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REPORT OF HANDLING 
 

DELEGATED REPORT 
 
 
Ref No 12/00401/FLL 
Ward No N9- Almond And Earn 
 
 
PROPOSAL:  Erection of a wind turbine 
    
LOCATION: Land 550 metres South West of Drummick Farm, Glenalmond  
 
APPLICANT: Clearwinds Limited  
 
RECOMMENDATION: Refuse 
 
SITE INSPECTION:  12 April 2012 
 
OFFICERS REPORT:  
 
SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The application site relates to an area of open rural agricultural land located 
approximately 550 metres south west of Drummick Farm, between Glenalmond to 
the north and Keillour to the south east. To the south of the site lies Gorthy Wood 
and immediately to the south west there is a small, isolated cluster of woodland. To 
the east lies an unclassified Keillour - Glenalmond road from which an unmade farm 
track presently affords access to the site. 
 
The area lies relatively close to several settlements, but only scattered dwellings lie 
within a 1 km radius of the proposal site. The nearest houses at Drummick Farm 
Cottages (north east) and Sluidubh (south east) are located approximately 500m and 
600m respectively. 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
This planning application seeks detailed planning permission for the erection of one 
commercial scale wind turbine, with a hub height of 50 metres, a rotor diameter of 54 
metres and a maximum blade tip height of approximately 77 metres. The turbine will 
be a three blade version, with a generating capacity of approx 900kW. In addition to 
the turbine itself, the development also includes the erection of a small ancillary sub-
station and improvements to the existing access track. 
 
The proposals also include the erection of an anemometry mast up to 50m height. 
This mast will be erected for a temporary period of 18 months in order to monitor and 
record wind speeds prior to the construction of the turbine. 
 
The proposed turbine will have a lifespan of 25 years, after which it is assumed that 
the turbine and all other development will be removed, and the site reinstated back to 
its current state unless a further application is submitted to replace the wind turbine 
with new equipment.  
 
PROCEDURAL  
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Due to the development falling within schedule 2 of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999 under Part 3 Energy Industry the Planning 
Authority took account of the criteria contained within the EIA Regulations and 
adopted a screening opinion that an EIA was not required. This Screening Opinion 
should not be taken as implying that the planning authority considers this to be an 
acceptable development but that the environmental impacts for the scale of the 
development can be considered adequately in the assessment of the Planning 
Application. 
 
APPRASIAL 
 
Sections 25 and 37(2) of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as 
amended by the 2006 act) requires the determination of the planning application to 
be made in accordance with the provisions of the Development Plan, unless other 
material considerations indicate otherwise. The Development Plan for the area 
comprises the approved Perth & Kinross Structure Plan 2003 and the adopted 
Strathearn Area Local Plan 2001.  
 
In terms of the Structure Plan, Policies SEP3, ERP2, ERP4, ERP8 and ERP 14 are 
all directly applicable to the proposal, as are Policies 1, 2, 3, 11, 17 and 24 of the 
Local Plan.  
 
SEP 3 of the Structure Plan offers support in principle for rural proposals which 
encompass social and environmental considerations, whilst ERP 4 of the Structure 
Plan states that the TLCA will be material consideration in the determination of 
planning applications.  
 
ERP 2 of the Structure Plan and Policy 17 of the Local plan, both seek to protect 
protected species from new developments.  
 
ERP 14 of the Structure Plan and Policy 11 of the Local Plan both offer 
encouragement (in principle) for renewable projects, providing designated sites or 
local environment quality are not adversely affected by the development which is 
proposed.  
 
Policy 1 of the Local Plan promotes sustainability, whilst Policy 2 of the Local Plan 
seeks (amongst other things) to ensure that all new developments within the 
landward area have a suitable landscape framework which is capable of absorbing 
the development which is proposed, and to ensure that new developments will not 
have an adverse impact on the character of the existing landscape. Policy 2 also 
seeks to protect the amenity of existing areas.  
 
Policy 3 of the Local Plan seeks to ensure that local landscapes are not adversely 
affected by new proposals, whilst Policy 24 of the Local Plan and ERP 8 of the 
Structure Plan both seek to protect cultural heritage assets. 
 
In terms of other material considerations, this principally includes an assessment 
against national planning guidance in the form of the Scottish Planning Policy and 
consideration of the TLCA and Policy ER1: Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 
Generation identified in ‘Perth and Kinross Council Local Development Plan – 
Proposed Plan January 2012’. 
 
Accordingly, based on the above, I consider the key determining issues for this 
proposal to be a) whether or not the proposal (by virtue of its siting and height) will 
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have an unacceptable impact on the landscape / visual amenity of the area, b) 
whether or not the proposal is compatible with the surrounding land uses, c) whether 
or not there will be an adverse impact on any protected species and / or habitats and 
d) whether or not the proposal will adversely affect any cultural heritage assets, 
bearing in mind the provisions of the Development Plan and other material 
considerations.  
 
I shall address these issues in turn, starting with assessment of visual impact.  
 
Visual impact 
 
In terms of renewable proposals, Policies ERP 14 of the Structure Plan and Policy 2 
of the Local Plan seek (amongst other things) to ensure that amenity of existing 
areas are not adversely affected by new developments. In terms of amenity, I 
consider visual amenity as something which these policies seek to protect.  
 
Although the area is not specifically protected by any formal designation, the local 
area does have a degree of high amenity value for both its residents and users. 
Glenalmond College lies to the north and to the north west lies the colleges own golf 
course, designed by James Braid. Whilst the intervening landscape and tree cover 
will provide a degree of screening, it is likely that the turbine will still be visible to 
some extent. The immediate area surrounding the proposed site is also popular with 
walkers with a network of paths within woods to the south and east. 
 
The photomontages that have been submitted in support of the proposals are not 
particularly clear, perhaps not assisted by the weather conditions. The chosen 
positions of some of the viewpoints are also not ideal, particularly in regards to 
viewpoint 11 from Harrietfield where a house blocks any view of the proposed 
turbine. The Council’s Landscape Architect has also advised that the viewpoints are 
located very sparsely and mainly focus on views of the proposed turbine from long 
distances and at close proximity. He also advised that the middle distance views of 
the turbine are poorly represented. Nevertheless it is considered that the 
photomontages do illustrate that the turbine will have a significant presence in the 
landscape. 
 
The applicants supporting statements tend to play down the visual significance of the 
turbine, describing the impact of the turbine at close proximity as being slightly 
different to the one at present. It is also suggested that the nearby pylons and 
transmission lines provide a vertical context for the proposed turbine. However 
having assessed the proposals and visited the site I consider that the proposed 
turbine will have a significant visual impact on the immediate area. Whilst I accept 
that the existing pylons provide a degree of vertical development, these pylons are 
significantly smaller than the proposed turbine and it would be misleading to consider 
that a lattice type structure with no moving parts could be comparable to a large 
commercial turbine with moving rotor diameter of 54 meters. The viewpoint analysis 
also describes significant visual effects arising from the proposed development at 
properties at viewpoints 8 and 9. 
 
It should also be noted that the Council’s Supplementary Planning Guidance 
guideline 2 states that ‘a commercial or community wind farm, cluster or turbine is 
unlikely to be acceptable within 20 times the height to blade tip of: houses and 
settlements, locally prominent landforms...’ In this instance the proposed turbine has 
an overall height of 77m which under this guideline would require a separation 
distance of 1540m. As previously noted there are a number of properties within this 
distance which could be negatively affected by the proposals. 
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In addition, it is worth noting that although the current potential visibility of the turbine 
is screened to some extent by existing commercial plantations in several directions, 
some of these plantations appear to be outwith the control of the applicant and could, 
in theory be felled at any point during the lifespan of the turbine (circa 25 years). 
There is therefore the potential for the visibility of the turbine to increase over the 
length of the consent, however conversely although there is a degree of probability 
that visibility may increase during the 25 year life span there is no guarantee 
regarding the magnitude of level of change.  
 
I therefore consider the proposal to potentially have a significant detrimental impact 
on the visual amenity of the area, and accordingly I consider the proposal to be 
contrary to Policy 2 of the Local Plan, and Environmental Resource Policy 14 of the 
Structure Plan, both of which seek to ensure that local amenity / environmental 
quality is protected.  
 
Landscape Impact 
 
Turning to the wider landscape impact, in terms of renewable developments, Policies 
2, 3 and 11 of the Local Plan and ERP 14 of the Structure Plan seek similar key 
objectives with regard to protecting the landscape, i.e. restrict renewable 
developments within the landward area if the proposal would have an adverse, 
negative impact on the landscape of the area concerned.  
 
In considering the impact on the landscape character, the Tayside Landscape 
Character Assessment 1999 (TLCA) is a material consideration. Within the TLCA the 
application site lies within the Lowland Hills classification. 
 
These Lowland Hills form the transition between the Highlands to the north and west 
and the lowlands to the south and east. The Key characteristics are: 
 
• low ridges and hills separating lowland straths and adjoining the nearby 

uplands 
• composed of soft, red sandstones 
• transitional character with pastures on lower slopes, giving way to rough 

grazing and even open moorland 
• evidence of several phases of historic settlement 
• extensive woodland, including forestry plantation s 
• influence of modem development 
 
The Landscape Character Assessment specifies that a small scale, wind power has 
been important in this area for many decades, being harnessed by wind pumps to 
raise water. With the development of modern wind turbines to generate power, it is 
possible that this area may come under pressure for wind farm development. Though 
wind speeds are likely to be significantly lower than in more elevated parts of the 
Highlands or the Sidlaws/Ochils, it is possible that the lower level of perceived 
constraint, together with the proximity to the existing electricity distribution network, 
could favour this area. This would be even more likely if the efficiency of wind 
turbines continues to improve, thereby making areas with lower wind speeds viable.  
 
It is acknowledged that development here could avoid the need to locate turbines in 
even more sensitive upland areas or in less sensitive, but more populated areas 
closer to settlements. It would also mean that, from a distance, and from some 
directions, turbines would be viewed against a backdrop of higher ground. However, 
the insensitive development of wind turbines in this area could conflict with the small-
scale, historic and deeply rural character of the landscape. It would also weaken and 
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confuse the area's role of providing a transition from the unsettled uplands to the 
fertile and settled lowland. 
 
In addition to the TLCA, the Councils own finalised report ‘Landscape Study to Inform 
Planning for Wind Energy, November 2010’ (LSIP) prepared by David Tyldesley and 
Associates is of interest in assessing the landscape impact of this proposal.  
 
The proposed site is identified in this report as being located within an area of 
Lowland that is sensitive to large scale development such as wind turbines due to the 
proximity of the Highland Boundary Fault. The Highland Boundary Fault is a 
significant landscape feature in this area which marks the stark transition from the 
Lowlands to the Highlands. Within the LSIP under ‘Landmark Landscape Features’ 
(Para 4.24) it specifically recognises that: ‘Landmark landscape features’ ought not to 
be affected by the construction of wind farms, or indeed any other large scale form of 
built development, in ways that would alter their landmark qualities. For example, the 
Abercairney and Logiealmond wind farms were refused planning permission partly on 
the basis of their impact on the Highland Boundary Fault.’ The document also states 
that the Highland Boundary Fault is a linear feature which is sensitive to wind farms 
located on its top and also to turbines located in front of the fault or on the fault slope 
itself and suggests that a ‘buffer’ of ‘say 2+km Highlands-ward, and say 5+km 
Lowlands-ward, may be necessary to safeguard the landmark qualities of the feature 
and its setting’. 
 
Upon visiting the site and considering the scale of the proposals it is considered that 
the proposals, by virtue of its large scale and sensitive location, would have a 
significant adverse impact on not only the immediate landscape but also the setting 
Highland Boundary Fault. The turbine would be set in the foreground of the HBF, 
potentially diluting the significance of this important landscape feature by introducing 
a new, large scale man made feature into the landscape. 
 
Cumulative Impact 
 
The applicant has provided a number of wireframes demonstrating the potential 
cumulative impact along side the following developments: 
 

• Burnfoot Wind Farm (13 turbines, 100m) 
• Green Knowes Wind Farm (18 turbines, 98.5m) 
• Lochelbank Wind Farm (12 turbines, 91m) 
• Griffin Wind Farm (68 turbines, 124m) 
• Stewart Tower (1 turbine, 47.5m) 
• Calliacher (14 tubines, 109.9m) 

 
The applicant has assessed that the proposed turbine will not have a significant 
cumulative impact in relation to the above developments. Having assessed the 
wireframes I would also share this view given the distances between the 
developments and location of the proposals. However the applicant has not taken 
into consideration the potential cumulative impact of the turbine along with the 
proposed wind farm at Mull Hill, approximately 5km west of the site. The proposals at 
Mull Hill comprise of 9 commercial turbines with a height of 104m to blade tip. Whilst 
this is currently an undetermined planning application, in cumulative terms the two 
proposals could have a significant impact on views of the Highland Boundary Fault. 
As such the applicant should also assess the potential cumulative impact of the Mull 
Hill proposals. 
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Compatibility with Existing land uses 
 
In regards to compatibility with existing land uses, Policy 2 of the local plan seeks to 
ensure that all new developments are compatible with existing land uses. I have no 
concerns regarding the impact that the turbine will have on the commercial activities 
of the land, and in terms of the impact on any existing residential properties, it is 
noted that that the closest residential property is approx 500m from the site. My 
Environmental Health colleagues have commented on the proposal and have raised 
no concerns regarding noise related issues. The principal conflict with the existing 
neighbouring properties would be the potential visual impact and this matter has 
been covered in the previous section. 
 
Protected Species / Habitats 
 
The site is not protected by any specific designation and under the SNH guidance the 
site is identified as being located within the lowest zone of natural heritage sensitivity. 
Nevertheless this does not necessarily indicate that the proposed development would 
not impact on protected wildlife and it is important to consider the wider impact the 
development could have on local wildlife interests. 
 
In recognition of this the applicant has undertaken an extended phase 1 habitat 
survey of the site in order 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. 
The survey findings generally conclude that the proposed development would not 
unduly affect wildlife in the immediate area and whilst there is always the potential for 
bird strikes, the likelihood of such occurrences would be relatively low. 
 
I am therefore satisfied that the applicant has adequately assessed the potential 
impact on wildlife and consider the proposal to be consistent with the relevant 
Development Plan policies which relate to protected species / habitats, insofar as the 
proposal would not have a significant adverse impact on either element.  
 
Cultural Heritage  
 
There are a number of cultural heritage sites within a wide proximity to the site. The 
closest archaeology site is approximately 500m to the north west and the closest 
Scheduled Ancient Monument at Seat Knowe Cairn is around 2.7km to the south 
west. The closest listed building is the category C(s) listed West Tulcan Farmhouse 
located 1.2km to the north. The category C(s) listed Keillour Castle and its associated 
Designed Gardens are also located approximately 2.3km to the south east of the 
proposed site. 
 
Having assessed the proposals it is considered that the turbine would be unlikely to 
have any significant impact on any sites of cultural interest. The existing intervening 
topography and woodland and the distances involved would not result in any major 
impact on the character or setting of the historic sites listed above. I therefore 
consider the proposal to be consistent with the relevant Development Plan policies 
with regard to cultural heritage.   
 
Other Material Issues 
 

• Shadow Flicker 
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As the closest residence is located approximately 500m away from the proposed 
turbine, I do not consider there to be any notable effects on residential amenity in 
terms of shadow flicker. I note that my EHO colleagues have also not raised any 
concerns on this topic.  
 

• Aviation Lighting 
 
The height and location of the proposed wind turbine has been assessed by the 
MOD and they have advised that they do not object to the proposed turbine. They 
have however requested that in the interests of air safety, the turbine is fitted with 
aviation lighting. In addition, they have also requested that if planning permission is 
granted the following information is provided to the MOD: 
 
• the date construction starts and ends; 
• the maximum height of construction equipment; 
• the latitude and longitude of every turbine. 
 

• Noise  
 
As previously highlighted, there are a number of residential properties in relative 
close proximity to the proposed turbine. It is therefore possible that noise from the 
operation of the turbine could impact on neighbouring residential amenity. 
 
In order to consider the impact of the proposed turbine on the surrounding area and 
nearby residential dwellings the applicant has submitted a Noise Assessment. This 
assessment predicts that the noise levels at Drummick Farm House to be 34.4dB(A) 
at wind speed 10m/s and 32.8dB(A) at Sluidubh Farm House. The Environmental 
Health Officer has advised that these levels are below the 35 dB L A90, 10min 
threshold recommended by ETSU-R-97. 
 
As such, it is considered that the predicted noise levels from the proposed turbine will 
not unduly impact on the nearest neighbouring properties. 
 

• TV reception 
 
In the event that a review to the LRB is successful, an appropriately worded condition 
could be attached to the consent which would provide mitigation measures for any 
person(s) affected directly by this proposal.  
 

• Road / Access Issues 
 
The applicant has undertaken an assessment of the existing road infrastructure and 
identified a proposed access route for the delivery of the turbine and associated 
construction traffic.  
 
It is estimated that the proposed turbine would take three months to construct, during 
which it is predicted that it would generate around 279 HGV movements. This would 
give a 2-way movement of 558. It is also considered that the most frequent periods 
for HGV movements will be during the first two weeks and then in week 5. During 
these two periods it is anticipated that there would be 18 HGV movements per day 
which would represent a 40% increase in the flow of HGVs on the A822. However 
the overall increase in traffic flow based on the total HGV movement (279) will be 
less than 2%. 
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In regards to the access route, it is proposed that construction traffic will follow the 
A85 from West Huntingtower until Gilmerton, then follow the A822 northward onto a 
C classified road towards Glenalmond and turn right at East Tulcan onto another C 
classified road that will provide access to the site near Drummick Farm. The 
Transport Report has identified a number of points where localised road widening will 
need to be undertaken to allow for the abnormal load movements required for the 
delivery of the turbine components. 
 
The Council’s Roads Engineer has advised that the proposed route appears to be 
acceptable and whilst there will be an increase in HGV movements during the 
construction phase, it is accepted that the overall increase should not unduly impact 
on traffic safety. However further detail would be required regarding the proposed 
works to the public road and the reinstatement works thereafter, particularly near 
East Tulcan but this could be covered by appropriately worded conditions. 
 

• LRB / Conditions  
 
In the event that this planning application is presented to the LRB for review, it is 
requested that the Planning Service have an opportunity to recommend conditions. 
The Council now has a number of standard conditions which it would consider 
appropriate, and it is envisaged that a number of site specific conditions may also be 
necessary.  
 
Conclusion 
 
Whilst the principle of renewable energy is broadly supported by the Scottish 
Government through its planning policies and guidance, it is considered that in this 
instance the power generation and reduction of CO2 emissions do not outweigh the 
adverse landscape and visual impacts. As such this planning application is 
recommended for refusal, based on the likely visual impact on the surrounding 
sensitive landscape.  
 
NATIONAL PLANNING GUIDANCE / POLICIES 
 
The Scottish Government expresses its planning policies through The National 
Planning Framework 1 & 2, the Scottish Planning Policy (SPP), Planning Advice 
Notes (PAN), Designing Places, Designing Streets, and a series of Circulars.  

 
The Scottish Planning Policy 2010 
 
This SPP is a statement of Scottish Government policy on land use planning and 
contains: 
 

• the Scottish Government’s view of the purpose of planning, 
• the core principles for the operation of the system and the objectives for 

key parts of the system, 
• statutory guidance on sustainable development and planning under 

Section 3E of the Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006, 
• concise subject planning policies, including the implications for 

development planning and development management, and  
• the Scottish Government’s expectations of the intended outcomes of the 

planning system. 
 
Of relevance to this application are, 
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• Paragraphs 182-186 which relate to renewable energy  
• Paragraphs 92-97 which relates to rural development 

 
PAN - 1/2011: Planning & Noise 
 
This Planning Advice Note (PAN) provides advice on the role of the planning system 
in helping to prevent and limit the adverse effects of noise. It supersedes Circular 
10/1999 Planning and Noise and PAN 56 Planning and Noise. Information and 
advice on noise impact assessment (NIA) methods is provided in the associated 
Technical Advice Note. It includes details of the legislation, technical standards and 
codes of practice for specific noise issues. 
 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 
The Development Plan for the area comprises the approved Perth & Kinross 
Structure Plan 2003 and the adopted Perth Area Local Plan 1995. 
  
Perth & Kinross Structure Plan 2003 
 
Sustainable Economy Policy 3 states that support will be given to measures which 
promote an integrated flexible and innovative approach to rural development which 
encompass economic, social and environmental considerations and which: 

 
• maintain or enhance local employment opportunities.  
• promote diversification.  
• help sustain viable rural communities and services.  

 
Environment and Resources Policy 2 states that the protection and conservation of 
wildlife, habitats and other natural features will be supported.  
 
Environment and Resource Policy 4 states that the TLCA will be a material 
consideration in the assessment of development plans.   
 
Environment and Resource Policy 8 seeks to protect cultural heritage sites from 
inappropriate development 
 
Environment and Resources Policy 14 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.  
• 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.  
• The cumulative effects of similar developments on the local area.  
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An environmental assessment will normally be required for large-scale schemes and 
Local Plans will provide more detailed locational guidance particularly for windfarm 
developments and other renewable energy technologies. 
 
Strathearn Area Local Plan 2001 
 
Within the Local Plan the site lies within the landward area, where the following 
policies are directly applicable.  
 
Policy 1 (sustainable development) seeks to ensure that new, 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 will be 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; 
 
(h)  New development should meet local needs and enhance access to 

employment, facilities, services and goods. 
 
Policy 2 (Development Criteria) states that all developments will also be judged 
against the following criteria (amongst other things)  
 

• 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; 
 

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

 
• The site should be large enough to accommodate the development 

satisfactorily in site planning terms; 
 
Policy 3 (Landscape) states that 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 Energy) states that the Council will encourage, in appropriate 
locations, renewable energy projects. Such developments, including ancillary 
transmission lines and access roads, will be 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; 
 
(c)  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 will be 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) states that the Council will seek to protect and enhance habitats 
of local importance to nature conservation, including grasslands, 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. 
 
Policy 24 (Archaeology) states that the Council will seek to protect unscheduled sites 
of archaeological significance and their settings. Where development is proposed in 
such areas, there will be a strong presumption in favour of preservation in situ. 
Where, in exceptional circumstances, preservation of the archaeological features is 
not feasible, the developer, if necessary through appropriate conditions attached to 
planning consents, will be required to make provision for the excavation and 
recording of threatened features prior to development commencing. 
 
OTHER POLICIES 
 
Perth and Kinross Council Local Development Plan – Proposed Plan  
January 2012 
 
The Council’s Development Plan Scheme sets out the timescale and stages leading 
up to adoption. Currently undergoing a period of representation, the Proposed Local 
Development Plan may be modified and will be subject to examination prior to 
adoption. This means that it is not expected that the Council will be in a position to 
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adopt the Local Development Plan before December 2014. It is however a material 
consideration in the determination of this application. 
 
Policy ER1A: New Proposals 
 
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, wildness qualities, water resources and the residential amenity 
of the surrounding area. 

b. The contribution of the proposed development proposed meeting carbon 
reduction targets. 

c. 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 may have on the local or Perth and 

Kinross economy either individually or cumulatively. 
h. The reasons why the favoured choice over other alternative sites has 

been selected.  
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance for Wind Energy Proposals in Perth and 
Kinross, Approved 18th May 2005 
 
The purpose of this policy and guidance note is to enable the wind energy industry to 
expand, but not at the cost of the natural and built environment. 
 
Landscape Study to Inform Planning for Wind Energy, Finalised Report 
November 2010 
 
The purpose of this study is to assist Perth and Kinross Council in the preparation of 
policy guidance relating to planning for wind energy developments, in accordance 
with Scottish Planning Policy (2010). 
 
Tayside Landscape Character Assessment 1999 (TLCA) 
 
This document provides guidance on the various different landscape types 
throughout  the Tayside region and also assists in identifying whether a development 
can be accommodated with certain landscape. 
 
SITE HISTORY 
 
No recent planning history 
 
CONSULTATIONS/COMMENTS 

 
Ministry Of Defence No objection but advised that in the interests of air safety, 

the turbine is fitted with aviation lighting 
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Environmental Health No objection subject to condition regarding noise levels 
 

David Williamson No comments received  
 
TARGET DATE: 26 May 2012 
 
REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED: 
 
Number Received: 18 
 
Summary of issues raised by objectors: 
 

• Visual Impact 
• Set a precedent for further turbines 
• Impact on wildlife 
• Impact on setting on the listed Glenalmond College and the golf course 
• Photomontages submitted are misleading and of a poor quality 
• Lack of public consultation 
• Inadequate road infrastructure for access 
• Noise 
• Impact on tourism 

 
Response to issues raised by objectors: 
 
See report 
 
Additional Statements Received: 
 
Environment Statement Not required 

Screening Opinion 

A screening exercise has 
been undertaken by the 
Council which concluded the 
proposal was not an EIA 
development. 

Environmental Impact Assessment Not required 
Appropriate Assessment Not required 
Design Statement / Design and Access Statement Submitted 
Report on Impact or Potential Impact Submitted 
 
 
Legal Agreement Required: No 
 
The applicant has submitted a draft heads of terms for a Section 75 legal 
agreement. However the terms of the proposed legal agreement are not 
considered to be a material consideration of this planning application as they 
large relate to the potential financial benefits afford to a limited number of 
nearby private residences. This type of legal agreement would best be dealt 
with separately from the planning process. As such no legal agreement is 
required in this instance. 
 
Direction by Scottish Ministers 
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None 
 
RECOMMENDED REASONS 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.  

 
JUSTIFICATION 
 
The proposal is not in accordance with the Development Plan and there are no 
material reasons which merit approval of the planning application.  
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4(v)(c) 
TCP/11/16(205)  

 
 
 
 
 
TCP/11/16(205)  
Planning Application 12/00401/FLL – Erection of a wind 
turbine and an anemometer mast on land 550 metres south 
west of Drumick Farm, Glenalmond 
 
 

REPRESENTATIONS 
 

• Representation from Environmental Health Manager, dated 
12 April 2012 

• Objection from Mr J Hughes, dated 17 April 2012 
• Objection from Methven and District Community Council, 

dated 17 April 2012 
• Objection from Professor G Pawley, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Ms A Willis, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr N McKinnon, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr S Hamilton, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr and Mrs Jenkins, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr V Roberts, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Mrs S McKinnon, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Ms M Orgill, dated 18 April 2012 
• Objection from Ms H Harward-Taylor, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection Mrs A Cowan, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr K Montgomery on behalf of Glenalmond 

College, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection from Mrs M Beaumont on behalf of East Strathearn 

Community Council, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection from Mrs M Beaumont, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection from Mrs M Beaumont on behalf of the Sma’ Glen 

Protection Group, dated 19 April 2012 
• Objection from Mr T Wright, dated 20 April 2012 
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• Objection from Ms S St.John, dated 20 April 2012 
• Objection from Ms C Blackler, dated 20 April 2012 
• Representation from Mrs M Beaumont on behalf of East 

Strathearn Community Council and the Sma’ Glen Protection 
Group, dated 5 September 2012 

• Representation from Mr T Wright, dated 7 September 2012 
• Representation from Ms C Blackler, dated 11 September 

2012 
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M e m o r      

 

 
To   Development Quality Manager 
    
 
 
Your ref PK12/00401/FLL 
 
Date       12 April 2012 
 
The Environment Service 

a n d u m 
 

 
From  Environmental Health Manager 
    
    

 
Our ref  NK 
 
Tel No  (01738) 476 444 
 
Pullar House, 35 Kinnoull Street, Perth  PH1 5GD

 
Consultation on an application for Planning Permission 
PK12/00401/FLL RE: Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast Land 550  
Metres South West Of Drummick Farm Glenalmond for Clearwinds Limited 
 
I refer to your letter dated 30 March 2012 in connection with the above application and have 
the following comments to make. 
 
Recommendation 
I have no objection in principle to the application but recommend the under noted 
condition be included on any given consent. 
 
Noise 
The applicant seeks consent to install a single Enercon E53 800kW wind turbine with a 77m 
hub height. This is only a single turbine but it is considerably larger than other single turbine 
applications. There are two residential properties located 500 metres from the turbine 
(Drummick Farm Cottage and Drummick Farm House) and further residential properties at 
Sluidubh (Stroness House and Sluidubh Farm House) located at 570 metres and Tulchan 
Cottage at 650metres.  

It is therefore possible in principle for a wind turbine, installed at this location, to comply with 
the simplified noise condition for single turbines as recommended by Planning Advice Note 
(PAN) 45.  

An Environmental Noise Assessment has been submitted by Hayes McKenzie Partnership 
Ltd, carried out in accordance with The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms 
(ETSU-R-97).  

The report predicts noise levels at Drummick Farm House to be 34.4dB(A) at wind speed 
10m/s and 32.8dB(A) at Sluidubh Farm House. These levels are below the 35 dB L A90, 
10min threshold recommended by ETSU-R-97. This information can be found at section 7 
Noise, subsection 4.14 (page 13 of 17). 

Condition 
 

• Noise arising from the wind turbine shall not exceed an L A90, 10 min of 35 dB at the 
nearest noise sensitive premises at wind speeds not exceeding 10m/s, and 
measured at a height of 10m above ground at the wind turbine site, all to the 
satisfaction of the Council as Planning Authority.  In the event that audible tones are 
generated by the wind turbine, a 5dB(A) penalty for tonal noise shall be added to the 
measured noise levels.  
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Mr John Hughes (Objects) 

Comment submitted date: Tue 17 Apr 2012  

A single large industrial sized turbine, clearly visible from the A85 tourist route from Dundee to Oban in an 
undisturbed wild area just on the Highland Line is an obtrusion too far and unacceptable.  
 
It is an unacceptable proposal in the area between the Rivers Almond and Earn and the Pow. This whole area 
of the Highland edge must be kept clear of intrusive and unsightly - and may it be said - inefficient over 
subsidised turbines.  
 
Are there rules built in to the planners' consideration of this application as to when inefficient, exhausted 
turbines have a defined period of life and who is responsible for their removal after say 25 years of doubtfully 
useful life?  
 
Who benefits from this proposed installation? 
 
Site access must be a major issue and no doubt this clearly open area of countryside abounds in bird and wild 
life that will be endangered in all the development and building and operational stages of the proposed 
turbine. 
 
Most importantly is that the authorities decide on a plan as to where renewable projects could be established 
and that this willy-nilly approach to where renewable projects may be considered appropriate should be 
according to an agreed national plan. 
 
John Hughes 
Bellevue 
By Crieff 
PH7 3QS  

Page 1 of 112/00401/FLL | Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast | Land 550 Metre...

28/08/2012http://planningapps.pkc.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=n...
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From: The Pearsons  
Sent: 17 April 2012 16:55 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Cc: Neil Mckinnon 
Subject: Wind farm at Drummick ,Glenalmond. -- Ref 12/00401/FLL, -- 
Objection 
 
 
   Methven & District Community Council has examined this application and 
requests that it be refused. 
 
   The location is a sensitive area on the hill between Strathearn and 
Glenalmond .  It forms the foreground of the outstanding view northwestwards 
from the public road , on the hilltop north of Drummick farm,  towards the 
mouth of the Sma' Glen.  The Glen is  renowned for its outstanding landscape 
character, and this includes the experience of passing through it,  but also  
key views towards it -- of which  this is one of the best from a public 
road.  
 
    The locality is part of the Highland Boundary, and is a significant as a 
recreational  landscape , as recognised recently in the Abercairney Wind 
farm Inquiry about 5 years ago.  While the A822 and the B8063 are important 
recreational routes for residents and visitors through and to the Sma' Glen, 
the smaller roads running north from the A85 are used by many ; the Keillour 
- Drummick - Tulchan road has the useful Forestry Commission car park south 
of Sluidubh, which attracts walkers, cyclists and riders.  However, the 
Drummick viewpoint, as described above , is arguably the most outstanding 
scene, and should be protected from this proposal, which would sit in the 
foreground of the view. 
 
  Whatever the alleged merits of windfarms, we believe that this location is 
unacceptable because of the impact the 77metre turbine would have on the 
view to the Sma' Glen. We note that the Proposed Local Plan contains 
policies to protect the landscapes around major resorts ( POL ED5, POL ER6) 
such as Crieff , and we consider that the current application is far too 
intrusive, and would , if approved, seriously damage  the scene.  
 
  Please refuse this application. 
 
     Peter Pearson 
          Chairman 
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Professor FRSE FRS Godfrey STUART PAWLEY (Objects) 

Comment submitted date: Wed 18 Apr 2012  

I took trouble to make a reasoned comment, but you timed me out - not an acceptable procedure. 
This is a false application as it is a precursor (surely?) for a larger application for many turbines, much larger 
than any in the neighbourhood, encroaching towards Sma Glen. It is probably in a poorer site than those on 
higher ground, so the anemometer should be the only object of an application. The efficiency will be much 
less than off-shore sites, and will therefore take a very long time to yield energy equivalent to the fossil fuel 
energy spent in construction and installation. It therefore will make no contribution whatsoever towards 
reducing greenhouse gases, but will simply be a grabbing of public money.

Page 1 of 112/00401/FLL | Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast | Land 550 Metre...

28/08/2012http://planningapps.pkc.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=n...
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Ms Anne Willis (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Wed 18 Apr 2012  

This is not a suitable site for a wind turbine ,- it is in the midst of a farming area. 
The positioning of a structure of such height will affect birds , and other wildlife . 
The current tourist trade will be affected by the sight of such a structure.  
The adjacent roads are small country roads access to this structure will impact on current traffic routes. 
The benefit to be gained from the expected power to be generated will not offset the impact of this plan on the 
local environment .  

Page 1 of 112/00401/FLL | Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast | Land 550 Metre...

28/08/2012http://planningapps.pkc.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=n...
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From: Neil Mckinnon  
Sent: 18 April 2012 17:47 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Urgent.(Closing date for submission is the 20th April) Re Planning application 12/00401/FLL 
 
  
For attention of the relevent department/person.  I would be grateful of confirmation of receipt.   Thanks, 
Neil McKinnon.    See postal address at the end of the submission.         
  
  
Re: planning application 12/00401/FLL 
  
Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast on Land 550 Metres South West Of Drumick Farm, 
Glenalmond, ,   
for Clearwinds Limited 
c/o Pegasus Planning Group 
FAO Peter Atkin, Pegasus House, Querns Business Centre, Whitworth Road, Cirencester, GL7 1RT 
  
 I have examined this application and the Developers web site http://www.clearwinds.co.uk  from which, in 
formulating my objection, I highlight but one section: 
  
''ClearWinds intends to be part of the solution; to operate sustainable wind energy projects that financially 
benefit landowners and their communities while supporting government policy on renewable energy 
development and rural economic diversification. 

However I would urge all involved in the planning decision, not least councillors, to make a visit to their 
web site and draw their own conclusions as to the real aims and real interests of this company. 

In light of such I wish to object. 
This proposal is nothing more than a self serving, money making venture by a wind farm company with 
no long term links to the area, nor any real interest in speaking to or involving themselves with the 
local community other than with the very few who may have vested interest in the development .  As far as the 
vast majority who live in the area are concerned,most of whom I have contacted directly and almost all 
OBJECT......... there will be no benefits whatsoever. 

As to be found on P&KC planning site. 

List of Neighbours notified for 12/00401/FLL 
 

 
Drummick Farm Cottage 
Glenalmond 
Perth 
PH1 3SF 
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Drummick Farm 
Glenalmond 
Perth 
PH1 3SF 
 
The 50metre temporary anenometer mast  and long term single 77metre to blade height windturbine ,  comes with 
the now very predictable and risable claim made by all windfarm developers these days, of helping 
government reach its renewable target and counter climate change. In this case it is claimed by the 
developer that this one turbine at Drummick will make'' a valuable contribution towards legally binding 
renewable energy and CO2 targets'' ( See 7.3 of their Planning supporting statement)    In terms of ammenity 
loss to the local community............. VALUABLE??  . 
  
The turbine is to be constructed on a highly visible and prominent site in close proximity to a minor unclassified road 
,which runs in a northerly direction from the main A 83 Crieff -Perth road ,past Keillor Castle, up and over the hill to 
the Parks of Keillor and on past a number of dwellings at Sluidubh and through the farm yard of Drummick Farm . The 
road then descends to the area known as East Tulchan. This is to the west of Trinity College Glenalmond and to the 
east of the world renowned salmond leap at Buchanty..    
  
This is a regularly used recreational route for residents walkers, cyclists, horse riders and car drivers . On this minor 
road is to be found the Forestry Commission car park. Within a short distance north of the car park between Sluidubh 
and Drummick Farm can be seen the world renowned Sma Glen framed by the Logielmond hills to the north and 
Stroness point to the south west, This is one of the most expansive views of the Sma Glen to be found anywhere in the 
locality and will most certainly be impacted upon by a wind turbine of this scale.  An even better view can be seen just 
past Drummick Farm as the road reaches it's highest point just before its descent toTulchan.  Both views  are well worth 
protecting.    
  
I would also wish the following thought to be considered. 
  
 If the most recent proposal by the Abercairny Estate for a 9 turbine windfarm on Mull Hill in the vicinity of the Sma Glen 
were ever to gain approval(which I would hope it never will) this undoubtedly raises the matter of cumulative impact        
 Do P&K councillors and planners really want to see this whole area  industrialised in such a manner and becoming but 
one very large windfarm?  I would hope not! 
  
In that respect, I would also suggest re: this one turbine proposal at Drummick, the following question is in need of 
asking. 
  
 If this proposal were to be given the go ahead, will it be the precuser for yet more turbines on the site?  Given the scale 
of this first turbine at 77m, and the very generous FITs and possibly even ROCs available, and the attitude of the 
developer involved, I have little doubt.     
  
I would also be very interested ,.(....in being well acquainted with the roads of the area. !),............ to have clarification of 
the developers suggested route, as to how this turbine, given the nature and size of the component parts is going to be 
delivered to the site if the proposal were ever to be granted planning permission.  
  
  
                                                                  Neil McKinnon, Tulchan Garden Cottage, Glenalmond, Perth PH1 3SG.    
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From: Stewart Hamilton  
Sent: 18 April 2012 20:31 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject:  
 
Planning application number 12/00401/FLL 
  
I am writing as a local resident and near neighbour of Drumick Farm, Glenalmond (Wester 
Campsie Farm, Glenalmond) and would like to object most strongly to 
the proposed erection of a 70 metre high wind turbine.  Such a structure is totally out of 
keeping with the surrounding countryside and would destroy the most beautiful views.  I also 
object to the fact that the company involved has given no possibility for community 
discussion of this project, merely giving notice to Drumick Farm of its intentions.  The 
company is not locally based and are clearly out to make money at the expense of this local 
community. 
  
Yours, 
  
Stewart Hamilton 
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From: ALAN & HAZEL JENKINS  
Sent: 18 April 2012 21:14 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Planning permission 12/00401/FLL 
 
Sir, 
  
I am writing to you as I have had difficulty using the PKC website 
to comment on the above planning application. 
  
I object to this development in as many ways as you can imagine 
and probably more. 
  
It is very easy to argue against wind turbines and not easy to justify 
them. This one in particular is too big and may well be the 
precursor to many more on the same site. 
  
I am sure I need to say no more as it has all been said already. 
  
Alan Jenkins 
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From: vaughn roberts  
Sent: 18 April 2012 21:24 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Comments and Objection re 12/00401/FLL Drumick Farm Glenalmond. 
 
Dear Sir/ Madam, 
  
I write to outline my objection to the application for a wind turbine and mast at Drumick 
Farm ,- for the following reasons ,- 
  
* The height of the proposed mast is not acceptable within an environment such as this . 
* The surrounding roads are already in poor repair , and this will add to difficulties . 
* The impact of the wind turbine on wild life and birds will cause damage. 
* Local tourism will be affected by the sight of the turbine and mast . 
* This not a economic place from which to develop additional power for the grid ,- as there 
will no space for expansion. 
* Despite being a neighbour of Drumick Farm I have received no notification about this 
application from Perth and Kinross Council , so do not consider that this  process has followed 
the required  planning procedures. 
  
Yours  
Sincerely 
  
Mr Vaughn Roberts  
East Tulchan Farm 
Glenalmond 
Perth 
PH1 3SG 
  
Tel No: 01738 880250 
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From: Sue Usher  
Sent: 18 April 2012 22:18 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Re Planning application 12/00401/FLL 
 
  
I would like to object to the proposal to erect a 77m wind turbine in the vicinity 
of Drummick Farm,Glenalmond,Perth. 
Although Clearwinds Ltd. states, 'the site is not located  within any area 
designated for their environmental sensitivity', it is a quiet rural area with land 
for sheep and cattle farming with access roads highly unsuitable for the 
modern agricultural machinery and certainly not suitable for the equipent 
required to transport a wind turbine of this enormity. 
From this site one can view the Sma Glen and its surrounding area which is of 
outstanding beauty, it may not be designated but for those who live in its 
vicinity, cherish it and do not want to see the land and views desecrated by a 
wind turbine. 
  
Mrs. Susan McKinnon, 
Tulchan Garden Cottage, 
Glenalmond. 
Perth PH1 3SG. 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Margaret Orgill  
Sent: 18 April 2012 23:27 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Objection to planning application at drumick/12/00401/FLL 
 
 
Re planning application: 12/00401/FLL Erection of wind turbine and an 
anemometer mast/Land 550 metres South West of Drumick Farm Glenalmond 
 
I am writing to this email having failed to register my objection on the 
planning site which was down today. 
 
I would like to register that I object to this application for one wind 
turbine. It is quite clear from the scale of the turbine and also from the 
anemometer that this is not intended to stay a one turbine site. Once a 
planning application is allowed, more will be applied for. I would also like 
to register that the tactics used by companies are becoming more and more 
underhand. Local democracy seems to count for nothing, we are and have been 
inundated with these applications for years, with so many in this area and 
it is clear that no one wants them so close to family homes in the area.  
This site is totally unsuitable and will be a blot on the landscape for 
miles around. There is no benefit to the community, no benefit to the 
environment with just one (if it stays at one) and no benefit to anyone 
living in this area. It is purely a money making exercise for the landowner 
and for the company. 
 
Please could you email back that you have received this and it has been 
noted. 
 
Kind regards 
Margaret Orgill 
Annfield Cottage  
Glenalmond 
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From: H HARWARD-TAYLOR  
Sent: 19 April 2012 10:08 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Wind turbine at Drumick 12/00401/FLL 
 
I wish to object strongly to a 77m turbine being put on this land . There may be a case for a local 
person errecting a turbine for their own use, this is nothing of the sort, an English company seeking to 
errect such a huge turbine with such a negative impact on our local area, this would make me feel it 
was a precurser to more. 
  
This wild and beautiful area inhabited by a few is unable to provide high numbers of objections.  I have 
a small B&B here which caters for visitors, they come to me for landscape,wildlife and peacefulness, 
these  are to be found here and as I have said before, surely Perthshire has already taken well over it's 
fair share of turbines. 
  
Hazel Harward- Taylor. 
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From: Ann Cowan  
Sent: 19 April 2012 22:44 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Application Ref: 12/00401/FLL 
 
Dear Sirs  
 
I write to object to Planning application no: 12/00401/FLL. 
 
I am having to use this method of objecting because the web site for the application 
states that the consultation time is over.   However I understand that is not the case, as 
Friday 20th April is the closing date.   I trust you will accept this letter of objection. 
 
My objections are on the following grounds: 
 
1)  The site at Drumick Farm is on a hillside which is as yet totally unspoilt.   The 
hills on the south side of the Strathearn Valley are already covered in wind turbines, 
but when looking to the north the hills that are visible are pristine.   It would be a very 
unfortunate precedent to start to build wind turbines in this unspoilt area.    Visit 
Scotland has said that it is more acceptable to have turbines grouped together in one 
area, rather than to have them scattered and spread out.   This single turbine would go 
against that policy. 
 
2)  Visit Scotland have also said that turbines should be "sensitively sited".   It would 
be most un-sensitive to start building turbines in this area, and would therefore go 
against their stated preference. 
 
3)  The site is on a farm.   But at 77 metres high this is not a farm sized turbine.   It is 
not "micro-generation" which is more usually about 20 metres high and therefore 
more acceptable on a farm.  It is too large a turbine for this farm site. 
 
4)  There are dwellings relatively close to the proposed site.   There is a family with 
young children living at Stroness House, and many other families with a mile or so at 
East and West Tulchan.   Cairnies House at Glenalmond College is also too close.   
Close proximity is not just about visual amenity, it is also about noise and health 
reasons. 
 
5)  The application includes the anemometre.    This should surely be applied for at 
least a year in advance of the application for the turbine.   An anemometre is there to 
judge the wind speeds and frequency, and until that data is known no application for 
further development should be allowed.    
 
6)  In principal this is not a suitable place for a wind turbines, and it is known that 
power companies come back for further development once the principal has been 
established.   
I would argue therefore that the principal should NOT be established.    There are no 
other wind turbines between the Almond Valley and the Pow and the Earn Valley. 
 
7)  The local roads are not suitable for access to this site for such a large turbine, 
which will require very large transport vehicles. 
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I hope that for the above reasons this application will be refused. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Mrs Ann Cowan 
The Old Inn 
Fowlis Wester 
Crieff PH7 3NL 
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From: Bursar (Facilities & Estates)  

Sent: 19 April 2012 17:26 
To: Enquiries 
Subject: PLANNING APPLICATION WIND TURBINE AT DRUMMICK FARM REF 12/00401/FLL 
[pfCase:1196595, pfTicket:6200495] 

Please pass to the Planning Office 
 
Dear Planning Officer, 
 
I wish to make a complaint on behalf of Glenalmond College that an application for the 
erection of a wind turbine on Drummick Farm, Glenalmond has been made and it appears 
from your web site that the period for public consultation is now closed.   
 
We received a call this morning from a neighbouring property in Glenalmond to inform us 
about this Planning Application but we did not receive any neighbourhood notification from 
P&K Council.  As the land adjacent to Drummick Farm land is the College Golf Course (please 
note that the golf course sign has been omitted from the map on your website!), we feel 
aggrieved that we were not issued with a Neighbourhood Notification and that we have not 
been consulted on this matter. 
 
On behalf of the College, I wish to object to the planned erection of a wind turbine as shown 
on the Planning Application documents for the following reasons: 
 

•        Proper consultation of neighbours was not conducted. 
•        The site and size of the mast will have a significant degrading effect on area of 

outstanding natural beauty.  
•        One of the USPs of Glenalmond College is it’s marvellous setting in magnificent 

Perthshire countryside.  This includes the College Golf Course which forms part of 
the College campus.  The College attracts significant investment into the area. This is 
something that is recognised by the P&K Council Independent Schools Forum.  This 
should not be jeopardised.  

•        The proposed wind turbine will be clearly visible from the Golf Course.  Not only will 
a wind turbine spoil a beautiful location it will also present a hazard to golfers as a 
distraction from movement and glinting. 

 
I very much hope that the lack of proper consultation and the potential effect on the natural 
environment, will mean that this application will be rejected by the Planning Committee. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Keith Montgomery 
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Foulford 
By Crieff 

Perthshire 
19/04/12 

Planning Ref: 12/00401/FLL 
 
East Strathearn Community Council have discussed the above application and wish to 

lodge an objection on the following grounds: 

 

1. The proposed single turbine would provide an utterly discordant and alien 

element in a relatively open, rural landscape. As depicted in Photomontage 8, 

it would tower well above the trees and dominate the view north towards the 

Sma’ Glen ridge, especially when it was a moving element in the view. It must 

also be borne in mind that trees are not permanent – when they are felled the 

turbine would become an even more dominant feature. 

 

2. The location is a sensitive and open rural landscape, between Strathearn and 

the line of the Highland Boundary Fault – as Miss McNair pointed out in her 

Report of the Abercairny PLI – “ a landscape does not have to be designated 

to be worthy of protection”. This area is one of the few parts of Perthshire to 

remain turbine-free and we would suggest it should remain so. 

 

3. If this application were to be granted, it would create a dangerous precedent 

and open the door to several more. If planners or elected members are in any 

doubt about this, they have only to read the public responses submitted by the 

applicant. 

 

4. The access roads are incapable of accommodating traffic of the size or volume 

generated by a turbine of this size. We have grave doubts as to whether 

components could turn the corner at Gilmerton from the A 85 onto the A 822, 

and from there onwards the road becomes steadily more narrow.  

 

5. We note the emphasis on potential contribution to national targets, but feel 

that, on balance, the negative environmental impact of a single turbine (77 

metres high) in such a prominent rural location far outweighs any putative 

benefit it might provide. 
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For the above reasons, we respectfully request that the application be refused. 

 

Mrs Maureen Beaumont (Chair) 
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Foulford 
By Crieff 

Perthshire 
19/04/12 

Planning Ref: 12/00401/FLL 
 
I wish to object to the above planning application for the following reasons: 
 

1. A turbine of 77 metres in height would pose an industrial and dominant 

element in a peaceful rural landscape. It would be absolutely out of place and 

out of scale. It is quite obvious that, were this application to be granted, others 

would immediately follow – either on the site or in the vicinity. Neighbours 

who completed the developer’s survey – few though they are, admit as much. 

 

 

2. This particular area of transitional landscape has, so far, remained free of wind 

farm development, largely thanks to the judgements of the Reporters at the 

Logiealmond and Abercairny PLIs. It ought to remain so – otherwise the 

whole of Highland Perthshire will become a landscape defined by electrical 

and industrial development, instead of being a haven for recreation and 

relaxation and an asset to our most important industry, tourism. 

 

3. The site is an extremely sensitive one – it is very near the famous Glenalmond        

College campus and sports facilities, especially the golf course. It is also 

situated very close to one of the minor roads leading to the famous Sma’ Glen, 

a very popular tourist destination. It may not be a designated landscape, but it 

is locally valued, and as such merits protection, as stated by Miss McNair at 

the Abercairny PLI, 2005. 

 

4. The access to the site would be problematical in the extreme. The local roads 

network is very narrow, as evinced by problems with the traffic associated 

with the Beauly-Denny OHL. It is uncertain as to whether the long loads 

would be capable of negotiating the turn at Gilmerton from the A85 onto the 

A822, far less the transfer onto the B8063. 
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5. I feel that the accompanying documentation is very repetitive, desk-based and 

I am unconvinced as to whether there has been any detailed investigation of a 

site-specific nature. There is a wealth of non-relevant information and very 

little attention has been paid to the neighbouring residents, of whom there are 

a considerable number. The photomontages are likewise, for the most part, 

taken from a considerable distance – and in the snow! Photomontages are 

notorious for distortion and these are very poor and taken from misleading 

locations. As for those taken nearer the site, it must be remembered that trees 

are not permanent structures. Throughout the documentation, adverse impacts 

are minimised and or dismissed – it is a very subjective statement, designed to 

justify an ill-conceived proposal and I am convinced that you, the planners, 

will recognise it as such.  

 

6. The application is contrary to planning policy at all levels, in that the open 

landscape cannot accommodate such a tall turbine. Planning policy at all 

levels dictates that a site should be appropriate – this one is not for a 

commercial turbine of this height. 

 

7.  If this application were to be approved, it would create an unacceptable 

cumulative impact with the Mull Hill development, which has yet to be 

determined. It would also set a dangerous precedent for the whole area 

between the Almond and Strathearn. Perthshire has already made a sizeable 

sacrifice of its landscapes in the drive for renewable energy and surely ought 

to preserve at least these hillsides, along the Highland Boundary Fault : the 

Reporter at the Logiealmond PLI stated that this was a landscape of national 

significance. 

 

8. The so-called community benefit element of the proposal is not material to the 

application. 

 

9. The only justification for this project could be its contribution to national 

renewable energy targets. The figures quoted can only be an estimate, in that 

there is no verifiable site data and  the load factor quoted is above the national 

average. According to the Aarhus Convention, (which applies to all EU 
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countries) it should be possible to calculate transparently any potential CO2 

savings. This is not the case here. The meagre contribution made by this 

project could be made far more readily achieved by adding an extra turbine 

into an existing development, although this would deprive the developer 

and/or landowner of the income from the FITs and perhaps ROCs which make 

these developments so desirable. 

 

This is a very visible site in a sensitive and valued landscape; the adverse impacts of 

the project far outweigh any benefits it might provide. For the reasons stated above, I 

respectfully request that the application be refused. 

 

Maureen Beaumont. 
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Foulford 
By Crieff 

Perthshire 
19/04/12 

Planning Ref: 12/00401/FLL 
 
The Sma’ Glen Protection Group has considered the above planning application and 
wishes to object for the following reasons: 
 

1. The proposed turbine would provide a dominant alien and industrial element 
in an otherwise unspoilt area of rural Perthshire, near one of the approaches 
from the south to the iconic Sma’ Glen. This area between the A 85 and the 
line of the Highland Boundary Fault is, as yet, turbine-free and, as was 
recommended by both Reporters at Abercairny and Logiealmond PLIs, should  
remain so.  

 
 

2. The only justification for granting this application would be its contribution to 
national targets for the generation of electricity from renewable resources. The 
contribution of such a single turbine is at best speculative, since there is no 
firm wind data from the site. It is also based on an optimistic load factor of 
27%, which is above official average statistics. The minimal contribution of 
such a turbine would be far less harmfully produced, were half a turbine 
introduced into an existing development, which has already created an 
environmental impact and has infrastructure in place. We do not agree with 
the developer’s opinion at 5.18 that, in this case, “visual harm is outweighed 
by the application of renewable energy policy.” 

 
3. If this application were granted, it would open the door to further commercial 

development of this area of the transitional hills; this proposed turbine is 77 
metres high and is not within the micro-generation category. It would also 
create a potential cumulative impact with the Mull Hill proposal to the west, 
which has yet to be decided. 

 
 

4. In the accompanying statement the developer claims: 

 
We completely disagree with this facile conclusion. The proposed turbine is 
completely out-of-scale with the surrounding landscape and would 
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undoubtedly have a significant adverse impact on its nature and character. 
There would undoubtedly also be significant adverse effects on the residential 
amenity of nearby properties, on their visual amenity and in the realm of noise 
impacts. These noise impacts have not been satisfactorily addressed, in that an 
out of date system of assessment - ETSU 97 was employed. There is now also 
modern research, which raises issues of impact on sleep patterns and mental 
health of neighbouring residents. These are completely ignored in the 
statement. We do not agree with the developer’s opinion at 5.18 that, in this 
case, “visual harm is outweighed by the application of renewable energy 
policy.” 

 
 
 

5. The section dealing with community benefit is not material to any planning 
decision – we are somewhat perplexed as to how the “community” would be 
defined. 

 
 

6. The proposal would have a detrimental impact on the setting of Glenalmond 
College, sports fields and golf course. The college is a very famous and well-
attended institution and, as such, merits much more consideration than it has 
received in the accompanying documentation. 

 
 

7. The statement accompanying the application is obviously a desk-top study. It 
is very repetitive and constantly and consistently minimises the adverse 
impacts of the proposal. There is a wealth of irrelevant detail and very little 
that is site –specific. This also applies to the accompanying photomontages, 
most of which are taken from very far away and very few from relevant view-
points. I have a 32 inch screen and I can hardly read the accompanying 
information. “  

 
 “         The above excerpt illustrates the nonsense being quoted – it is quite 
illogical to assume that birds will avoid a turbine for 25 years and then fly 
through the empty space from year 26 onwards! 
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8.The proposal is contrary to planning policy at all levels –among others– Para 
188 of SPP, Policy ER 14 of Perth & Kinross Structure Plan and Policy ER 6 
of the Local Development Plan which is approaching completion.  
 
 
The proposed development is out of scale and out of place in such a rural 
situation. It is quite conceivable, that were consent to be granted, a 
proliferation of similar applications, both on this site and neighbouring sites, 
would follow. We urge you to respect this unspoiled landscape as a valued 
recreational resource and as a valued area of Highland Perthshire, whose 
landscapes are its most important asset to its tourist industry. We respectfully 
therefore urge you to reject this application.  
 
                                                       Maureen Beaumont. 
                                        (On behalf of the Sma’ Glen Protection Group 2) 
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Mr Timothy Wright (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Fri 20 Apr 2012  

Stroness House Glenalmond Perth PH1 3SF 
 
TEL: 01738 880368 
 
 
 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
20th April 2012 
 
RE WIND TURBINE AT DRUMMICK, GLENALMOND, PERTH 
 
Dear Sir 
 
I wish to OBJECT to the proposed erection of an industrial sized wind turbine at the above location. Our 
house, where we live with our four children, directly overlooks the proposed and we have therefore some 
serious concerns ? not just about the single turbine but, given planning is being sort for an anemometer ? for 
the erection of many more in the future. There is no public benefit at all to this. 
 
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. There is also the possibility of turbines being sited 
on any felled wood. It is a huge turbine (not a domestic one) and will be visible to us from the front of the 
house, the kitchen and bedrooms. 
 
NOISE 
 
There are four properties including ours in relative proximity to the proposed site and despite the fact here 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.
 
 
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. The RSPB have recently visited us to undertake a survey of birds in the area. 
 
I sincerely hope that this application will be rejected. 
 
Timothy and Michaela Wright and family 

Page 1 of 112/00401/FLL | Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast | Land 550 Metre...

28/08/2012http://planningapps.pkc.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=n...
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From: sally st john   
Sent: 20 April 2012 11:57 
To: Development Management - Generic Email Account 
Subject: Application ref: 12/00401/FLL 
 
Dear Sirs, 
I wish to object to planning application 12/00401/FLL on the following grounds: 
The siting of a 77 metre high wind turbine on Drummick will be a very prominent feature in 
an unspoilt rural setting, and will significantly alter the character of the landscape. 
From Culnacloich we already see a line-up of turbines along the  horizon in the Ochills. We 
look directly  towards Drummick farm  which sits prominently on a ridge and is widely visible 
from this northerly direction. The erection of a turbine at Drummick would constitute a 
cumulative visual impact, with a view of wind turbines on successive horizons. I urge the 
planners to consider the far-reaching visual impact of this single turbine, which is not 
adequately addressed in the application.  I believe the detriment to the landscape of scenic 
beauty in close proximity to the Sma'Glen far outweighs the value in terms of carbon-saving 
of this single turbine, and I urge the planners to refuse this application. 
It is not clear whether the picturesque Glenalmond College golf course will be adversely 
affected by this turbine. It is situated behind the Cairnies and is very close to Drummick, and 
is not marked on the plan. We already have one scenic local golf course under threat from a 
wind farm: the view from the Foulford golf course would be detrimentally affected if the Mull 
Hill application goes ahead.The setting of the Glenalmond college course is particularly 
beautiful, and has been enjoyed by local residents as well as generations of pupils, so it 
would be a considerable loss of amenity if it was affected. 
Yours sincerely 
Sally St. John 
Culnacloich 
Glenalmond 
Perth 
PH1 3SN 
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12/00401/FLL Erection of a wind turbine and anemometer mast on 
Land 550 Metres South West Of Drumick Farm Glenalmond 
 
Dear Sir – I wish to add my objection to those others lodged in relation to the proposal 
above. I have detailed planning permission for a new dwelling to be constructed within 1000m 
of the application site and within direct line of site of the proposed turbine.   
 
I object to the proposal on visual grounds for the following reasons: 
 

• The turbine will dominate the outlook from existing and approved residential 
properties close to the site, adversely affecting residential amenity; 

• Emphasis is given in the submitted visual appraisal to the value of adjacent woodland 
as an effective screen. My understanding is that the adjacent copse is not in the 
ownership of the applicant and it is the land owners intention to crop this resource in 
the very near future; 

• The scale and height of adjacent and nearby woodland is insufficient as a means of 
providing visual mitigation to a 50m hub and 77m high turbine; 

• The presence of the pylons which cross the hills in this area are presented in the 
applicant’s visual appraisal as receptors which will serve to diminish the scale of the 
proposed turbine. I would disagree with this conclusion and suggest that there would 
be no ‘material’ reduction in scale. The scale of proposed turbine (50m hub and 77m 
high turbine) is significantly larger and more assertive than the latticed pylons. The 
turbine would be more than 2.5x the size of the pylons. 

• The visualisations presented through the applicant’s supporting statement are poor in 
their selection of viewpoints (viewpoints 11 in particular) and do not provide a 
balanced and objective representation of likely landscape impacts. In particular there 
is an absence of viewpoints from the A822 tourist route to the west; the Buchanty to 
Fowlis Wester site to the west; the Sma’ Glen approach to the north west; and from 
the Igneous Hills landscape character type to the south.  

• The proposal is poorly sited. From a number of vantage points significant lengths of 
the mast and the whole of the turbine blades would be visible against the sky with no 
intervening landscape screening; 

• The application site lies immediately to the south of the Highland Boundary fault 
within the Lowland Hills Landscape Character type (Tayside Landscape Character 
Assessment). SNH advise a vulnerability to Tall Structures in this area because of the 
character of this landscape (small scale, historic, deeply rural,) and the likelihood that 
such structures could erode the important contribution of this landscape in the 
transition between lowland and highland; 

• The scale of turbine proposed would be too large for this location and this landscape 
character type, would cause visual harm and would conflict with Structure and Local 
Plan Policies which seek to protect the character and appearance of the countryside, 
in particular SP Environment & Resources Policies 4 & 14 and Strathearn Area Local 
Plan Policies 1,2,3,5 & 11. 

• The energy contribution of this single turbine and any benefits in reducing pollution 
would not outweigh the significant adverse effects on local environmental quality 
which would follow from the siting of a turbine of this scale in this location. 

 
 
 
Charlotte Blackler 
19 Station Road, Auchtermuchty 
20 April 2012. 
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Foulford, 
By Crieff. 
PH7 3LN 

5/9/12 
Planning Ref: 12/00401/FLL – Local Review Body Appeal 
 
Dear Sir,  
 
In Reference to the above application and resulting appeal, I would re-iterate our 
opposition to the application especially in view of the proliferation of applications in 
Perthshire and beyond. Planning permission was refused in order to safeguard the 
visual amenity of residents and others – a very valid reason for refusal. 
 
Another reason given was that the proposal would provide a dangerous precedent. In 
that regard, I would refer the Local Review Body to Para 2.2 of SNH’s robust 
objection to the ongoing Mull Hill planning application and would respectfully submit 
that this statement is also valid for the proposal at Drummick: 
 
“ 2.2 Landscape and visual impacts: advice 
We consider that the location of the proposed wind farm would change the pattern set 
by existing wind farms in Perthshire. A consequence would be ‘infilling’ of a clear 
gap between ‘groups’ of other wind farms in the Ochil Hills to the south and the 
highland areas to the north. The consequent cumulative impacts, including sequential 
impacts, could be significant” 
 
On behalf of East Strathearn Community Council and Sma’ Glen Protection Group, I 
respectfully request that the Local Review Board uphold the previous decision and 
reject the application. 

Yours faithfully, 
Maureen Beaumont 
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CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account 

From: TIMOTHY WRIGHT 
Sent: 07 September 2012 08:40
To: CHX Planning Local Review Body - Generic Email Account
Subject: APPLICATION REF: 12/00401/FLL

Page 1 of 2

07/09/2012

Sir 
  
Application Ref: 12/00401/FLL – Erection of a wind turbine and an anemometer mast 
on land 550 metres south west of Drumick Farm, Glenalmond – Clearwinds Limited 
  
I am emailing in respect of the abobve appeal which you have notified me about. 
 
As the covering letter from the applicant states 'no new supporting material has been specifically 
raised' . In addition there has been no further visits or communications to interested parties from 
either the applicant nor the author of this appeal that I am aware of.  
 
I can only therefore reiterate the main comments that I and many others made in originally objecting 
to this proposal in May 2012. 
 
VISUAL IMPACT 
 
Clause 5.9 of the review document states 'the detailed visual analysis has demonstrated that the 
proposed turbine would be located at an appropriate distance to ensure the proposed turbine would 
not have an overbearing or overwhelming effect on the residential visual amenity of nearby 
properties (or their occupants).' 
 
I would completely refute this. We live with our four children directly opposite the proposed site. 
There is a wood in front of us but this is not owned by us and the owner has intimated in writing that 
he plans to cut this down over the next few month. This will provide absolutely no screening at all 
for some distance around the site. The area, as was pointed out in the original rejection report, is 
enjoyed by a host of receptors including recreational users and residential properties amongst others. 
It is a completely unspoilt area, popular with birdwatchers, golfers on the Glenalmond Golf Course 
etc. and would be a significant eyesore which will be seen for a long distance away. In short I am not 
sure how the visual analysis described above has demonstrated anything. 
 
LANDSCAPE IMPACT 
 
The author of the review document (5.9) says that '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' . He then agrees in 5.6 that 'it is inevitable the wind turbine would have some effect on the 
landscape..' 
 
Related to the above this is not a small, domestic turbine but a large commercial one. The hub has a 
height of 50 metres, a rotor diameter of 54 metres and a maximum blade tip height of approximately 
77 metres. The turbine will be a three blade version, with a generating capacity of approx. 900kW. 
The scale therefore of the proposals and the sensitive location given we will be looking straight at it 
from the front of our house, will have a significant adverse impact on us and other houses in the 
vicinity. It will also, according to the original planning report on the first submission, have an impact 
on the Highland Boundary Fault. The turbine would be set in the foreground of the HBF, potentially 
diluting the significance of this important landscape feature by introducing a new, large scale man 
made feature into the landscape. The size of the turbine and blades will have a significant impact on 
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and the other properties in the vicinity will be similarly affected. We are also very concerned that 
approval for this will set a precedent for more and more similar schemes in the area. In short the 
proposed development contravenes many parts of the Strathearn Local development Plan 2011 and 
in particular the clause relating to development criteria and landscape 
 
CONSTRUCTION ACCESS 
 
The access road to the proposed site from the Sma' Glen to Buchanty is a very narrow country lane - 
image 3.11/2 on page 544. This lane and the road up to the proposed turning into the site access is 
used by cars going to Glenalmond College as well as by local residents travelling to Crieff and 
Aberfeldy. There are blind bends and in many places on the stretch to Buchanty there is only room 
for one car. During winter months it is frequently icy. It is certainly not at all suitable for 
construction traffic of any kind that will be required for the erection of this turbine.  
 
There are issues cited in the original report rejecting this application which are covered in much 
more detail. Nothing, as the author admits, has materially changed since May when this was rejected. 
I would urge the review body to reject the appeal. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
  
Timothy and Michaela Wright 
Stroness House 
Glenalmond 
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