestry within the wider area. Overhead cables transect the North-

East of the site connecting the turbine to the Grid.
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

DESIGN

A considerable number of factors have contributed towards the design and layout of
the site that is now put forward. These are now discussed against the various
aspects of Design highlighted within CABE’s guidance document regarding the

production of Design & Access Statements.
Use

The site currently lies within open farmland within the wider countryside setting. The
proposed wind turbine will not result in the loss of any significant part of the site as
the space taken up by the turbine will be minimal, comprising only the dimensions of
the foundations that support the turbine. Agricultural practices can still take place

right up to the foundation base of the turbine.

The proposal is for the erection of a single wind turbine with a maximum blade height
of 77m. It is anticipated that the turbine would be operational for a duration of 25
years. |t is also proposed to erect a 50m anemometer mast for a temporary period of

18 months in order to record local wind speeds.

The proposed location has been chosen due to its exposure to commercially viable
wind speeds and limited environmental constraints. The location also provides an
uninterrupted airflow by virtue of the site being some distance from structures which

would detrimentally influence the generating capacity of the turbine.

If the Council is to continue its excellent records of contributing towards meeting the
Renewable Energy targets then such developments will continue to be required
within the countryside where the capacity to support such schemes is greater than

within an urban setting.

Amount and Fabrication

It is proposed to construct a single wind turbine with a height to blade tip of 77m. The
wind turbine will be formed of 3 blades made from reinforced carbon fibre. The

turbine will be mounted on 50m mast (hub height) made of galvanised steel.

The exterior finish of the turbine is proposed to be matt white/silver. The final finish
can be the subject of an appropriate Condition of an approval if required by the Local
Planning Authority.
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3.8

3.9

3.10

3.1

3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

The overall scale of the turbine will create a maximum height of 77m. The rotor
diameter will be 27mm.

Whilst the site comprises an area of 0.8ha, the land take for the wind turbine will be
small (0.014ha). This is formed by the concrete foundations and infrastructure
requirements. At the end of the turbine's lifespan of 25 years, the plant and

machinery can be dismantled and removed and the site restored to its former use.

The proposed anemometer mast is formed from two main components; a mast and

meteorological measuring equipment (the anemometer).

The mast itself is fabricated from seventeen sections each approximately 3m in

length. The mast will be 152mm diameter from base to tip.

The mast is held erect with six sets of Kevlar guy wires, each with 4 wires. The guy
wires will be anchored to the field at radii of 30.4m and 33.52m from the base of the

mast.

The overall total land area occupied by the mast and supporting guy wires is
approximately 0.4ha. However, the actual land take will be a small percentage of this

area by virtue of the mast’s slender construction.

As part of the fabrication specification of the mast, it will be anodised ‘natural’ metal
grey in colour. However, the applicant is willing to change these colour specifications
should the LPA consider this necessary. This would be most appropriately dealt with

by way of planning Conditions attached to a future permission.

The design and limited scale of the mast means that no further anchoring or support

is required at the base of the tower.

The mast has been specifically designed and fabricated for the purpose of recording
wind speed, direction and pressure at multiple heights. The lower anemometer will

be attached to the mast by a detachable collar.

The recording and onward broadcast equipment will be located in a secure anchored

box at the base of the mast. This will require no external power feed for operation.

All plant and equipment will be completely removed from the site at the end of the

recording period (after 18 months operation).
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3.19

3.20

3.21

3.22

3.23

No concrete or other permanent foundations are required for this element of the

proposed development.

Layout

In proposing the general layout of development, great consideration has been given
to the relationship of the existing buildings and surrounding trees and hedgerows.
This will help ensure that the development sits comfortably within, and is well
contained by, its natural surroundings whilst not adversely detracting from the ability
of the existing farm estate to operate or detrimentally effect surrounding

environmental characteristics.

The specification for the location, positioning and height of the turbine and associated
anemometer mast is based on the following considerations relating to achieving a
maximum economic output of the turbine, while minimising any detriment to the
landscape and wider visual amenity, whilst also adhering to the safe working

practices as recommended by the manufacturer.

¢ There are no overhead electricity transmission lines, trees or other height

obstructions in the vicinity which would necessitate the relocation of the turbine.

s The site is not located within any environmentally sensitive areas so as to reduce
any potential impacts the proposed development may have on landscape and

visual amenity and ecological assets.

¢ No public access is required as part of this development.

Scale

The scale of development on site has been determined by the requirements to
achieve a consistent and smooth laminar airflow in order to maximise the renewable
energy generating potential of the turbine. Achieving a ‘clean’ airflow maximises
output, minimises fatigue and associated maintenance costs caused by turbulent

airflow.

The requirement to maximise the economic potential of the proposals has been
weighed against the environmental sensitivity of the site and the wider surroundings

to inform a suitable scale of proposed development.
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3.24

3.25

3.26

3.27

3.28

3.29

The anemometer mast height is dictated by the requirements of being able to
measure meteorological conditions at the theoretical hub height of any future wind
turbine along with secondary ‘background’ data to inform a detailed energy

production and noise assessment.

Initial desk based investigations and calculations show the optimum hub height for a
wind turbine in this location is likely to be 50m. Therefore a monitoring mast of
similar height is appropriate for the recording of all necessary data (with additional

data capture at 25m to provide a secondary data source).

In order to minimise the risk of birds striking the guy wires, it is envisaged that should
it be the wish of the Council, these wires may be fitted with bird deflectors if
appropriate. It is considered that this matter could be appropriately addressed

through a Planning Condition attached to any future grant of consent.

Landscape

The proposal has been subject to a detailed landscape and visual impact
assessment which forms a separate report. The following design principles have

been considered as part of the development of the scheme:

e Development and application of the most suitable wind turbine design for the site,
to respond to the local landscape character and provide an acceptable design

solution in terms of scale, layout and visual composition.

e Achieve a cost effective scheme that may be viewed and considered an

acceptable component of the landscape.

s Minimise the adverse landscape and visual effect on views from key receptors
such as important protected landscape, highways and public footpaths and

settlements.

No formal landscaping scheme is proposed as part of this wind turbine development.

Appearance

A detailed consideration of the appearance of the turbine in relation to the landscape
and its visual impact is included within the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment

which accompanies this application.
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3.30

3.31

3.32

3.33

In summary, the accompanying landscape report demonstrates that the proposed
wind turbine can be successfully accommodated on site and assimilated into the
surrounding area without causing significant harm to the local character, or
landscape features of the area. There may be some significant effects upon
residential visual amenity for some nearby properties. However, the proposed
development comprises a single wind turbine and its effect upon the landscape

character is judged to be slight / moderate.

The anemometer monopole mast will be a temporary structure and have minimal
visual impact by virtue of its fabrication and materials providing a non-intrusive object

when placed in its proposed setting.

Indeed, the monopole design of the met mast is considered to be the most visually

uncbtrusive design within the industry.

Appeal precedents have established that even 70m high meteorological masts would
have little adverse impact on the surrounding landscape by nature of their slender
construction (for example APP/X1545/A/06/2017191/NWF, APPX4725/A/07/2051921
and APP/P4415/A/06/2005568).
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4,

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

ACCESS

The site is proposed to be accessed to the north of the site via the A822 and the

B8063 and an existing unclassified lane east of the site.

Construction of the wind turbine will require items of plant and machinery equipment
coming to the site as well as aggregate and concrete for the construction of the
foundations (although the foundations will be minimal). The construction period for

the above components is anticipated to take approximately 2 months.

The wind turbine components will be transported to site via standard 40 foot or 60

foot articulated lorries.

The main transport impacts will resuit from the movement of the commercial HGV's
and light vehicles to and from the proposed development site during the construction

phase of the development. All construction vehicles will utilise the local highways.

During the operational phase very few vehicle movements are expected to be

generated by the development, only relating to maintenance activities.

The development will not be open to the general public and will be maintained by a
dedicated team of engineers. For this reason, it is not appropriate to apply the

requirements of inclusive access to this proposed scheme.
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1. PURPOSE OF THIS STATEMENT

1.1 This document is the consultation statement in support of an application for planning
permission for a renewable energy development comprising of a single wind turbine
at Drummick site, Glenalmond, Perth.

1.2 The site comprises privately-owned land and the turbine co-ordinate is located at
Grid Reference 295306, 726818.

1.3 The proposed turbine development area is located in a rural area between
Glenalmond approximately 1km to the north and Keillour approximately 2.5km south /
south-east.

1.4 The planning application is submitted by ClearWinds Ltd. The consultation statement
provides detailed information regarding the pre-application consultation which has
been undertaken prior to the submission of the planning application seeking
permission for the development.

2. THE PLANNING APPLICATION

2.1 The planning application is being submitted to Perth and Kinross Council as the
Local Planning Authority (LPA) for the development site.

2.2 The Planning Application seeks permission for:

“Proposed erection of a single 77m wind turbine with a maximum rated
capacity of 900kW for a period of 25 years and erection of an
anemometry mast up to 50m height for a period of 18 months”.

2.3 To enable the LPA, statutory consultees, other interested parties and local residents
to make informed comments and decisions about the proposed Drummick Wind
Energy Proposal, the planning application is submitted with the following documents:

e Application Form
¢ Schedule of Drawings
e Planning Supporting Statement
s Design and Access Statement
¢ Compendium of Environmental Reports
2.4 The proposed location of the development is shown in Appendix 1
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

4.1

4.2

THE APPLICANT

ClearWinds Ltd. (ClearWinds) is an independent wind energy development company
that engages leading industry expertise to deliver green sustainable energy whilst

supporting local community initiatives through the provision of community benefits

ClearWinds is involved with projects from their inception and throughout their
lifespan, seeking to build strong relationships with landowners and local

communities.

Onshore wind is recognised as a significant opportunity for communities and the rural
sector more generally to generate much needed local revenue to assist in sustaining

local economies and community infrastructure.

ClearWinds are offering to make annual community and residential benefit payments.
The scale of such payments, linked to gross operating revenues, will be outlined in a
Section 75 proposal under the Town and Country Planning Act (Scotland) 1997 (as
amended). It is estimated that these funds would contribute around £10,000 per

annum for the lifetime of the project, for each of the community and residents funds.

ClearWinds undertakes a rigorous site selection process which is designed to create
the right scheme in the right location — generating significant much-needed

renewable electricity while respecting the local environment that hosts the projects.

ClearWinds is committed to public consultation and always aims to obtain local

residents feedback before submitting its proposals.

PROMOTING THE OPPORTUNITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE CONSULTATION

A leaflet was prepared describing the scheme proposal and information on work
commissioned and work in progress (see copy of leaflet within Appendix 2). A
questionnaire section was included within the leaflet which had a mix of scheme
specific questions and more general ones about renewable energy and space for any
other comments and suggestions about the scheme. The leaflet was hand delivered

to local residents within a radius of 3km of the proposal during early November 2011.

During the leaflet drop face-to-face discussions between local residents and

ClearWinds took place at the closest properties located to the proposed turbine.

CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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4.3 In addition to public community participation ClearWinds consulted with various

stakeholders during the development stage of the project. Statutory Consultees

included:
e MOD
e CAA
¢ NATS
e (Ofcom

¢ Joint Radio Company

o Atkins

e Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH)

» The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB)
e Perth and Kinross Council Landscape Officer

e Historic Scotland

5. FEEDBACK & COMMENTARY

5.1 A total of 70 leaflets were posted within the local area. 15 completed leaflets were

received back.

5.2 The content of each response has been recorded verbatim below. The name of the

respondent has been abbreviated and their address limited to a street or area only in

order to conform with the current legislation. Letter responses have been described

below accordingly.

5.3 Feedback Commentary is given in the table below:

No. | Address Questions/Comments Support
Scheme at
Drummick?
1 HM . . "
Glenalmond Are you a resident of_ Glen_almond or Keillour? If not, | Yes - support
please state the area in which you live.
Yes
Are you concerned about global warming and green
issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the UK?
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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Yes
Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Yes... with conditions
Any Other Comments
To fully support the project | would be seeking some kind
of financial recompense. | am the closest resident and am
concerned about low frequency noise....... [rest of text not
provided to author]
TD Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If not, | Yes - support
Keillour please state the area in which you live.
Yes
Are you concerned about global warming and green
issues?
Yes to some extent, but the Almighty will fold the earth up when
he sees fit.
Do you support wind development within the UK?
Yes 100%
Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Yes it benefits all.
Any Other Comments?
These windmills are wonderful, the wind is wonderful,
energy is wonderful. P.T.O......
Call in for coffee and hopefully one day you'll get me a
stack of windmills too.
GED Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If not, | Yes - support
Methven please state the area in which you live.
Yes, Circled on map
Are you concerned about global warming and green
issues?
No
Do you support wind development within the UK?
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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No

Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.

Providing only one windmill for benefit of the farmer
Any Other Comments?

Windmills are not a farm !

CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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Yes -support

JL Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If
Methven not, please state the area in which you live.
Keillour
Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?
No
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
Yes
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Yes
Any Other Comments?
CMC Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? if | No
Methven not, please state the area in which you live.
Resident of Keillour
Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
No. Spoiling our Scottish countryside.
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
No. Disruption to this country area (see marked
paragraph overleaf)
Any Other Comments?
Nuclear power is the way to go. Leave our
countryside alone.
JML Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If | Yes - support
Keillour not, please state the area in which you live.
Resident of Keillour.
Are you concerned about global warming and
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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green issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
Yes, if site appropriate.
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Require further information before making decision
i.e. construction traffic — road capabilities etc.
Any Other Comments?
Are there further proposals to extend this
development?
AML Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If | Yes - support
Keillour not, please state the area in which you live.
Keillour
Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
Yes, very much
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Yes, good for environment and good for local
economy and community
Any Other Comments?
Fully support this wind turbine.
JH Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If | Yes - support
Methven not, please state the area in which you live.
Yes
Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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Yes
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
Yes
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Yes | am in favour of wind energy, it looks like a
good location.
Any Other Comments?
| would like one also !!

AGM Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If | No

Queensferry not, please state the area in which you live.
Not currently a resident, but own farm and woods
adjacent to proposed site.
Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the
UK?
Yes
Do you support the proposed wind development
at Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Probably not, it will affect our property. Our plans for
a turbine is on hold at present but will be re-instated
if this proposal is given approval.
Any Other Comments?
N/A

CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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10 | JO
Steading

Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If
not, please state the area in which you live.

Yes

Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?

Yes
Do you support wind development within the UK?
Within certain boundaries.

Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.

No, ! believe the sighting is inappropriate to an area
where there is already a proliferation of wind farms.

Any Other Comments?

The sighting of one turbine is clearly just a beginning to
further inappropriate additions.

No

11 Anonymous

Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If
not, please state the area in which you live.

Yes

Are you concerned about global warming and
green issues?

Yes
Do you support wind development within the UK?
Not entirely

Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.

No - wrong place, insufficient wind in the Glen for
commercial or domestic use.

Any Other Comments?

Wind power is very inefficient and spoils the
countryside.

No

CIR.C.0362
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12 | Anonymous Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If not, | No
please state the area in which you live.
Yes
Are you concerned about global warming and green
issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the UK?
Not particularly
Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
Not really — my view is that wave power is the way to go
Any Other Comments?
It seems a great deal of trouble for one turbine with a
wind farm in prospect in the area at end of the Glen,
why not join it?

13 | Anonymous Are you a resident of Glenalmond or Keillour? If not, | No
please state the area in which you live.
Yes
Are you concerned about global warming and green
issues?
Yes
Do you support wind development within the UK?
No — it is an insufficient approach to the problem.
Do you support the proposed wind development at
Drummick? Please state your reasons below.
No this is not a suitable place for a wind farm.
Any Other Comments?
N/A

14 | TW Individual Letter dated 15th December 2011 Undecided

Glenalmond
RE W IND TURBINE AT DRUMMICK, GLENALMOND,
PERTH
Dear Mr Clare
CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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Further to your visit last month in respect of the
proposed erection of a proposed wind turbine at the
above location | am now writing in advance of any
planning application to raise some key issues which |
hope you can respond to:

LOCATION

The proposed location is of major concern to us. Our
vista and that of our neighbour is out onto the Sma
Glen. There is currently a wood between us and the
proposed turbine but we do not own this wood and
should it come down then we would have direct site of
the turbine. Your map does not properly indicate where
this turbine is to be sited. Is it in the dip at the back of
the wood? Will we be able to see the tips of the turbine
with the wood there?

NOISE

There are four properties including ours in relative
proximity to the proposed site and despite the fact there
is only one proposed turbine nevertheless raises major
concerns about noise pollution. There

have been several well publicised cases recently of
noise from turbines contributing to depressive
conditions including insomnia and | and others need to
be assured that this will not be the case with this single
turbine.

CONSTRUCTION

The access road to the proposed site is a very narrow
country lane which is used by cars going to Glenalmond
College as well as local residents. It is not at all suitable
for construction traffic of the kind

that will be required for the erection of this turbine.
There are many blind bends on the road and it
frequently gets icy. This is a significant issue.

RATIONALE

Why here in the middle of unspoilt grazing area where
there is significant bird life? Most weekends there are
bird watchers from the road and we will seek advice
from Scottish Natural Heritage on the

Importance of this area for bird life.

In addition although the application is only for one wind
turbine, it follows another application for a bigger
development - The Mull Hill Wind Farm- just up the road
of the Sma Glen. There does also exist

the huge Griffin Wind Farm near Aberfeldy as well as
others which have been rejected.

I look forward to hearing your comments on the above.

CIR.C.0362
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5.4

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

Analysis of the responses

A total of 70 leaflets and feedback forms were hand delivered to residents within a
3km area of the proposed site. Out of the 70 homes which received a leaflet and
feedback form only 14 residents completed and returned the form. Of the 14
completed questionnaires shown in the table above 7 people are in favour of the
proposals at Drummick, 6 people are against and one undecided. On balance this
shows there is an overall majority of residents who responded to the consultation are

in favour of the proposed single turbine at Drummick.

SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

This document summarises the consultation process taken place in support of an
application submitted by ClearWinds Ltd. for planning permission for a renewable
energy development. The proposals comprise a single wind turbine at Drummick,
Glenalmond, Perth. The proposed turbine development area is located in a rural area
between Glenalmond and Keillour. The site comprises privately-owned land and the
turbine co-ordinate is located at Grid Reference 295306, 726818,

The consultation consisted of a leaflet drop and face to face discussions to local
residents within a 3km area of the proposed turbine location. The leaflet described
the scheme proposal, information on work commissioned and work in progress. A
questionnaire section was included within the leaflet which included a mix of scheme
specific questions and more general ones about renewable energy and space for any

other comments and suggestions relating to the scheme.

In addition to public community participation, ClearWinds consulted with various

stakeholders during the development stage of the project.

Out of the 70 homes which received a leaflet and feedback form only 14 residents
completed and returned the form. Of the 14 completed questionnaires 7 people are in

favour of the proposals, 6 people are against and one undecided.

The consultation exercise has demonstrated out of residents who responded, there is
on balance an overall majority of local residents who are in favour of the proposed

single turbine at Drummick.

CIR.C.0362 January 2012
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APPENDIX 1

Proposed Location of Development
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

This compendium of environmental reports accompanies a planning application submitted on behalf of
ClearWinds Limited for the erection of a single wind turbine with a maximum rated capacity of up to 900kW
and a maximum tip height of 77m at Drummick, Glenalmond, Perth. The site context of the application site in
relation to the wider landscape is shown on Figure 1 and the application area is shown on the site location
plan on Figure 2. Figure 3 identifies the site layout showing position of access tracks, cable trench,
construction compound, control building and crane pad.

The description of the development as specified on the planning application forms is as follows:

“Proposed erection of a single 77m wind turbine with a maximum rated capacity of up
to 900kW for a period of 25 years and erection of an anemometry mast up to 50m
height for a period of 18 months”.

1.2 Environmental Issues

In order to determine the requirement for an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to accompany the
planning application the applicant requested (on 23" September 2011) a formal screening opinion request
(see Appendix A) from Perth and Kinross Council in accordance with Regulation 6 of the Environmental
Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulatlons 2011. Perth and Kinross Council issued their formal screening
opinion (see Appendix B) on 13"™ October 2011 confi irming than an EIA was not required to accompany the
planning application as the proposed development was not likely to have significant effects on the
environment by virtue of its size, nature and location.

However, in recognition the proposed development may have a potential effect on the environment the
applicant has commissioned a number of reports to identify any possible environmental effects.

The environmental reports commissioned have been prepared to address the environmental issues which
are considered pertinent to both the construction and operational phases of the proposed development.
These are as follows:

= Construction Effects

=  Ecological Assessment

= Landscape and Visual Assessment

®  Archaeology and Cultural Heritage Statement
=  Transport and Access Statement

® Noise Assessment

=  Aviation Assessment; and

= Telecommunications Assessment

1.3 Site Context

The proposed turbine development area is located in a rural area between Glenalmond approximately 1km
to the north and Keilour approximately 2.5km south / south-east. An unclassified road passes east of the site
area in a north — south direction, leading to Drummick. Buchanty Burn lies a little further west from the site
area. Existing land use within the site comprises grazing land which is surrounded by pasture land and
forestry within the wider area. Overhead cables transect the eastern end of site at a section running between
Easter Buchanty and Bellour.

CIR.C.0362 Drummick, Glenalmond
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The proposed location of the turbine lies outside of any ‘sensitive area’. There are no Sites of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) within or adjacent to the site; the closest being Methven Moss over 5km south east,
a second SSSI, Connachan Marsh is 8km south west. There are no National Parks within or close to the site
- the nearest being Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park over 66km to the west. The site is not
within or close to any World Heritage Sites or Scheduled Monuments (SMs). The closest SMs are Fendoch
Burn Roman Fort, Sair Law burial mound and Inchaffray Abbey approximately 4km away. The site is not
within a National Scenic Area, the closest being River Tay (Dunkeld) approximately 15km north of the site.
There are no Ramsar Sites, Special Protection Areas (SPAs) or Special Areas of Conservation (SAC)
(European designations under the Habitats Regulations) within or adjacent to the site. The closest SAC is
Methven Moss 5km away. The closest Ramsar Site and SPA is South Tayside Goose Roosts approximately
10km south east.

1.4 Description of Proposed Development
Proposed Development

The proposal is for the erection of a single wind turbine with a maximum rated capacity of up to 900kW for a
duration of 25 years benefiting from the Feed-in Tariff (FIT) programme which will see renewable energy fed
into the grid, thus representing a contribution to the UK's renewable energy targets. The turbine would have
a maximum tip height of 77m and a hub height of 50m. In addition the scheme will include erection of an
anemometry mast up to 50m height for a period of 18 months as a pre-cursor to the turbine. The site is
approximately 0.8 hectares.

The turbine and met mast co-ordinate are located at Grid Reference 295306 726818.

The development proposals would assist in the wider need to protect natural resources and provide for the
sensitive exploitation of renewable energy sources, all in accordance with national, regional and local policy
guidance.

Grid Connection

Underground cabling will link the turbine to the on site substation. Detailed construction and trenching
specifications will depend on the ground conditions encountered at the time to minimise ground disturbance
cables will be laid adjacent to the access tracks as shown on the layout plan Figure 3.

1.5 Public Consultation

ClearWinds Limited has undertaken public consultation in respect of the above development, prior to the
preparation and submission of the application to Perth and Kinross Council for planning permission. The aim
of the consultation process was to seek the views of interested parties on the proposals to assist in the
preparation of the planning application.

A leaflet was prepared describing the scheme proposal and information on work commissioned and work in
progress. A questionnaire section was included within the leaflet which had a mix of scheme specific
questions and more general ones about renewable energy and space for any other comments and
suggestions about the scheme. The leaflet was hand delivered to local residents within a radius of 3km of
the proposal.

Out of the 70 homes which received a leaflet and feedback form only 14 residents completed and returned

the form. Of the 14 completed questionnaires, on balance there was an overall majority of residents in
favour of the proposals at Drummick.

1.6 Structure of the Environmental Reports Compendium

This document comprises a series of assessment reports regarding each of the environmental issues which
have been identified as being of relevance in the consideration of this application. These studies are

CIR.C.0362 Drummick, Glenalmond
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presented as standalone reports, including figures and appendices where appropriate. The compendium is
structured as follows:

Section 1 introduces the proposed development and identifies the key environmental issues
which the following reports address. It also sets out the structure of the compendium.

Section 2 is a construction effects report which considers construction times, site access, track
layout and design, foundations, grid connection and turbine erection.

Section 3 is an ecological assessment which ascertains the ecological value of the site and
surrounding area and identifies any significant habitats and associated flora and fauna which
require conservation and enhancement and considers specific protected species surveys.

Section 4 is a landscape and visual assessment of the proposals which evaluates possible
effects on sensitive receptors and the landscape resource.

Section 5 is an archaeology and cultural heritage assessment of the resource present at the
site and the surrounding area which details the possible effects of the development proposals
on these features.

Section 6 considers transport and access requirements associated with delivery of components
parts of the turbines and delivery of blades;

Section 7 contains an assessment of noise according to the recommendations of ETSU-R-97,
The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms.

Section 8 considers and presents the findings of aviation analysis
Section 9 considers and presents the findings of telecommunication analysis

Section 10 provides an overview and summary of the findings of the environmental reports.

The environmental consultants who have undertaken the assessments included in this compendium are
referenced in the project directory at the front of this document.

CIR.C.0362

Drummick, Glenalmond
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Figure 1

Site Context Plan

CIR.C.0362 Drummick, Glenalmond
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Figure 2

Site Location Plan
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Figure 3

Site Layout Plan
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Appendix A

Screening Opinion Request
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AC/AVR/CIR.C.0362/230911
23" September 2011

Planning Officer

Perth & Kinross Council
2 High Street

Perth

PH1 5PH

For the attention of Mr. D. Niven
Dear Sir/fMadam,
Re: Proposed Wind Turbine, Drummick, Glenalmond, Perth

Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Requilations 2011:

Requlation 6 Request for a Screening Opinion

Following receipt of your Screening Opinion on 21 October 2010 confirming an
EIA would not be required for proposals of 3 wind turbines at Drummick and
following recent issue of the Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland)
Regulations 2011 together with a reduction of the scheme proposals to a single
turbine, we write on behalf of ClearWinds Ltd. to formally request an updated
Screening Opinion to determine whether an Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA) is required to be submitted for a proposed wind turbine at the above
location.

This request is made under Regulation 6 of the Environmental Impact
Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 2011. As required under this Regulation,
please find enclosed a plan identifying the location of the proposed development
area, together with a brief description of the proposal and its possible effects on
the environment.

Site Location

A location plan is enclosed for your reference. The proposed turbine
development area is located in a rural area between Glenalmond approximately
1km to the north and Keilour approximately 2.5km south / south-east. An
unclassified road passes through the site area in a north — south direction,
leading to Drummick. Buchanty Burn lies a little further west from the site area.
Existing land use within the site comprises grazing land which is surrounded by
pasture land and forestry within the wider area. Overhead cables transect the site
at a section between Easter Buchanty and Bellour.

Development Proposal

The proposal is for the erection of a single wind turbine with a maximum rated
capacity of 900kW for a duration of 25 years benefiting from the Feed-in Tariff
(FIT) programme which will see renewable energy fed into the grid as well as
consumed on site, thus representing a contribution to the UK’s renewable energy
targets. The turbine would have a maximum tip height of 77m.
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Requirement for an EIA

The proposal falls within the category of ‘Energy Industry’ projects under
Schedule 2 (3 i) as described in the EIA (Scotland) Regulations. The proposed
location of the turbine is not situated within a ‘sensitive area’ as defined in
Regulation 2 (1). The proposal exceeds the threshold for wind power projects
within Schedule 2 (3 i) which defines a proposal as being Schedule 2
development. Development proposals described as Schedule 2 development
require an EIA if they are considered likely to have significant effects on the
environment by virtue of factors such as nature, size or location. It is therefore
necessary to Screen the proposal with the Local Planning Authority to determine
if there are significant effects likely to arise from the proposal (see paragraph 45
of Planning Circular 3/2011).

The Screening process should consider the development proposal against the
criteria and thresholds which are included within the EIA (Scotland) Regulations
in determining whether or not an EIA is required to accompany an application.
Schedule 3 of the EIA (Scotland) Regulations provides selection criteria for
Screening Schedule 2 development, which includes three broad categories for
consideration: the characteristics of the development; the environmental
sensitivity of the location; and the characteristics of the potential impacts.

Planning Circular 3/2011 provides guidance on the EIA (Scotland) Regulations,
in particular, Paragraph 52 of Planning Circular 3/2011 states it is not possible to
formulate criteria or thresholds which will provide a universal test of whether or
not EIA is required. The question must be considered on a case-by case-basis’
Significance of effects are assessed on whether a ‘particular type of development
and its specific impacts are likely in that particular location’

In addition to this, Paragraph 50 specifies ‘Consideration should be given to
development which could have complex, long term or irreversible impacts, and
where expert and detailed analysis of those impacts would be desirable and
would be relevant to the issue of whether or not the development should be
allowed. Industrial development involving emissions which are potentially
hazardous to humans and nature may fall into this category’.

With reference to Paragraphs 50 and 52 together with Regulation 2 (1), it is
considered that an application for the development proposal described above
would not warrant the submission of an environmental statement for the following
reasons:

o the development will be for a single turbine up to 900kW where the
localised size and limited extent of the site area for this proposal is not
considered to have wide-ranging effects;

o the proposed location of the turbine lies outside of any ‘sensitive area’.
There are no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) within or adjacent
to the site; the closest being Methven Moss over 5km south east, a
second SSSI, Connachan Marsh is 8km south west. There are no
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National Parks within or close to the site — the nearest being Loch
Lomond and The Trossachs National Park over 66km to the west. The
site is not within or close to any World Heritage Sites or Scheduled
Monuments (SMs). The closest SMs are Fendoch Burn Roman Fort, Sair
Law burial mound and Inchaffray Abbey approximately 4km away. The
site is not within a National Scenic Area, the closest being River Tay
(Dunkeld) approximately 15km north of the site. There are no Ramsar
Sites, Special Protection Areas (SPAs) or Special Areas of Conservation
(SAC) (European designations under the Habitats Regulations) within or
adjacent to the site. The closest SAC is Methven Moss 5km away. The
closest Ramsar Site and SPA is South Tayside Goose Roosts
approximately 10km south east.

o the proposal does not present complex, long term or irreversible effects;

o the wind turbine is proposed for a duration of 25 years and eventual
decommissioning of the turbine will leave behind no legacy of landscape
scars or environmental hazards;

o the proposal is not an industrial development and does not present
potentially hazardous environmental effects to humans and or nature,

o the proposal is temporary and reversible and will contribute to carbon
savings.

Given that the location of the site is not within any sensitive location, the benign
nature of the development proposal, and the limited environmental value of the
turbine location, it is considered whilst there will be some effects upon the
environment as a consequence of the scheme, none of these are considered to
constitute ‘significant effects’. Accordingly, it is considered that the proposal
does not constitute EIA development and would not require an Environmental
Statement to be submitted with a planning application for the scheme.

In acknowledgment of the potential for the scheme to create some effects on the
environment, ClearWinds Ltd. proposes to commission several supporting
studies to identify the effects of development of the site. It is proposed that these
studies will be submitted as an accompaniment to any planning application for
the proposal. These will include a landscape and visual assessment, an ecology
assessment as well as a noise assessment to provide details of noise
specifications for the proposed turbine to confirm no sensitive receptors in the
vicinity will be adversely affected. It is proposed that these studies are submitted
to ensure that appropriate regard is given to environmental considerations in
determining the acceptability of the development.

We believe this approach will provide the Local Authority with all the necessary

information concerning the effects of the development to enable it to make an
informed decision regarding the proposal.
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We look forward to receiving the Council's Screening Opinion within the three
week timeframe specified by the Regulations. In the meantime, should you have
any queries or require any further information please do not hesitate to contact
me or my colleague Annabel Roberts.

Yours faithfully,

Andy Cook
Director (Environmental)
andrew.cook@pegasuspqg.co.uk

Enc. Location Plan: drawing no. C.0362_01-1

Cc: W Clare — ClearWinds Ltd
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Delaved Office Openina for - - Planning and Regeneration
émployee Trginingg PERT}{& ! Head of Service David Littlejohn
This Office will be cllosed from 8.45 am — %g%%%% ‘g :
5 : 2 e
11.00 am on the 17 Thursday of sach ; B b Pullar House 35 Kinnoull Street
month Perth PH1 5GD

Tel 01738 476500 Fax 01738 475310

Pegasus Planning GI’OUp Contact: David Niven
Pegasus House Direct Dial: 01738 475345
Querns Business Centre E-mail: DRANiven@pkc.gov.uk
Cirencester ‘ Our ref 10/01070/PREAPP
Gloucestershire
GL7 1 RT Your ref N/A

Date 13 October 2011

FAO Andy Cook

Dear Sir/Madam,

Request for Screening Opinion: Proposed Wind Turbine with an estimated tip
height of 77 metres on land at Drummick, near Glenalmond

As a schedule 2 Development under The Town and Country Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2011 your proposal is required to be
screened to determine whether an Environmental Statement is required, and whether this
should form part of any formal planning application.

This process has been undertaken and | can inform you that the Council holds the view
that an Environmental Statement is not required in this instance. The Council has taken
cognisance of Scottish Government's and The European Commission’s screening
checklist and determined that the proposed development is unlikely to have significant
effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its size, nature or location. A copy
of the Council's Screening Opinion is attached for your perusal.

Please be advised that competent supporting information will be required to support any
forthcoming application. Scottish Natural Heritages document ‘Natural Heritage
assessment of small scale wind energy projects which do not require formal
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) will be of particular relevance which is available
by following the attached link http://www.snh.gov.uk/docs/C206956.pdf.

[ trust the above is of assistance at this stage.

Yours faithfully

David Niven
Planning Officer
Development Management




PERTH &
KINROSS

COUNCIL

Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999

EIA SCREENING OPINION

Part | - Particulars of Screening Request/Planning Application

Applicant's Name & Address

Agent/Applicant's Name & Address

ClearWinds Ltd
Clo Agent

Andy Cook

Pegasus Planning Group
Pegasus House

Querns Business Centre
Cirencester
Gloucestershire

GL7 1RT

Date Request/Application received

Application Ref. (if applicable)

13" October 2011

10/01070/PREAPP

Site Location

Description of Proposal

Land At Drummick
Near Glenalmond
Perth

Erection of a Wind Turbine with a
maximum height of 77m

Part 2 - Particulars of Screening Decision

Perth and Kinross Council hereby give notice, in accordance with the
provisions of The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2011 that the development referred to in
Part | above is unlikely to have significant effects on the environment. The
Council's reasons for reaching this conclusion are set out below.
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1. Does the development fall within schedule 2, and if it does, does the
development meet the relevant thresholds and criteria in schedule
27

The relevant extract from the table in schedule 2 is set out below and
highlights the thresholds and criteria for the Energy Industry:

3. Energy industry

(i) Installations for the harnessing of wind ! (i) The development involves the
power for energy production (wind installation of more than 2 turbines; or
farms). ;
' (ii) the hub height of any turbine or height .
of any other structure exceeds 15 metres. |

This proposal qualifies as a Schedule 2 Development under the above
regulations, as the proposal is for the erection of one turbine with a hub height
of 15 metres.

2. Does the development fall within a sensitive area?
In terms of the EIA Regulations “sensitive area” means any of the following:

Site of Special Scientific Interest

Land subject to Nature Conservation Orders
International Conservation Sites

National Scenic Areas

World Heritage Sites °
Scheduled Ancient Monuments

National Parks

Circular 08/2007 advises that the likely environmental effects of Schedule 2
development will often be such as to require EIA if it is located in or close to
sensitive sites. The circular advises that other statutory and non-statutory
designations may also be relevant in determining whether EIA is needed,
such as local landscape or biodiversity designations.

The site identified within your screening request lies in close proximity to a
non-statutory designation, namely:

e Keillour Castle Historic Garden and Designed Landscape 1.8km to
south east of site.

A number of statutory designations also lie in proximity to the site:

e River Almond (River Tay) Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 1.2km
north of site.
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e Methven Moss Site of Special Scientific Interest (5SS1) and Specnal
Area of Conservation (SAC) 4.5km south east of site.

3. Is the development likely to have a significant effect(s) on the
environment?

Paragraph 39 of Circular 3/2011 sets out the considerations that are required
to be taken into account in determining whether EIA is needed, it states:

“The regulations reflect the requirement in the Directive to determine whether
the proposed development is likely to have a significant effect(s) on the
environment by virtue of factors such as fits nature, size or location’, The word
‘or’ suggests the EIA may be required by reason of just one of these factors.”

Paragraph 40 states that:

“For many types of development, perhaps the majority, it will be necessary to
consider the characteristics of the development in combination with its
proposed location in order to identify the potential for interactions between a
development and its environmental effects. In determining whether a
particular development is likely to have such effects, authorities must take
account of the selection criteria in Schedule 3 in Schedule 3 of the
Regulations (Annex A of the Circular). Three categories of criteria are listed:

e Characteristics of Development
e Location of development
o Characteristics of the potential impact”

The Scottish Government and The European Commission have prepared
checklists. | have taken cognisance of these checklists in the assessment of
the characteristics and location of the development, the potential impacts
upon the environment are identified below.

Characteristics of the development

e The development will introduce a large scale structure into the
environment at a height of 77.0 metres (maximum tip height).

e The development will result in further consequential development
(requirement to connect to the grid).

o There may be a potential cumulative impact with other electricity and
wind energy infrastructure within the area.

¢ There may be electromagnetic interference with nearby sensitive
equipment.

e There may be noise from the development associated with the
construction and operation of the infrastructure. There may be
associated noise with construction and operational traffic.

¢ The development has the potential to impact on watercourses and
hydrology due to the construction process and formation of access to
the site.
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o Potential physical changes from construction and operation of the
development will occur, instillation of energy infrastructure will result in
a change to the existing land use for the lifetime of the development
until decommissioning. Development is likely to include pre-
construction investigation, excavation, construction works, temporary
site for housing workers/ materials, new diverted transmission lines,
decommissioning and restoration works.

Location of the Development.

o The existing landuses on and around the site could be affected by the
development, for example homes, gardens, recreation, agriculture.

e The development is located in a predominantly undeveloped area.

e There is the potential for an impact on groundwater resources, surface
waters, agriculture.

e The site is located approximately 1.2km away from the River Tay SAC.

e The site is in close proximity Keillour Castle Historic Garden and
Designed Landscape.

e The site is in close proximity to a listed building (Keillour Castle)

Characteristics of the potential impact

| have evaluated the potential significance of each environmental effect
identified above using the second checklist of Annex B. This checklist is
designed to help decide whether the interactions identified between the
development and location are likely to be significant.

It is the opinion of the planning authority having taken account of the
characteristics of the potential impact of the development, in terms of extent,
transboundary nature, magnitude, complexity, probability, duration, frequency
and reversibility that it is unlikely to have a significant effect on the
environment. A detailed study through an EIA is therefore not needed. This
Screening Opinion should not be taken as implying that the planning authority
considers this to be an acceptable development in this location.

Development Quality Manager
The Environment Service
Perth and Kinross Council

Dated: 13 October 2011
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Content Ben Pollard 2011-11-18

Project Manager

Checked Development Consultant Stephanie Clarke 2011-11-23

Approval Director David Bean 2011-11-28

Copyright: PMSS ' © Document Reference: 29827
Signatures in this approval box have checked this document in line with the requirements of QP16
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report contains information from sources and data which we believe to be reliable but we have not confirmed that reliability and make no representation as to their
accuracy or completeness.

The report is confidential to the Client and Project Management Support Services Ltd accepts no responsibility to any third party to whom information in this report may
be disclosed. No part of this document may be reproduced without the prior written approval of Project Management Support Services Ltd
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Indicative Programme

Construction Times

Site Access and On-site Tracks

Track Layout and Design

Track Construction Methodology

Wind Turbine

Wind Turbine Foundation

Wind Turbine Transformer Foundation
Crane Hard Standing

Stone and Concrete Requirements and Sourcing
Erection of Turbine

Site Accommodation and Temporary Works
Restoration and Reinstatement
Decommissioning

Overview

WTG Transformers

On-Site Underground Cables
On-Site Control Building
Installation programme

Distribution Network Operator LPA
Glass Reinforced Plastic
Heavy Goods Vehicle

Figure 1: Site Layout

Figure 2: Typical Access Tracks

Figure 3: Typical Wind Turbine Generator Detail

Figure 4: Typical Cable Trench and Road Cross Sections
Figure 5: Typical Control Building

Local Planning Authority

wind Turbine Generator
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The construction period for Drummick will be approximately four months. The construction process
will entail the following elements:

= Construction of a new entrance bell mouth for access to the site
= Construction of new site tracks, (upgrades to the existing farm grade tracks on site required)
« Construction of temporary construction compound for the site facilities
= Construction of a crane hard standing
« Construction of the WTG foundation and turbine transformer housing
+  Construction of the onsite control building
Excavation and cable laying within the cable trenches
» Connection of onsite cabling
+  Delivery and erection of the WTG
s Commissioning of the site infrastructure
+  Site restoration

Many of these elements will be carried out concurrently, although predominantly in the order
identified, in order to reduce the overall length of the construction programme. Site restoration will
be planned and carried out in order to restore any affected areas as early as possible.

1.1. Indicative Programme

An indicative programme for the construction phase is displayed in Appendix 1. The starting date
for construction will be dictated by the date that planning is achieved and closure of the contracts
for the construction.

1.2. Construction Times

For the purposes of this Environmental Report, construction involving the arrival and departure of
the Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGVs) and those activities where the noise may be audible at the site
boundary will be limited to the hours of 08.00 to 18.00 Monday to Friday. However, turbine
deliveries may take place over the weekend with prior agreement from the Local Planning Authority
(LPA) and the Police. On site working has been assumed to extend outside of this time boundary
and include the weekend.

1.3. Site Access and On-site Tracks

There is one principal access point to the site located on a C classified road south of Drummick Farm
Cottage, with post code reference PH1 3SF. All sources of traffic associated with the construction of
the site will use this main entrance as the access point. Figure 1 of Appendix 2 details the site
layout

Approximately 502m of upgrades to existing farm tracks or new access tracks are required to be
constructed. The access track construction will generally be 5m wide and range from 350mm to
500mm in depth, typical track cross sections are shown in Figure 2 of Appendix 2

Further details relating to the movement of traffic on and off the site are reported in the Traffic and
Transport report.

29827 Drummick Construction Report
Rev 1

1063



PMSS

1.3.1. Track Layout and Design

There are various constraints which have influenced the track layout design, some generic and some
site specific.

» Track length is kept to a minimum wherever possible
« Tracks are routed to avoid any sensitive areas
= Tracks utilise as much existing farm tracks as feasible.

The final track design resulted from the optimisation of the above criteria.
1.3.2. Track Construction Methodology

Top soil to a depth of approximately 100mm will be stripped from the track and stored to one side
for use in the restoration of the site. Approximately 200-300mm of material will be excavated
before the crushed stone surface is installed.

The access tracks on site will be 5m wide to accommodate the delivery vehicles required and cranes
utilised in turbine installation. At bends the tracks will widen as appropriate dependent on bend
radius and to a maximum of approximately 8.5m. The edges of the tracks willi be allowed to re-
vegetate, maintaining the minimum working width of 5m throughout the operation and maintenance
period. All tracks will be unpaved and constructed from locally quarried stone where available.

Water crossings have been avoided in the site layout. However, if necessary due to any micro siting
requirements, a simple culvert type construction will be employed. The size of any culvert will
depend on the water flow and other location specifics; in this case a design shall be submitted to the
authority for prior approval.

1.4. Wind Turbine

At present the specific model of WTG has yet to be selected, this will be subject to a competitive
tender; however the turbine will be typically as discussed below.

The turbine is of horizontal axis type with a rotor consisting of three blades. The blades are
mounted to the wind turbine hub or nacelle at a height of a maximum 50m. This gives a maximum
tip height of 77m, as shown in Figure 3 of Appendix 2. The turbine tower will typically consist of 2
or 3 tower sections, the lower of which will be mounted to the wind turbine foundation.

1.5. Wind Turbine Foundation

The WTG will be installed on a reinforced concrete foundation. The foundation will typically measure
12m by 12m in plan and to a depth of 2.3m. The foundation will be back filled with excavated
materials and allowed to re-vegetate using the stripped top soil. The WTG foundation could be
larger or smaller depending on the final WTG selection and the ground conditions at the location.

1.6. Wind Turbine Transformer Foundation

At present the WTG manufacturer is not known, and therefore it is possible that the WTG may
require an external transformer housing. The transformer housing will measure approximately 2m
by 2m and 2m high and be formed of a Glass Reinforced Plastic (GRP) material. The GRP housing

29827 Drummick Construction Report
Rev 1
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will sit on a concrete reinforced foundation, which will incorporate the required electrical ducting so
the transformer housed within can be interconnected with the turbine and the internal cable
network,

1.7. Crane Hard Standing

The turbine requires an area of hard standing to be buiit adjacent to the WTG foundation. This
provides a stable base on which to lay down the WTG components ready for assembly and erection
and to site the two cranes necessary to lift the tower sections, nacelle and rotor into place. The
hard standing will be left in place following construction in order to allow for the use of similar plant
in the event of a component replacement. The hard stand could also be re used during the de-
commissioning phase of the project at the end of the wind turbine’s life.

The total area of hard stand at the WTG location will be approximately 1050m? (35m by 30m) and
the construction will be similar to that of the tracks. The first 100mm of top soil will be stripped and
stored to one side of the area and the surface formed using crushed stone material sourced where
possible from a local quarry. The depth of the hard stand will be approximately 300-500mm or to a
depth that will sufficiently exceed the requirements of the selected turbine and crane contractor.

1.8. Stone and Concrete Requirements and Sourcing

Stone materials for use in the construction of the access tracks and the crane hard standing are
expected to be sourced from local quarries. Imported stone is expected to be sourced from a quarry
to the east of the site (Perth locality) subject to competitive tender, and follow the access route as
detailed in the Traffic and Transport Report.

Concrete for construction of the WTG foundation and for use in the control building construction will
be sourced from a batching plant to the east of site (Perth locality) subject to competitive tender,
and follow the access route as detailed in the Traffic and Transport Report.

1.9. Erection of Turbine

The foundation design will be dependent on the final WTG selected and the results from the detailed
ground investigation. It is currently considered that the foundation will not require piles. Should
piling be deemed necessary it is proposed to agree methodologies for this and any determining
conditions with the appropriate authority.

Foundations will normally compromise a reinforced concrete base slab with the approximate
dimensions of 12m by 12m by 2.3m depth. This will include a circular steel support plinth to suit
the base profile of the wind turbine tower and will then be reinstated with excavated material and
top soil. The design of the foundation in terms of size and depth are to minimise the excavation
requirements, minimise the protrusion above ground level and allows the area to re-vegetate
following construction. The final foundation design will be based on the most efficient use of
materials and local ground conditions.

The WTG tower, nacelle and blades will be transported to site via low bed trailers which may
incorporate rear wheel steering. The towers will be delivered in 2 or 3 sections (dependent on the
selected turbine supplier) which will then be stored at the turbine location prior to erection.

29827 ? Drummick Construction Report
Rev 1
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One team will carry out the erection of the WTG using two cranes, a mobile support crane of
approximately 100 tonne capacity and a main crane of approximately 500 tonne capacity. The WTG
manufacturer chosen to supply the WTG would be responsible for the selection of the crane
contractors.

1.10. Site Accommodation and Temporary Works

A temporary construction compound with approximate dimensions of 20m by 20m will be used to
house the welfare facilities, the site cabins and parking area for the construction personnel.

1.11. Restoration and Reinstatement

Once the construction work has been substantially completed the temporary construction compound
will be removed. All temporary welfare facilities and site cabins, equipment and machinery would be
taken from site.

1.12. Decommissioning

The WTG is designed with an operational life of 25 years. At the end of this period the owner will
have a number of options: apply for an extension to the permission; dismantle and decommission
the WTG or re-power with newer technology (subject to permissions).

For the purpose of this document it is assumed that the WTG will be dismantled and
decommissioned at the end of the operational life.

On dismantling the WTG, the sections will be removed in reverse order to that of the construction.
Firstly the removal of the rotor, followed by the nacelle and the tower sections. It is likely that the
components will be cut to smaller sizes at site in order to transport away via use of normal road
going HGVs.

The WTG foundation shall be broken up to a depth of 500mm below the ground surface by use of
excavators and spoil taken to a licensed waste establishment. The control building will be removed
of all electrical infrastructures and the building given to the land owner. The cable connecting the
turbine to the control building will be left buried in-situ, cut at either end to a depth of 500mm below
ground level, as full excavation of the cable will cause further disturbance to the ground. The access
tracks and crane pad will either be removed and the stone taken to licensed waste establishment or
left in-situ for ongoing use by the landowner. This is subject to confirmation at the time of
decommissioning.

2.1. Overview

The WTG will require an interconnection to the local electricity distribution network to permit the
export of generated electricity. Connecting a generator of rating greater than 11kW in parallel with
the electricity distribution network requires that an application is submitted to the local licensed
electricity distribution network owner (DNO). The DNO at Drummick is Scottish Hydro Electric Power
Distribution Plc, a wholly owned subsidiary of Scottish and Southern Energy group of companies.

29827 Drummick Construction Report
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The onsite control building will form the interface point between the WTG and the local electricity
distribution network. Grid connection works between the onsite control building and the local
electricity distribution network will be carried out by the DNO. If required under the Section 37 of
the Electricity Act 1989, the works will be completed under a separate planning application made by
the DNO.

This connection is likely to be made at 11kV; however it is subject to an offer to provide generator
connection works from the Distribution Network Operator. It is anticipated that the route will be via
underground cabling using trenching or ploughing as an installation method.

2.2. WTG Transformers

The WTG will generate electricity at low voltage (< 1,000 volts). A dedicated WTG transformer
located either within a separate enclosure adjacent to the WTG foundation or within the tower base
will ‘step up’ the voltage to medium voltage (MV) level (11,000 volts or higher to match the
distribution network voltage) to feed into the wind turbines MV cable system. It is anticipated that
the transformer will be situated within the turbine tower base.

2.3. On-Site Underground Cables

The MV cable system will interconnect the WTG transformer with the on-site contro! building. The
wind turbine operates on three-phase power supply and consequently each phase is given its own
cable. This means that within a cable trench, three MV cables will be laid. A bare copper earth rope
and a fibre optic cable are typically installed within the same trench. Detailed construction and
trenching specifications will depend on the ground conditions encountered at the time of
construction but typically cables will be laid in a trench 750-1000mm deep and 300-450mm wide. To
minimise ground disturbance cables will be laid alongside the wind turbine access track wherever
practicable. For safety reasons, underground cables are overlaid with warning tapes. Under
circumstances when it is not practicable to achieve target depths of cover, additional cable
protection covers made of reinforced concrete or high density polyethylene will be installed. Figure
4 of Appendix 2 shows the trench detail.

2.4. On-Site Control Building

The control building will comprise a small single storey building of either brick, reinforced concrete
or Glass Reinforced Plastic (GRP) construction. The roof of the control building is likely to be pitched
with tiles or corrugated aluminium. If the roof is not pitched, a flat pre-cast concrete, GRP or painted
steel construction will be used instead. The building will be windowless and have one or two sets of
double doors of painted steel construction for loading/unloading of DNO and wind turbine switchgear
respectively. Two single doors of painted steel construction will be provided for access to control and
meter rooms respectively. The building will house electrical switchgear, control panels,
communications and metering equipment. The building is likely to measure 8m by 4m and 3.5m to
the eaves and 1.5m to the roof apex (if a roof is constructed). Figure 5 of Appendix 2 shows a
typical control building

2.5. Installation programme

The timescales for grid connection works are dependent on the length of grid cable required and the
cable route. Typically grid connection works are completed within 12-18 months of contract
commencement,
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Grid connection works for the on-site control building will be approximately 1 to 3 months duration.
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The construction period for Drummick will last approximately four months. The construction process
will include the construction of a new entrance bell mouth, site tracks, temporary construction
compound, crane hard standing, WTG foundation, turbine transformer housing, onsite control
building, cable trenches and other site infrastructure. Connection of onsite cabling, delivery of the
turbine itself and its erection will complete the construction process.

Site Restoration will be planned and carried out in order to restore any affected areas as early as
possible.

The WTG will require an interconnection to the local electricity distribution network to permit the
export of generated electricity. This connection is likely to be made at 11kV via underground
cabling. A pending application has been made to the DNO (Scottish Hydro Electric Power Distribution
PLC).
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Appendix 2: Figures
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1 SUMMARY

1.1.1.

1.1.2.

1.1.3.

1.1.4.

1.1.5.

1.1.6.

1.1.7.

1.1.8.

1.1.9.

1.1.10.

This report presents the results of an Extended Phase | habitat survey of land at
Drummick, near Glenalmond, Perth for Pegasus Planning Group on behalf of
Clearwinds Ltd. The survey was commissioned in relation to a proposed wind turbine
development.

The aims of the study were to assess the conservation value of the survey area, the
likely presence of rare or protected and notable species, and to identify any
features, habitats or species which would constitute potential constraints to the
development.

An Extended Phase 1 habitat survey is an initial site walk-over that determines the
baseline habitat of the study area, outlining the potential ecological value and
significance of habitats for protected and notable flora and fauna. This was
conducted on 18th May 2011 by Avian Ecology Ltd, and followed JNCC (2003)
guidelines.

A desk-based study was undertaken in order to identify any nearby sites designated
for nature conservation interest and potential features of ecological interest in the
wider area. An overview of the relevant legislative framework is presented.

The survey covered all land within the landownership boundary where access
permitted. The survey area contained a mixture of habitats, dominated by improved
grassland with areas of poor semi-improved grassland, marshy grassland, rush
pasture, rush heath and mixed, broadleaved and coniferous plantation woodland.
Freshwater habitats were present in the form of scattered ponds, burns and drains.
In the context of the proposed development, the turbine is situated in an area of
rush pasture with tracts of broadleaved and coniferous plantation woodland nearby.
A pond and drain network were also located in close proximity. The site is situated
to the south of the River Almond in a wide u-shaped valley called Glen Almond,
running approximately east-west. The wider landscape is dominated by a similar
array of habitats within the valley floor and sides, merging into the upland habitats
of the adjacent hills.

The results of the field survey and desk study demonstrate that the wider survey
area supports some features of ecological value, although the turbine area is
proposed within a mixture of habitats including improved grassland, poor semi-
improved grassland, semi-improved acid grassland, inundation vegetation and
ditches of relatively low ecological value.

The application site is not contained within a statutory designated site. The River Tay
SAC is located 1.5km to the north of the site South Tayside SPA/RAMSAR site and
Dupplin Lakes SSSl area located 9.7km to the south east of the site.

Detailed wintering and breeding bird surveys, including Vantage Point surveys have
been carried out in order to demonstrate the potential for impacts on protected and
notable bird species in the area.

The findings of these surveys are presented in separate report.

The potential for impacts on bats is low due to the location of the turbine in relation
to bat friendly landscape features; however surveys have been undertaken and are
presented in a separate report.
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1.1.11. No other ecological constraints are anticipated.
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2 INTRODUCTION

2.1. BACKGROUND

2.1.1.

2.1.2.

2.1.3.

Avian Ecology Ltd. was commissioned by Pegasus Planning Group on behalf of
Clearwinds Ltd to undertake an Extended Phase | habitat survey at Drummick, near
Glenalmond, Perth. The survey was commissioned in relation to a proposed wind
turbine development. The proposed turbine lies at grid reference NN 953 268.

The objectives of the study were to;

e Provide baseline information on the current habitats and ecological features
both on-site and in the immediate surrounding area;

e ldentify the presence or potential presence of any protected species or habitats
and provide an appraisal of any potential effects the proposed project may have
on these, and,

e Identify the proximity of any sites designated for nature conservation interest
and provide an appraisal of any potential effects the proposed project may have
on these;

The study comprised a field survey, in combination with a desk based review of
existing data and available online resources.

2.2.  LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK

2.2.1.

2.2.2.

2.2.3.

2.2.4.

Protected species are referred to in Scottish Planning Policy (Subject Policies),
paragraphs 142 to 145, with a general reference to certain plants, animals and wild
birds all being protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
The Act emphasises that, regardless of any planning policy or guidelines, certain
species are legally protected and any type of development that would injure, kill, ill
treat, intentionally damage or destroy any protected species or place of shelter
would be a criminal act. Species of European importance receive additional
protection under the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c) Regulations (1994), as
amended in Scotland (the 'Habitats Regulations') and others receive protection
through specific legislation (e.g. the Protection of Badgers Act, 1992 as amended).

The Nature Conservation (Scotland) Act 2004 places a duty on every public body to
further the conservation of biodiversity consistent with the proper exercise of their
functions; it requires Scottish Ministers to designate one or more strategies for the
conservation of biodiversity as the Scottish Biodiversity Strategy, and to publish lists
of species of flora and fauna and habitats of principal importance.

In 2007, the list of species and habitats of principal importance was fully revised
taking into account emerging priorities, conservation successes, and information
gathered in the past decade. The revised list contains 1150 species and 65 habitats
that have been listed as priorities for conservation action under the UK Biodiversity
Action Plan (UKBAP). The framework for conserving biodiversity is laid out in a
‘Conserving Biodiversity - The UK Approach' (Defra,2007).

As part of the action plan process, Local Biodiversity Action Plans (LBAPs) were also
produced for every county in the UK, although other public bodies may also produce
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them. These LBAPs highlight local biodiversity issues, with specific action plans being
implemented for priority habitats and species where they occur. The relevant
scheme for the proposed development is the Tayside Biodiversity Action Plan. A
total of 89 priority species have been identified for the Tayside region as well as 6
broad habitats.

2.2.5. Any development which may have an impact upon the integrity of a statutory
designated site for nature conservation purposes is also subject to the terms of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the Habitat Regulations, where
an Appropriate Assessment may be required in order for a competent Authority to
determine this impact, both from the proposed scheme and in combination with any
other schemes.

2.2.6. With these legal responsibilities and planning implications, it is important that any
ecological assessment of a proposed development site addresses both the possibility
of protected species being present within the site and the potential impacts of the
proposed scheme on statutory designated sites for nature conservation. Without
such an assessment, a developer is unable to demonstrate due diligence in its
responsibilities, with reference to both the legal protection and the possible
information required in support of the planning application. It would, however, be
unreasonable for an ecological assessment to survey for every protected species.
Any such assessment should therefore be based upon the results of a habitat
appraisal and the associated possibility or fikelihood of protected species being
present. This study therefore seeks to establish the potential for protected species
to occur within the proposal site and to identify any potential impacts of the
proposed scheme on statutory sites designated for nature conservation purposes.
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3.1.

3.2

3.3.

METHODOLOGY

DESK STUDY

3.1.1.

3.1.2.

3.1.3.

3.1.4.

The desk study identified statutorily designated sites of nature conservation interest
within 5km of the proposal site through a review of the Scottish Natural Heritage
Information Service (SNHi) website.

Reference was also made to Ordnance Survey maps of the wider area and online
aerial images (www.google.co.uk/maps), in order to determine any features of
nature conservation interest in the wider area.

Biological data was sought from Leisure and Culture Dundee and Perth Museum
Biological Records Centre, however, these organisations were unable to provide a
comprehensive records search covering the application area. The records search
therefore concentrated on those records available on the National Biodiversity
Network (NBN) Gateway.

The search area for consultation was a minimum 3km radius from the turbine
location for all protected species and / or species listed under the Biodiversity Action
Plan (BAP), at either a national or local level. In addition, data was requested for bat
and bird records within 5km and noctule Nyctalus noctula bat records within 10km.

FIELD SURVEYS

3.2.1.

3.2.2.

3.2.3.

3.2.4.

The field survey was undertaken on 18" May 2011 by Andrew Logan MIEEM. The
extent of the survey area incorporates all accessible land within the landownership
boundary and immediately adjacent land as detailed in Figure 1.

Extended Phase | Habitat Survey

The methodology employed was based-upon that outlined in the ‘Handbook for
Phase 1 Habitat Survey’ (INCC, 2003) whereby all habitats within the study area are
mapped and described using a series of ‘target notes’ to provide an overview of the
site and its potential to harbour notable or protected species.

The table of target notes is presented in Appendix 1 of this report and should be
read in conjunction with the phase one habitat map (figure 1).

The survey area consisted of all land within the landownership boundary and
immediately adjacent land where this could be viewed from within the
fandownership boundary or from public access areas. Binoculars were used where
necessary. Note that the survey boundary differs slightly from the landownership
boundary in that it includes two tracts of woodland not forming part of the fatter.

SURVEY LIMITATIONS

3.3.1

3.3.2.

Access was only available for habitats within the fand ownership boundary and
therefore habitats outside of this were not subject to a full habitat survey, although
broad habitat types were recorded where possible.

The survey was also conducted in heavy rain which reduced visibility at some points
during the survey, however this was not considered to be a significant constraint.
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q RESULTS
4.1. DESKSTUDY
Statutory Designated Sites
4.1.1. Asearch was made for all statutory designated sites within a 5km radius of the study

area using the SNHi website. This was extended to 10km for ali sites with mobile
interest features, such as birds and bats.

Site Distance

Name (km) Description Status

Qualifying interest features: river lamprey
Lampetra fluviatilis, brook lamprey Lampetra
River Tay | 1.5km N planeri, otter Lutra lutra, sea lamprey, atlantic SAC
salmon salmo salar, oligotrophic to mesotrophic
standing waters.

South 9.7km SE Qualifying interest features: SPA and
Tayside Aggregations of non-breeding birds: Ramsar
Goose . site
Pink-footed goose Anser brachyrhynchus (SPA and
Roosts
Ramsar feature)

Greylag goose Anser anser (SPA and Ramsar
feature)

Waterfowl assemblage (SPA feature only)

Dupplin 9.7km SE Underlies and extends beyond the boundary of the | SSSI
Lakes South Tayside Goose Roosts SPA and Ramsar site.

Qualifying interest features:
Aggregations of non-breeding birds:
Pink footed goose

Assemblages of breeding birds:
Breeding bird assemblage

Table 4.1: Statutory designated sites within 5km of the turbine location, extended to 10km for sites
with bird or bat interest. SSSI: Site of Special Scientific Interest, SPA: Special Protection Area, SAC:
Special Area of Conservation, Ramsar site- wetland of international importance.

4.1.2. No non-statutory Scottish Wildlife Trust reserves were located within 2km of the
proposed turbine location.

4.2.  FIELD SURVEY

4.2.1. A Phase | habitat map is presented in Figure 1. Accompanying target notes (TNs)
and a summary of habitats and species considered pertinent to the project are
presented in Appendix 1 and paragraphs 4.2.2 to 4.2.30 respectively. Information
on the legal implications of the presence of such habitats and/or species is discussed
in Section 5 where appropriate, along with an assessment of possible impacts on
these features.
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Habitats

4.2.2. The survey area occupies approximately 126 ha and is dominated by improved
grassland. Approximately one third of the site is given over to poor semi-improved
grassland. The latter is overlain with scattered patches of rush Juncus spp. and
resembles rush pasture. In one section of the site this has graded into marshy
grassland.

4.2.3. Areas of mixed, broadleaved and coniferous plantation woodland and rush heath
are present just outside of the landownership boundary, although a small section of
mixed plantation woodland and coniferous plantation woodland falls within the
survey boundary.

4.2.4. Freshwater habitats were present within the landownership boundary in the form of
a pond and several drains. Further drains, burns and an additional pond lie just
outside the landownership boundary.

4.2.5. Field boundaries consist largely of post and wire fences, although stone walls and
intact and defunct species poor hedgerows are also present occasionally. Scattered
scrub and coniferous and broadleaved trees are present around the fringes of the
landownership boundary.

4.2.6. The turbine is to be sited within an area of semi-improved grassland (rush pasture).
Other habitats present within 250m include a section of dry ditch approximately
44m to the south of the turbine, with a further ditch located 180m south; a stand of
coniferous plantation woodland lies approximately 130m to the south-west and
broadleaved plantation woodland approximately 80m to the south-east. An area of
marshy grassland lies 125m to the east. All field boundaries within 250m consist of
post and wire fences, with the exception of one short section of stone wall on the
north-eastern boundary.

4.2.7. Table 4.2 details the main habitat types within the survey boundary.

JNCC Habitat | Habitat Name | Area (total % cover of

Code study area study area.

126 ha)

AL3.2 Mixed plantation woodland 0.84 0.67%

Al2.2 Coniferous plantation woodland 2.25 1.79%

B.4 Improved grassland 73.88 58.63%

B.5 Marshy grassland 1.69 1.34%

B.6 Poor semi-improved grassland {rush pasture) 45.50 35.87%

14/13.6 Roads, hardstanding and buildings 1.8 1.43%

G1 Standing water (pond) 0.04 0.03%

A2.2 Scattered scrub Negligible Negligible

Table 4.2: Main habitat types identified within the survey area.
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4.2.8. No evidence of notable or protected species was recorded during the site visit.
Protected Species Including Records from Desk Study

4.2.9. The application site and adjacent land is potentially suitable for a range of protected
species and the wider area offers some possible foraging and roosting habitat for
bats and birds, as described below.

4.2.10. Comments on protected species are informed by data from the NBN Gateway.
Birds

4.2.11. The site is likely to support a suite of breeding birds typical of the habitats and
region and this may include some scarce or protected species.

4.2.12. The NBN Gateway identified several species considered potentially vulnerable to
wind turbine developments (following SNH 2006 guidance) within the 10km square
covering the site. These were; whooper swan Cygnus cygnus, greylag goose Anser
anser, pink-footed goose Anser brachyrhynchus, barnacle goose Branta leucopsis,
osprey Pandion halietus, peregrine falcon Falco peregrinus, black grouse Tetrao
tetrix, golden plover Pluvialis apricaria, curlew Numenius arguata, short-eared owl
Asio flammeus, Scottish crossbill (records for Loxia spp. only) and capercaillie Tetrao
urogallus.

4.2.13. There were also records of numerous other common woodland and farmland
species on the NBN Gateway database and records of barn owl Tyto alba
approximately 2-3km SE of the proposed turbine.

4.2.14. The woodland habitats and hedgerows present on site have the potential to be used
by nesting birds in the breeding season.

Bats

4.2.15. The site offers some opportunities for foraging and commuting bats in the form of
woodland edges, hedgerows, dry stone walls, ditches, ponds and marshy grassland
habitats. Few potential roost opportunities were identified, although scattered
mature broadleaved trees were present on occasion and some of these appeared to
provide limited roost potential. More specifically the proposed turbine location is
over 50m from any bat friendly feature and therefore adhering to the Natural
England TINO59 Bats and Single Wind Turbines Guidance.

4.2.16. All buildings were located over 500m from the proposed turbine. They were not
connected to the turbine by any prominent linear habitat features. The buildings at
Drummick consisted of several prefabricated barn structures considered to offer
limited roost potential and a series of residential farm buildings with low to medium
roost potential. The buildings at Sluidubh fell outside of the survey area, but
appeared to consist of a modern recently constructed residential property with
negligible roost potential and an older residential building with low to medium roost
potential. A full bat roost assessment was not carried out on these buildings as part
of the Phase 1 survey.

4.2.17. A search for bat records within the 10km grid square NN92 covering the site was
carried out through the NBN gateway. Records for 4 species of bat were returned as
well as 3 more general records. Table 4.3 below summarises those records.

Pegasus Planning Group
Drummick, Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey

1086



Species Nearest record Comments

Brown long-eared bat Plecotus | Three records. Nearest Records to 1km accuracy.
auritus record at Keilour
approximately 1.5km SW.
Also River Almond to the
north-west and Loch
Meallbrodden to the west.

Common pipistrelle Pipistrellus | 4 records. Closest record Records to 1km accuracy.
pipistrellus 2km to SE, south of Keilour.
Soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus 2 records both relating to the | Records to 1km accuracy.
pygmaeus River Almond. Closest record

approximately 1km north.
Daubenton’s bat Myotis 1 record for 10km square Records to 10km accuracy.
daubentonii covering the site.
Pipistrelle Pipistrellus 1100m record for Fowlis Records to 200m and 10km
pipistrellus sensu lato Wester approximately 3km accuracy.

SW. 1 record covering the
whole 10km square.

Pipistrelle species Pipistrelius 7 records ~ 2 x Fowlis Records to 1km accuracy.
spp. Wester, 2 x Keilour, 2 x River
Almond and 1 x Cowgask
Burn. Closest record
approximately 1.5km SE at
Keilour.

Chiroptera {general bat records) | 4 records — nearest record Records to 1km accuracy.
Keilour.

Table 4.3: NBN gateway records within grid square NN92.

4.2.18. This region of Scotland is not known to support important bat populations and this is
reflected in the limited number of species identified through desk study.

4.2.19. Due to the geographical location of the site, the habitats present are likely to
support only commoner bat species which are tolerant of the exposed
environmental conditions typical of this area.

Badgers

4.2.20. The habitats on site, including the woodlands and hedgerows are typical of that used
by badgers, although the presence of rush pasture and marshy grassland areas
suggests that the water table is near the ground surface across much of the site. This
reduces the potential for sett construction. No activity was found within at least 50
metres of the turbine location and no badger setts were found within the survey
area (although it is noted that this did not constitute a full badger survey).

4.2.21. NBN Gateway did not return any records for the 10km grid square NN92 covering
the site.

Amphibians

4.2.22. There are two ponds present within the survey area and a series of ditches. These
appeared to be of insufficient depth or permanence to be suitable as great crested
newt breeding ponds, as evidenced by the presence of emergent terrestrial grasses.
They were largely devoid of suitable egg laying vegetation. However, the habitat
could be used by commoner amphibian species. Palmate newt Lissotriton helveticus
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4.2.23.

4.2.24,

4.2.25.

4.2.26.

4.2.27.

4.2.28.

4.2.29.

4.2.30.

and common frog Rana temporaria were recorded within the 10km square (NN92)
covering the site. No records of great crested newt were received from the NBN
gateway within the 10km square. The closest record on NBN gateway is located over
10km away.

Otter

Five records were received from the NBN Gateway database. One of these records
related to the whole 10km square. The remaining four records were accurate to
100m with the nearest approximately 3km north-west of the proposed turbine on
the River Almond. Another record related to a tributary of the River Almond,
approximately 5km to the north-east. The remaining records were for Cowgask Burn
and Pow Water to the south.

The ditches present within the survey area were narrow and shallow, and often
grazed to the edges, offering no suitable cover for holt construction and are
considered unlikely to support this species.

Repiiles

No evidence of reptiles was encountered during the survey, but suitable reptile
habitat is present within the study area in the form of heathland, marshy grassland
and patches of tussocky grassland bordering these habitats.

Records of common lizard Zootoca vivipara and slow worm Anguis fragilis were
returned for grid square NN92. Both records related to the whole 10km square.

Red Squirrel

Several red squirrel Sciurus vulgaris records were returned for the 10km grid square
covering the site. The closest records (6 no.) relate to the coniferous woodland
immediately to the south-west of the site and a series of records along the A85
corridor to the north.

Suitable habitat lies within the coniferous woodland present throughout the survey
area. The closest area of woodland is located approximately 80m to the south-east
of the turbine, however this is a relatively small tract. The woodland with the known
red squirrel records, Gorthy Wood, is located 130m to the south-west of the turbine
at the closest point.

Invertebrates

The habitats present within the survey area offer a range of microhabitats including
heathland, grassland and marsh habitats and gradations between these. The survey
area therefore has the potential to support a range of invertebrate species. The
immediate turbine location consists almost entirely of rush pasture, offering lower
diversity and therefore reduced opportunities for invertebrates.

Other Species

Records of brown hare Lepus europaeus and mountain hare Lepus timidus were
returned for the 10km square covering the site, with records for both within 3km of
the site. However, records were all over 25 years oid and are unlikely to reflect
current distribution.
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5.2.

5.3.

DISCUSSION

5.1.1.

Wind turbine developments typically require only a small amount of land-take. Key
impacts are therefore generally restricted to those on designated sites (particularly
mobile interest features), habitats, birds and bats. iImpacts on other species may
occur, but can generally be avoided through sensitive design and/or construction
method statements. The discussion here therefore concentrates on potential key
impacts.

STATUTORY DESIGNATED SITES AND HABITATS

5.2.1.

5.2.2.

5.2.3.

5.2.4.

BIRDS

5.3.1.

The nearest designated site to the proposed turbine is the River Tay. This is located
over 1.5km to the north of the site and will not be directly impacted by the
proposed works. The nearest designated site with mobile interest features is the
South Tayside Goose Roosts SPA and Ramsar site, located 9.7km south-east of the
site and Dupplin Lakes SSSI which underlies part of this site. Interest species for the
SPA include pink-footed goose, greylag goose and waterfowl interest. Interest
species for the Ramsar site are the same, excluding the waterfow! interest. Pink-
footed goose is also a qualifying interest species of the SSSI as well as breeding bird
assemblage. Pink-footed goose and greylag goose have been recorded within the
10km square covering the application site. The potential for the project to impact
upon these species is discussed further under birds section, below (section 5.3).

The survey area was dominated by improved grassland, with approximately one
third of the habitat area given over to poor semi-improved grassland (rush pasture).
Other habitats present included marshy grassland, and freshwater habitats in the
form of ponds and ditches. Large areas of plantation woodland (mixed, coniferous
and broadleaved), were present just outside the landownership boundary to the
south, along with a small area of heathland.

The turbine is to be sited within an area of rush pasture and this is the main habitat
type within 80m of the turbine. Areas of coniferous plantation woodland are located
beyond this to the south-east and south-west, along with an area of marshy
grassland to the east. A temporary pond has formed at the end of a largely dry,
shallow ditch located approximately 40m from the turbine at the closest point.

Access to the turbine for construction and operation will be from an existing access
track and therefore only a small section of rush pasture will be lost to allow
construction of an access track and installation of the turbine base. A temporary
construction compound will also be sited near to this area. Loss of a small section of
this habitat is not considered significant as it is common within the local area and
typical of this part of Scotland. Impact of this removal on individual protected
species is considered further below.

All wild birds, their nests and eggs are, with few exceptions, protected under the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended in Scotland). Over eighty species or
groups of species are listed under Schedule 1 of the Act, which confers special
protection with increased penalties for offences committed. Additional protection is
provided to species listed under Annex | of the EC Council Directive on the
Conservation of Wild Birds 79/409/EEC (the ’‘Birds Directive’) as amended. In
addition, following recent revisions, fifty-nine species are now listed on the UKBAP.
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5.3.2.

53.3.

5.3.4.

53.5.

5.3.6.

53.7.

5.3.8.

5.3.9.

5.3.10.

The proposal site is located within a low/unknown sensitivity area as set out within
the RSPB Bird Sensitivity Map Bright et al. (2006), but close to areas of high
sensitivity. Sensitive species representing qualifying interests of the South Tayside
Goose Roosts SPA and Ramsar site and the underlying Dupplin Lakes SSSI have been
recorded within the 10km square covering the site. In addition, records for 12
species considered potentially at risk from wind farm developments were returned
for the 10km square covering the site.

The site and surrounding landscape is therefore likely to support a suite of species
which may include the qualifying interest species of these designated sites, in
particular pink-footed goose and greylag goose. The proximity of the site to upland
habitats could also bring rarer raptors and upland waders close to the site. The large
tracts of coniferous woodland to the south of the turbine could also support a range
of species including black grouse and goshawk.

The potential impacts of wind turbines on birds fall broadly into two categories;
collision risk and displacement. The risks to individual species vary depending on
ecology and behaviour and some species are widely classified as more vulnerable
than others, particularly scarcer raptors, upland waders and significant
concentrations of waterfow! (Percival, 2005).

The wider area around Drummick is known to support a number of these potentially
vulnerable species. Whilst the proposal site itself is unlikely to support many of
these species due to habitat preferences, it is possible that some are present at least
occasionally, or pass over the area whilst commuting between favoured foraging
sites.

The primary ornithological value of the area is its potential to support passage and
wintering waterfow!| associated with the South Tayside Goose Roosts SPA and
corresponding statutory designations. Field surveys were therefore designed to
determine the usage of the site by those species which represent qualifying interests
of these designations, along with other protected and notable species.

Detailed wintering and breeding bird surveys, including Vantage Points (VPs) black
grouse survey and breeding raptor surveys have been undertaken, these are
required in order to demonstrate the impacts of the proposed development on
these species in accordance with legislation (in particular the Habitats Regulations).
The full outputs from these surveys are provided within the separate ornithological
report Ref 11-PEG-003.

Vantage Point Surveys are ongoing; these surveys have been undertaken
throughout the year, with the primary aim of assessing the use of the site by specific
target species mainly wildfowl, wader and the scarcer raptor species.

Early indications from the surveys show that the vantage point surveys recorded
four pink footed geese flights over the site, and it was noted a number of lapwing
and curlew nest on the wider site, the impact on these species will require further
assessment, and will be presented within the ornithological report.

During the black grouse surveys a number of leks were recorded in the surrounding
area, however the separation distance from the proposed turbine location to the
leks should minimise any impacts, a further detailed assessment of the findings are
presented within the ornithological report.
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5.4,

5.3.11. The raptor survey recorded a goshawk nest in the woodland within the wider area; a

BATS

5.4.1.

5.4.2.

5.4.3.

5.4.4.

5.4.5.

5.4.6.

detailed assessment of the impact of the scheme on nesting goshawk will be
contained within the ornithological report.

Bats are European Protecied Species and listed in Annex IV of the European Habitats
Directive. As such, they receive protection in Scotland under the Conservation
(Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations (1994) (as amended), in addition to protection
under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended in Scotland).

If bats are present on a development site and, as a result of the development there
is a likelihood that a roost may be damaged or destroyed, or where there is
considered to be a reasonable possibility that bats occupying a roost may be
significantly disturbed, or where there would be a requirement to significantly
disturb a bat irrespective of its location, the development can only proceed if a
European Protected Species (EPS) license is issued by SNH.

Two possible mechanisms have been identified whereby operational wind farms
may impact on bats;

e Ultrasound emission by turbines, and;

s Death or injury through interaction with turbines, either through collision or the
effects of rapid changes in air pressure (barotraumas).

Generic guidance on assessing the impact of wind turbines on bats has been
developed at the European level under the EUROBATS Agreement (Bonn
Convention), to which the UK is a signatory. Betts (2006) includes an assessment of
collision risk based on the foraging strategy of different UK bat species and this was
refined in Natural England 2009 guidance (TINO51), with additional NE guidance on
bats and single wind turbines also issued in 2009 (TINO59). The Natural England
guidance, adopted in Scotland by SNH, highlights the current lack of information and
goes on to make basic recommendations for avoidance of important bat areas and
fandscape features typically used by bats. More recently (June 2011), the Bat
Conservation Trust issued specific guidance on surveying wind farms for bats.

In respect to the current development, the NE bats and single wind farms guidance
(TINO59) is considered most appropriate in terms of impacts assessment.

TINO59 states that ‘a bat survey should normally be recommended for applications
for turbines that will be located within 50m of the following features:

o buildings or other features or structures that provide potential as bat roosts,
including bridges, mines etc;

e woodland;
e hedgerows;

e rivers or lakes; and
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5.4.7.

5.4.8.

5.4.9.

5.4.10.

5.4.11.

5.4.12.

5.4.13.

5.4.14.

5.4.15.

5.4.16.

5.4.17.

5.4.18.

e within or adjacent to a site designated for bats (§551 or SAC) (but please note
more extensive work will be required at such sites than is recommended in this
document).’

The proposal site is not within or adjacent to a known important bat area. The
location of the site and general surrounding habitats are unlikely to support
important bat populations, but it is likely that commoner species are present.

The proposed turbine application site is depicted in Figure 1. Bat activity is strongly
affiliated with habitat features. Activity has been shown to decline when measured
at fixed intervals up to 50m away from tree lines and at varying intervals up to 35m
from tree lines. This decline occurs both when bats are commuting and when
foraging, although the decline is greatest when animals are commuting. Monitoring
in Scotland has shown that bats in mixed farmland prefer to remain close to habitat
features when commuting (Natural England, TINO51 2009).

The proposal site is set in open habitat designed so, in order to maximise the wind
supply, it is widely accepted that bats do not tend to have a preference for open
habitats due to the exposure to inclement weather such as wind and rain, both of
which affects the presence of avian invertebrates.

A series of surveys were undertaken, comprising transect activity surveys and fixed
monitoring surveys located on the proposal location.

The full results are presented in report 11-PEG-002 summarised below.

Bat activity levels were much lower during the September surveys comparative to
July and August. This may resuit from this month being relatively late in the bat
survey season; however bat activity will also be strongly influenced by transient
factors such as weather conditions, especially considering that monitoring only took
place over 2 to 3 nights on each month.

84% of bat activity was recorded at 1.5m above ground level, whereas 10.1% was
recorded by the microphone at 10m high. This suggests that the recorded bat
activity was predominantly close to ground level; however as the mast was only 10m
high, there is the possibility that calls emitted by high-flying bats were not registered
on either microphone.

During the static monitoring surveys all registered bat activity was associated with
bat species considered at low risk at the population level in the context of this
development (Natural England Guidance TINO51 (2009)).

No bat roosts were identified within 500m of the proposed turbine.
The proposed turbine location is more than 50m from the nearest important bat
habitat feature (coniferous plantation woodland) and therefore conforms with to

Natural England Guidance TINO59 (2009).

The site is considered to be of low importance for bats, with low to moderate
activity levels attributed to relatively common UK species.

Activity is highly clustered around specific bat habitat features, such as the edge of
the coniferous woodland at Gorthy Wood, which is likely to provide a foraging and
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commuting corridor of moderate local importance for bats; however the proposed
development is not anticipated to impact upon these areas.

5.4.19. No constraints relating to bats are foreseen in relation to the proposed single wind
turbine development.

5.5. OTHER SPECIES

5.5.1. No impacts on badgers are anticipated as no setts were identified within at least
50m of the proposed turbine location; however, given there are records in the wider
area, a pre-construction badger survey is recommended to ensure that no new setts
are constructed within 50m of the proposed working areas in the interim period.

5.5.2. Reptiles and amphibians are not considered likely to be affected by the proposed
development once operational, although a Construction Method Statement may be
required in order to minimise risks to reptiles during construction.

5.5.3. No otherimpacts are anticipated and no further surveys are considered necessary.
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APPENDIX 1 : PHASE 1 HABITAT SURVEY TARGET NOTES

Target Note Description

1 Large area of marshy grassland with rush Juncus sp the dominant species. A
shallow pool of standing water was present in the centre fed by a drainage inlet
to the north of the pool.

2 Stone outcrop, possible former industrial use. Scattered gorse Ulex sp.

3 Recently cleared are of coniferous plantation with young broad-leaved tree (birch
Betula pendula and willow salix sp.} regrowth.

4 Small opening on the edge of coniferous plantation area dominated by heather
Calluna.

5 Shallow ditch along boundary with rock substrate, feeds ponds located on
neighbouring land.

6 Recently cleared are of coniferous plantation with some young broad-leaved tree
(birch) regrowth.

7 Fenced off area, ground flora includes heather, with scattered willow and gorse
scrub. Areas had recently been planted with birch and coniferous tree (3-6m in
height). Vegetation grades back to mature coniferous plantation adjacent to the
site.

8 Fences off section on field that had been cut and comprised stubble at time of
survey. Along site boundary scattered gorse scrub was present.

9 Area of wet marshy grassland and pools.

10 Relatively extensive area of heathland immediately adjacent site.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1. OVERVIEW

1.1.1.

11.2.

1.1.3.

1.1.4.

1.1.5.

This report details an ornithological appraisal undertaken for Pegasus Planning Group Ltd.
on behalf of Clearwinds Ltd. in relation to a proposed planning application for the erection
of a single wind turbine at Drummick, near Glenalmond, Perth. The proposed turbine lies at
grid reference NN 953 268.

The objective of the appraisal was to provide detailed baseline information on which to
determine the potential ornithological impacts of the proposed development.

Potential impacts on birds by wind energy projects are as follows:

e Direct impacts- collision with turbine, overhead wires, fencing or guy lines,
e Direct impacts- direct habitat loss due to access roads, temporary compounds and
the turbine base,

¢ Indirect impacts- habitat loss, disturbance and displacement.

Three methodologies were employed; a desk study and field surveys followed by a collision
risk assessment.

Data from each method was combined to provide an overall evaluation of site
ornithological value.

1.2. TURBINE SPECIFICATION

1.2.1.

1.2.2.

On commission of surveys the turbine specification comprised a single Enercon E70 wind
turbine with a hub height of 57m and a 71m rotor diameter. The turbine has now been
changed to an Enercon E48 wind turbine with a smaller 50m hub height and 48m rotor
diameter.

The survey methodologies were based on the original E70 turbine however the evaluation
and assessment sections relate to the E48 wind turbine.

2 METHODOLOGIES

2.1. DESKSTUDY

2.1.1. The desk study identified statutory designated sites of nature conservation interest through
a review of the Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) and Scottish Natural Heritage
(SNH) websites.

2.1.2. Reference was also made to Ordnance Survey maps of the wider area and on-line aerial
images (www.google.co.uk/maps) in order to determine any features of nature
conservation interest in the wider area.

2.1.3. Biological data was obtained from the on-line National Biodiversity Network (NBN)
Gateway and external records searches with the following organisations:

. Leisure and Culture Dundee/Perth Museum Biological Records Centre.
Clearwinds Ltd/ Pegasus Planning Group Ltd. Avian Ecology Ltd.
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. Scottish Raptor Study Group (SRSG).

2.1.4. Statutory designated sites for ornithological interest were identified up to a radius of 10km
from the site.

2.1.5. A number of organisations and groups were contacted in order to obtain scoping opinions:

° Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH)
° The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB)

2.1.6. This information was collated in order to inform the field survey methodologies.
2.2. FIELD SURVEYS

2.2.1. Four survey techniques were used; Vantage Point surveys, black grouse Tetrao tetrix
surveys, breeding raptor surveys and basic breeding bird surveys. The methodology for
each is detailed below.

2.2.2. All surveys were completed by competent field ornithologists with experience of surveying
and evaluating birds in relation to wind farm proposals using standardised methods.

2.2.3. The survey area was extended beyond the application boundary as appropriate for each
methodology. Specific details are provided where appropriate below.

Vantage Point Surveys

2.2.4. The survey methodology followed Scottish Natural Heritage guidance (SNH, 2