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PERTH AND KINROSS COUNCIL 
 

 
Mr Jamie Roberts 
c/o Realise Renewables 
Clint Betteridge 
East Lodge  
East Lodge 
Kindrogan 
Enochdhu 
PH10 7PF 
 

Pullar House 
35 Kinnoull Street 
PERTH   
PH1  5GD 
 

 Date 4th February 2013 
 

 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND) ACT  

 
Application Number: 12/02067/FLL 

 
 
I am directed by the Planning Authority under the Town and Country Planning 
(Scotland) Acts currently in force, to refuse your application registered on 5th 
December 2012 for permission for Erection of a wind turbine and associated 
infrastructure Land 800 Metres North East Of Roundlaw Farm Cottage Trinity 
Gask     for the reasons undernoted.   
 
 
 

Development Quality Manager 
 
 

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 
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.  
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3  As the proposal will have a detrimental impact on the sensitive landscape 

associated with the Gask Ridge, the proposal is contrary to Policy 3 of the 
Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which seeks to conserve local landscapes from 
inappropriate developments.  

 
 4 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 
 
Notes 
 
The plans relating to this decision are listed below and are displayed on Perth and 
Kinross Council’s website at www.pkc.gov.uk “Online Planning Applications” page 
 
Plan Reference 
 
12/02067/1 
 
12/02067/2 
 
12/02067/3 
 
12/02067/4 
 
12/02067/5 
 
12/02067/6 
 
12/02067/7 
 
12/02067/8 
 
12/02067/9 
 
12/02067/10 
 
12/02067/11 
 
12/02067/12 
 
12/02067/13 
 
12/02067/14 
 
12/02067/15 
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PERTH AND KINROSS COUNCIL 
 
INSTALLATION OF A WIND TURBINE AT LAND 800 METRES NORTH EAST OF 

ROUNDLAW FARM COTTAGE, TRINITY GASK 
 

DELEGATED REPORT OF HANDLING 
 

Ref No 12/02067/FLL 
Ward N9 – Almond 

 
Decision to be Issued? 

Target 4 Feb 2013 

Case Officer Team Leader 

Yes No 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Refuse the planning application on the grounds that the proposed turbine will have an 
unacceptable visual impact on the local area, potentially have an adverse impact on the 
residential amenity of existing residents and potential impact on the local landscape.  
 
 
 
BACKGROUND & DESCRIPTION  
 
The application site relates to a small area of agricultural land on the Trinity Gask 
Estate, at Roundlaw. The Trinity Gask estate is located approx south-east of Crieff 
and north-east of Auchterarder and west of the A9 corridor. The site at present is 
pasture land and is surrounded by a mix of conifer plantations and arable fields. 
Current vehicular access to the site is via an existing private track which joins the 
public road at Borestone Cottage/Mill of Gask. 
 
A detailed planning application for the erection of a commercial scaled 67m turbine 
(40m hub) was refused planning permission last year largely on the grounds that the 
turbine would have an unacceptable impact on the visual amenity of the area, and on 
the residential amenity of the area. The Council’s Landscape Architect was not 
involved in the decision making process of that planning application.  
 
This planning application seeks detailed planning permission for the erection of a 
different model of turbine, with shorter blades (34m) and a higher hub height (50m), 
but still with a blade tip height of 67m. The turbine will still be of the three bladed 
version, with a generating capacity of approx 0.4MW. In addition to the turbine itself, 
an ancillary site compound, 700m of new access tracks and small borrow pit (for 
aggregates associated with the turbine foundations etc) are also proposed.  
 
The proposed turbine will have a life of 25 years, after which the turbine and other 
development will be removed, and the site reinstated back to its current state.  
 
 
PROCEDURAL MATTER 
 
Supporting Information 
 
To help demonstrate the impact that the proposal will have on the environment, the 
applicant has submitted a detailed supplementary information in the form of a 
detailed LVIA.  I consider the LVIA to be accurate, and have no reason to question 
the professional creditably of the applicant’s agents and consider the LVIA, and in 
particular the visualisations to be an accurate reflection of what is proposed.  
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Screening Opinion  
 
A Screening Opinion was carried out by the Council for the previous proposal which 
concluded that the proposed turbine was not an EIA development. Although the 
appearance of the turbine has been amended from the previously undertaken 
screening opinion the principle characteristics have not changed (i.e. its height) 
therefore I consider it reasonable to adopt the previous opinion for this proposal.    
 
 
APPRASIAL 
 
Sections 25 and 37(2) of the TCP (S) Act 1997 (as amended by the 2006 act) 
requires the determination of the proposal 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 Tay Plan 2012 and the 
adopted Strathean Local Plan 2001. 
 
In terms of the Tay Plan, Policy 6 is directly applicable as are Policies 1, 4, 6, 11 and 
12 of the Local Plan.  
 
Policy 6 of the Tay Plan states that 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 fully justified. 
 
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, 
consideration of the TLCA, consideration of the proposed LDP 2012 and 
consideration of the previously refused application for a similar proposal on the same 
site.  
 
Accordingly, based on the above, I consider the key determining issues for this 
proposal to be a) whether or not the amended proposal (by virtue of its siting and 
height) will 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 specifies 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 assess these issues in turn starting with the landscape and visual impact 
issues.  
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Landscape and Visual impact 
 
In terms of renewable proposals, Policy 2 of the Local Plan seeks (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.  
 
As per the previous proposal, the proposed turbine will introduce a relevantly new 
landscape feature into the local landscape, and based on the ZTV submitted with the 
planning application; both long and short views of the turbine will be theoretically 
achievable to the north, south and west, with reduced theoretical visibility from areas 
to the east. Nevertheless, the fact that a turbine is visible should not necessary 
render it unacceptable.  
 
I consider a more reasonable assessment of the acceptability of a turbine (in visual 
terms) to be whether or not the introduction of the turbine would have a detrimental 
impact on the visual amenity of the area enjoyed by those affected (i.e. residents and 
visitors), particularly with 15km. Although I appreciate there has been a number of 
objections to this proposal based on the visual impact, I do not consider the 
magnitude of impact to be as significant as is suggested within the representations.   
 
However, as per the previous proposal I do have some concerns regarding the 
potential visual impact that the turbine may have.  
 
Although the area is not specifically protected by any formal designation, the local 
area, in my opinion, does have a degree of high amenity value for both its residents 
and users. Consideration of the viewpoints selected, and others visited ad-hoc-ly 
during the site inspection, leads to me to have the opinion that this proposal would 
have a significant detrimental impact on the visual amenity of the area. I wholly 
appreciate that one person’s opinion on what constituents an attractive area may 
different significantly from another, which makes this subject an extremely subjective 
matter, I am nevertheless not convinced that this size of turbine is suitable in this 
particular location. The change in turbine model, with a higher hub height and shorter 
blades does in my view alter the appearance of the turbine and it could be argued 
that the reduced sweep area of the turbine blades does reduce the prominence of the 
turbine to some degree. However, by ultimately retaining the height of the turbine at 
67m, there is still a significant visual impact - albeit if slightly reduced from the 
previous scale. I also note that the majority of the objectors are principally concerned 
regarding the visual impact that the turbine will have.  
 
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 are 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 if these plantations were to be removed. However, I do note that within the 
representations a neighbouring landowner has confirmed that the plantations are to 
retain in situ for the foreseeable future. In the event that an appeal is successful, 
securing these plantations via legal agreements should be considered.  
 
On balance, and taking into account the difference between the previous proposal 
and the amended one, I still consider this 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 which seek to ensure that local 
amenity / environmental quality is protected.  

53



 

 

Turning to landscape impact, in terms of renewable developments, Policies 2, 3 and 
11 of the Local 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, it is useful to consider the 
contents of the TLCA. Within the TLCA, the development site is described as being 
one of lowland hills that is defined as being ‘generally smooth and well rounded. The 
transitional nature of the are is reflected in the land cover and vegetation. Pastoral 
and even, arable fields give way to rough grazing and open moorland as height is 
gained. Even on the low Gask Ridge, where farmlands extends onto the summit line, 
and the land is quite fertile, the greater exposure contributes to the transitional 
character. There is a considerable amount of coniferous forestry, with large 
plantations (along the Gask Ridge) and in places, extremely geometric. There are, 
however, signs of modern development including the busy A9 corridor where it 
climbs over the Gask Ridge to the west of Perth, the lines of the pylons which fan out 
from the highland glen carrying power to the lowlands, and a number of 
telecommunications masts exploiting the hills proximity to the settled lowland’.  
 
In my personal view, contrary to the representations, is that I do not necessary 
consider this turbine to have a significant impact on the landscape character of the 
area (although it may have an impact), as this specific landscape type is in my 
opinion capable of accommodating some, modest wind developments albeit at a 
much reduced scale. However, I note that my landscape architect colleague has a 
different view on this and has commented on this revised proposal raising concerns 
over its potential impact on the local landscape associated with the localised Gask 
Ridge. I appreciate that the previous scheme was considered to be generally 
acceptable in landscape terms by myself and the applicant may find his additional 
issue to be frustrating, however as it has now been raised by a professional 
colleague it would be inappropriate to discard this element – although the LRB 
should perhaps be aware of the change in position in terms of landscape impact.  
 
Compatibility with Existing land uses 
 
Turning to second issue, the compatibility with existing land uses, Policy 2 of the 
SALP seeks to ensure that all new developments are compatible with existing land 
uses. As per the previous planning application, 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 properties are approx 0.5km 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 impact on their residential amenity. I appreciate that no one persons as 
a right to a view, however the presence of a 67m turbine on this site does have the 
potential to adversely affect the residential amenity of some residential properties, 
albeit to varying degrees.  
 
Protected Species / Habitats 
 
In terms of both the impact on protected species / habitats, I have no immediate 
concerns. A number of surveys have already been carried out on the site and further 
pre-commencement surveys could also be request prior to working commencing if 
deemed necessary. I therefore consider the proposal to be consistent with the 

54



 

 

relevant Development Plan policies which relate to protected species / habitats, 
insofar as the proposal would not have an adverse impact on either element.  
 
Cultural Heritage  
 
There are a number of cultural heritage sites within close proximity to the site, 
including a SAM. With regard to the impact on the SAM, although Historic Scotland 
consider the proposal to have an adverse impact on the setting of the SAM’s, the 
impact is not significant enough to merit a formal objection. I therefore consider the 
proposal to be consistent with the relevant Development Plan policies.  
 
Other Material Issues 
 
Shadow Flicker 
 
As the closest residence is located approximately 0.5km 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 not raised any concerns 
on this topic.  
 
Aviation Lighting 
 
Lighting of the turbine, as required by the MOD will only be visible from the air and I 
do not consider there to be any need for ground based lighting. I therefore have no 
concerns regarding lighting issues.  
 
Noise  
 
Lastly, within the representations, noise has been raised an issue. I note there are a 
number of residential properties within the vicinity of the site (the closest one approx 
0.5km away), however my EHO colleagues have raised no concerns regarding this 
proposal. I therefore do not consider noise to be issue.  
 
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 
 
Within the representations concerns have been raised with regard to access related 
issues. My road colleagues have commented on the proposal and have raised no 
objection. If the LRB were to support a review of this refusal, a number of conditions 
could be attached to the consent that would mitigate the concerns raised within the 
representations in relation to road and pedestrian safety.  
 
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.  
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National Guidance  
 
Although the proposal is of a relevantly small scale, the principle of renewable energy 
proposals is supported by the Scottish Government through its planning policies and 
guidance. However, the Scottish Government also suggests that renewable projects 
should be sited in appropriate locations which have the ability to absorb the 
development that is proposed.  
 
Based on the above, although I appreciate that the majority of the concerns raised in 
the objectors are unfounded or can be mitigated via conditions, I nevertheless do 
agree with some of the objectors concerns regarding the visual impact that the 
turbine may have. I therefore recommend the planning application for a refusal, 
based on the likely visual impact on the area.  
 
 
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, 
 

• 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. 
 
 
DEVELOPMEN PLAN 
 
The Development Plan for the area comprises the approved Tay Plan 2012 and the 
adopted Strathearn Local Plan 2001 
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Tay Plan 2012  
 
Policy 6 of the Tay Plan state that 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 
 

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

 
• 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 of-site 
properties; 

 
• Sensitivity of landscapes (informed by landscape character assessments and 

other work), the water environment, biodiversity, geo-diversity, habitats, 
tourism, recreational access and listed/scheduled buildings and structures; 

 
• Impacts of associated new grid connections and distribution or access 

infrastructure; 
 

• Cumulative impacts of the scale and massing of multiple developments, 
including existing infrastructure; 

 
• Impacts upon neighbouring planning authorities (both within and outwith 

TAYplan); and, 
 

• Consistency with the National Planning Framework and its Action 
Programme. 

 
 
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: 
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(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; 

 
• 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: 
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(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. 
 
Proposed LDP 2012 
 
Policy ER1A states that renewable developments will be supported when they are 
well related to the resources needed for their operation. In assessing such proposals, 
a number of factors will be considered, such as individual and cumulative impact 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.  
 
 
OTHER COUNCIL POLICIES 
 
None specifically applicable to the proposal, although it should be noted that the 
Council’s SPG on Wind Energy Proposals is presently under review. I therefore I 
consider its existence should be acknowledged, but the weighing given to its 
contents should be limited at this stage.  
 
 
OTHER GUIDANCE  
 
The application site lies within Strathearn which falls inside the the area is defined 
within the TLCA as being one of lowland hills. Within the TLCA, lowland hills is 
defined as being ‘generally smooth and well rounded. The transitional nature of the 
are is reflected in the land cover and vegetation. Pastoral and even, arable fields give 
way to rough grazing and open moorland as height is gained. Even on the low Gask 
Ridge, where farmlands extends onto the summit line, and the land is quite fertile, the 
greater exposure contributes to the transitional character. There is a considerable 
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amount of coniferous forestry, with large plantations (along the gask Ridge) and in 
places, extremely geometric. There are, however, signs of modern development 
including the busy A9 corrider where it climbs over the Gask Ridge to the west of 
Perth, the lines of the pylons which fan out from the highland glen carrying power to 
the lowlands, and a number of telecommunications masts exploiting the hills 
proximity to the settled lowland’.  
 
 
SITE HISTORY 
 
A detailed planning application (11/01855/FLL) for the same size of turbine (with 
longer blades and lower hub height) was refused planning permission last year on 
the grounds that,  
 
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.  

 
 
PKC CONSULTATIONS 
 
Transport Planning have commented on the planning application and have raised no 
concerns.  
 
The Environmental Health Manager has commented on the planning application and 
raised no objections subject to appropriate noise conditions being attached to the 
consent.  
 
PKHT have commented on the planning application and raised no concerns, subject 
to conditions.  
 
Landscape Officer has commented on the proposal and raised concerns regarding 
the impact that the proposal may have on the local landscape character of the area. 

 
 

EXTERNAL CONSULTATIONS 
 
MOD have commented on the proposal and raised no objection.  
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Scottish Water have commented on the planning application and raised no objection.  
 
SNH have commented on the planning application and raised no objection. 
 
Historic Scotland have commented on the previous planning application in terms of 
the impact on SAM and although they have raised concerns, these concerns do not 
merit an objection. 
 
 
REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED 
 
Approx 208 letters of representations have been received, of which approx 115 are 
letters of support and the remainder are letters of objection.  
 
The main issues raised by the objectors are:- 
 

• Impact on visual amenity 
• Impact on landscape character 
• Impact on protected species 
• Noise concerns 
• Road / Access related issues 
• Impact on cultural heritage assets 
• Loss of TV reception 

 
These issues are addressed in elsewhere in this report. 
 
The supporters comments are generally all based on the fact that they consider this a 
good site for proposal, and that the turbine will not impact on the visual amenity of 
the area, or on the wider landscape and that renewable energy proposals should be 
supported in suitable locations.  
 
 
ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 
 
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 Not required 

Report on Impact or Potential Impact 

Landscape & Visual 
information submitted in the 
form of photomontages and 
ZTV base maps.  

 
PUBLICITY UNDERTAKEN 
 
The planning application was advertised in the local press on the 14 December 2012. 
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LEGAL AGREEMENTS REQUIRED                 
 
None required. 
 
 
DIRECTION BY SCOTTISH MINISTERS                
 
None applicable to this proposal.  
 
 
RECOMMENDED REASONS FOR REFUSAL 
 
3 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 from inappropriate renewable energy developments.  

 
4 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 As the proposal will have a detrimental impact on the sensitive landscape 

associated with the Gask Ridge, the proposal is contrary to Policy 3 of the 
Strathearn Local Plan 2001, which seeks to conserve local landscapes from 
inappropriate developments.  

 
 4 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.  
 
 
INFORMATIVES 
 
None 
 
 
PROCEDURAL NOTES 
 
None  
 
REFUSED PLANS 
 
12/02067/1 - 11/02067/15 (inclusive)  
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