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ACCON UK Ltd Noise Consultants

(Text in italics has been inserted following exchange of emails between WSP and ACCON on 19 
August 2020 and 28 August)

. It is agreed that 
construction noise is scoped-out of the assessment.

Baseline data collection and measurement locations 



. I consider that the only way to confirm 
whether or not operational wind farm noise has influenced the measurements is to carry out 
directional filtering on the results. Therefore, I request that the results of such analysis is reported
in the EIAR, even if it is just to confirm that operational noise did not influence the background 
noise results at the locations discussed.

Prediction of effects and significance assessment

The intention to provide further 
detail in the EIA on the approach that will be used to address the complexities of the cumulative 
noise assessment is noted. It is agreed that there is no requirement to consider the Glenmount and 
Hadyard Hill Extension windfarm proposals as these have been withdrawn.

It is agreed that operational noise from energy storage units or other significant plant should be 

scoped out of the assessment. It is also agreed that construction traffic noise is also scoped out of 
the assessment. Depending upon the location of the borrow pits and the ground conditions blasting 
may be required. If blasting is necessary, the EA Noise chapter should include an assessment of the 
blast induced noise, vibration and air overpressures. 

Ayrshire Roads Alliance (traffic and transportation)

Ayrshire Roads Alliance (structures)

West of Scotland Archaeological Service

The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment)(Scotland) Regulations 2017 Carrick Wind Farm, 
South Ayrshire 
EIA Scoping Report (May 2020)  

I write in response to your request for comments on the proposals for the development of a Wind Farm 
comprising up to 17 wind turbines with a maximum blade tip height of 200m and additional infrastructure 
on a site within the Carrick Forest, South Ayrshire. 

While I have been able to view the documents provided in support of the S36 application, due to the 
technical restrictions of working from home during the Covid-19 pandemic, I have not been able to import 
that data into our usual Geographical Information System (GIS), nor have I been able to analyse the data in 
comparison with the full range of information in the Historic Environment Record (HER). 



Nevertheless, I am able to state that based on the information provided so far, I am of the opinion that 
there is a likelihood of significant adverse impacts on historic environment assets within the proposed 
development area, and also on the settings of such assets located within and outwith the boundary of the 
proposals. 

While it is possible that many potential impacts could be mitigated or avoided by changes to the design 
such as alterations to the development layout and the installed turbine heights, it may be that depending 
on the details, the remaining adverse impacts would be such that I would recommend that the Council 
object to the final submitted proposals on historic environment policy grounds. In order for the Council to 
determine its position with regard to the relevant policies, I would expect the developer to support any 
arguments regarding the potential impacts on historic environment assets with an appropriate level of 
assessment, including visualisations of the appropriate settings of an agreed list of assets. 

Should the development proceed, it is likely that archaeological remains within the application boundary 
would be vulnerable to damage or destruction during the construction phase. I would expect the developer 
to bring forward more detailed proposals for appropriate measures to mitigate unavoidable impacts and to 
avoid unnecessary destruction, and that these measures would be agreed in advance and secured by 
appropriate condition if required. 

As referred to above, in order to fully assess the potential impacts on historic environment assets and to 
avoid any unnecessary uncertainty in discussions on the predicted impacts, I would expect to see further 
information on the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) and the views relevant to important historic 
environment assets in the final Environmental Statement. I would therefore expect any Environmental 
Impact Assessment (EIA) undertaken for the proposals to include a detailed assessment of impacts on the 
historic environment, both within the application boundary and within the viewshed beyond. I would also 
expect that the spatial limits of such assessment would be flexible, and to expand to include historic 
environment assets at greater distance, where these assets have greater sensitivty to landscape change or 
visual impacts.  

With regard to the latter point, I note that the May 2020 Scoping Report proposes a study area extending 
up to 5km from the application boundary. I do not believe that this is adequate for a full assessment of 
potential impacts on the historic environment. Many important historic environment assets enjoy 
prominent locations with distant views, or have specific sightlines which can extend over long distances, 
and with structures of the scale proposed, the visual effects will be apparent at greater distances. I would 
recommend that the study area be extended to include all historic environment assets within the ZTV up to 
10km beyond the application boundary, and that other important assets, whether currently designated or 
not, with sensitive settings and which are located in the ZTV at greater distances should also be 
considered. In this regard, and to minimise later disagreement, the  archaeology service would be 
available to liaise with the archaeological consultants for the developer for consultation on an agreed list of 
assets beyond the study area that should also be considered in the assessment. 

Given the number of wind farms in the wider area of this part of South Ayrshire, whether in operation, 
consented, or proposed, it will also be important that the potential for cumulative impacts on the setting of 
historic environment assets caused by the addition of the proposed development would have is assessed 
We would therefore recommend that the visualisations that are produced in support of the application 
include cumulative impacts. 

The assessment of these matters should be undertaken by a suitably qualified archaeological practitioner in 
accordance with current planning policy and guidance at national and local authority level, and with the 
procedural guidance available in Historic Environment  Managing Change in the Historic 
Environment guidance booklets and in the Cultural Heritage Appendix to the EIA Handbook (SNH, HES, 
2018).  

Without access to the full range of analytical software that is usually available to me, I am unable to 
identify the known historic environment assets that may be adversely affected by the development, but I 

note that the application area proposed includes two Scheduled Monuments (SM3357 and SM 3890, 
WoSASPINs 6147 and 11678, respectively), and a number of other, currently non-designated assets, some 
of which may nevertheless be of national importance. The recorded presence of these, and a range of other 
already known archaeological sites in the vicinity indicate that there may may additional archaeological 
sites in the area that have yet to be discovered and which may be vulnerable to direct damage or 
destruction as a result of the proposed development. As mentioned previously, I would expect the EIA 
process to assess the likelihood of the presence of such previously unrecorded archaeological resources, 
and to bring forward proposals for appropriate measures to mitigate impacts or to avoid unnecessary or 
unrecorded losses should consent for the development be granted. 

I would be pleased to clarify or expand on any of the above points if required, and to provide additional 
advice as is necessary. 

Kind regards, 

 

Manager, WoSAS 
West of Scotland Archaeology Service 
231 George Street 
Glasgow 
G1 1RX 







Associate Ecologist 
WSP 
7 Lochside View,  
Edinburgh Park, 
Edinburgh 
EH12 9DH 

14th July 2020 
Dear  

Re: Carrick Wind Farm Scoping Report 

On behalf of the Ayrshire Rivers Trust (ART) and the River Stinchar District Salmon Fishery Board (DSFB) 
and River Girvan DSFB we would like to make the following comments on the above Scoping Report. 
Our comments relate only to the water environment and riparian habitat and take no account of other 
potential impacts. The proposed wind farm development has the potential to impact on the water 
environment due to its close proximity to important tributaries of the River Stinchar and Water of 
Girvan. We therefore ask you consider the following comments. 

Question 9: Do you agree with the Ecology proposed approach for baseline collection, prediction of 
effects and significance assessment? 
Fish surveys should be established before construction commences; this data would provide baseline 
information. The fish surveys should continue during construction and once the development is 
complete. This would allow for a full dataset to be collated and any impact of the wind farm would be 
closely monitored. Aquatic macroinvertebrate monitoring should also be undertaken before, during 
and after construction to supplement water quality monitoring.  
The Water of Girvan does inhabit a population of Freshwater Pearl Mussels and this should be 
considered during planning and construction. Monitoring of the population may be required. 

Additional Comments. 

Construction and operation of the Carrick Wind Farm proposal has the potential to effect fish 
populations and fisheries within the River Stinchar and Water of Girvan catchments. We therefore 
request the updated Environmental Impact Assessment should assess (if they have not done so 
already) the following potential effects from the site preparation and construction and operational 
activities:  

1. Forest Felling and subsequent effects of this activity e.g. acidification of watercourses, rates
of Surface Drainage Run-off, sediment-laden surface drainage water, input of hydrocarbons

2. Construction activities  impediment to fish movement. Construction activities should not
impede movement of all migratory and resident fish populations. New water crossings
(temporary or permanent) should only be installed using SEPA design and best practice

guidelines. The River Stinchar DSFB, River Girvan DSFB and Ayrshire Rivers Trust should be 
consulted beforehand to assist with the design and necessary mitigation measures. There is 
an opportunity for the development to have a positive impact on the water environment by 
upgrading old crossings within the development that may prevent or hinder fish migration.  

3. Construction/operation activities - increased silt loading to watercourses. Potential impacts
from soil stripping, track construction and vehicle/plant movements, dewatering on receptor
watercourses and abstraction of water from watercourses.

 A comprehensive mitigation and monitoring plan using the most up to date best practice guidelines 
should be included that will address the above potential negative impacts on watercourses.   

We hope these comments are helpful. Should you require further information or clarification of any 
the undersigned. 

Yours sincerely 

Biologist and Project Manager 
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Fisheries Biologist 

This email is communicated in confidence. It is intended for the recipient only and may not be disclosed further without the express consent of the 
sender.  The views of the sender do not necessarily reflect those of Galloway Fisheries Trust.





Glasgow Prestwick Airport Ltd. 
Aviation House 
Prestwick 
KA9 2PL 
Scotland
United Kingdom

Manager Air Traffic Services
Glasgow Prestwick Airport Ltd.

T:

www.glasgowprestwick.com

 Please consider the environment before printing this email message.

Disclaimer:
This message contains confidential information and is intended only for Carolanne.Brown@gov.scot, Econsents_Admin@gov.scot, 
Safeguarding@corp.gpia.co.uk. If you are not Carolanne.Brown@gov.scot, Econsents_Admin@gov.scot, Safeguarding@corp.gpia.co.uk you should 
not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify Steve Thomson immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and 
delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, 
corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. Glasgow Prestwick Airport Ltd. therefore does not accept liability for any 
errors or omissions in the contents of this message which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. If verification is required please request a hard-
copy version. Additionally, the views, opinions, conclusions and other informations expressed in this message are not given or endorsed by the 
company unless otherwise indicated by an authorised representative independent of this message.



Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere Partnership 
Biosphere Office, Kirroughtree Courtyard, Stronord, 

Newton Stewart, DG8 7BE 
info@gsabiosphere.org.uk 
www.gsabiosphere.org.uk 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

Registered as a Scottish Charitable Incorporated Organisation 
SC044137 

Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere Partnership      
 

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

10th July 2020 

Dear 

Thank-you for consulting with the Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere regarding; 

Carrick Wind Farm: Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report 

ECU reference 00002063 

Proposal 

Scottish Power Renewables has submitted a scoping report for a proposed wind farm in South 
Ayrshire to the south of Straiton and with the buffer of the Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO 
Biosphere. The scoping layout is for 17 turbines of 200m blade-tip height with co-located options for 
energy storage. 

Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO Biosphere Context 

The Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO Biosphere Board represent a broad partnership of 
public, private and community interests focused on supporting sustainable development that 
benefits local communities and the natural environment. These members guide delivery of the 
UNESCO Biosphere Strategic Plan.   

The Biosphere Partnership Board recognises and supports the Scottish Governments ambitious 
targets on energy production through renewable technologies and acknowledges that an integrated 

 

Windfarms both onshore and offshore play a key role within the energy generation mix and the 
South of Scotland has seen in recent times a proliferation of windfarm developments to support the 
national objective.   

The Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO Biosphere supports a balanced approach to 
development locally ensuring that developments are sustainable and suitable for the local 
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environment and communities. It also recognises that the UNESCO Biosphere area has assets within 
it which require significant protection from the impacts of wind farm development these include, 
wild land, carbon rich soils, Natura 2000 sites/SSS  

Whilst UNESCO Biospheres are non-statutory designated areas they are nominated by national 
government and remain under their jurisdiction, but are awarded the Biosphere Designation by 
UNESCO. Whilst they have no regulatory control they are governed by a form of "soft law" in that all 
member states of UNESCO have committed to applying and respecting the Statutory Framework for 
Biosphere Reserves. 

The Statutory Framework for the World Network of Biosphere Reserves 1995 states that for an area 
to qualify for the UNESCO Biosphere designation; 

It should encompass a mosaic of ecological systems representative of major biogeographic regions, 
including a gradation of human interventions. 

It should be of significance for biological diversity conservation. 

It should provide an opportunity to explore and demonstrate approaches to sustainable development 
on a regional scale. 

It should have an appropriate size to serve the three functions of biosphere reserves, 

It should include these functions, through appropriate zonation, recognizing: 

(a) a legally constituted core area or areas devoted to long-term protection, according to the
conservation objectives of the biosphere reserve, and of sufficient size to meet these
objectives.

(b) a buffer zone or zones clearly identified and surrounding or contiguous to the core area or
areas, where only activities compatible with the conservation objectives can take place.

(c) an outer transition area where sustainable resource management practices are promoted
and developed.

It is the view of Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO Biosphere Partnership that any large scale 
wind farm developments within the Core and Buffer zone of the Biosphere would not be suitable or 
supported due to th
economy.  

However, it is the view of the Partnership that wind farm developments within the Biosphere could 
be acceptable in the transition zone, where substantial community engagement has demonstrated 
that the majority of communities are supportive of the proposed development and it can be shown 
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that the environmental impact of the development is minimal and effective mitigation can be 
achieved.   

Natural Heritage 

GSAB has a range of priority species and habitats that are documented with our Natural Heritage 
Management Plan available online https://www.gsabiosphere.org.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2018/11/Galloway-and-Southern-Ayrshire-UNESCO-Biosphere-Natural-Heritage-
Management-Plan-Sept-2018.pdf 

The Natural Heritage Management Plan specifically highlights Black Grouse, Water Vole, Red 
Squirrel, Golden Eagle and Brown Trout as priority species all of which should be considered as part 
of an EIA. Also of key relevance it highlights blanket and raised bog as priority habitats not least for 
their role in mitigating against climate change and fresh water habitats associated with key priority 
species. 

Tourism 

the growing interest in promoting the UNESCO Biosphere as a tourism destination, as highlighted in 
SAC Local Development Plan, and both the 2017/18 and the 2019/20 Programs for Government 
which highlight the UNESCO Biosphere as a visitor destination and the development of a UNESCO 
digital trail to promote and lin
to the proposals proximity to the Galloway Hills and Wild Land area at the core of the Biosphere, 
their use by hill walkers and landscape impacts. There are also several driving/recreational routes 
and a network of walking and cycling routes popular with visitors and tourists to the area. These 
include the Carrick Forest Drive and National Cycle Route 7, a long- distance route which forms part 
of the Ayrshire Alps Cycle park and our own Loch Doon and Carrick Forest Drive promoted Biosphere 
route that concludes with a walk up Cornish Hill.    

Dark Skies 

The Biosphere and Dark Sky Park designations work hand in hand promoting SW Scotland as a 
tourism destination and supporting local businesses and communities in making the most of the 
natural assets we have in the region. The Dark Sky Park designation has been particularly beneficial 
in extending the tourism season into the shoulder months. With the Civil Aviation Authority 
requiring obstacles over 150m in height having lighting we are concerned about how this will impact 
on the night skies both for astronomy and wilderness experiences in the Wild Land area at the core 
of the UNESCO Biosphere and would like more understanding as to how this will be dealt with. 


