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Proposal: CONSULTATION FROM SCOTTISH MINISTERS IN RESPECT OF 
SCOPING OPINION REQUEST FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION 
FOR 11 WIND TURBINES

Location: Proposed Kilgallioch Wind Farm Extension Site, Near New
Luce, Dumfries And Galloway

Application Type: Scoping Opinion

Ref. No.: 19/0599/ENQ

1. This scoping request from the Scottish Government Energy Consent Unit
relates to a proposal to construct and operate an extension to an existing wind farm
at a site adjacent to Kilgallioch windfarm, north west of Eldrig Fell (277m AOD).  The
applicant, Scottish Power Renewables (UK) Ltd, seeks consent for the erection of 11
wind turbines up to 180 metres to tip height, formation of Internal or external
transformers at the base of each turbine, crane hardstandings adjacent to each
turbine, power cables linking the turbines in laid trenches underground including
cable markers upgraded and new site access tracks, passing places and turning
circles, substation compound and energy storage area, permanent and temporary
power performance assessment (PPA) anemometry masts, communication mast(s),
temporary construction compounds, and borrow pits. The application site lies within
the Dumfries and Galloway Council (DGC) area. The proposed works will be sought
under Section 36 of the Electricity Act 1989, with the application being made to the
Scottish Government Energy Consents Unit.

2. The Planning Service consulted the following Departments of Dumfries and
Galloway Council: Archaeologist, Landscape Architect, Council Roads Officer and
the Council Access Officer.

To date responses have been received by the following internal consultees:

3 Council Archaeologist
3.1 It is the intention of the applicant to submit an Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report (EIA Report) along with the application for consent to the 
Scottish Government Energy Consents Unit (ECU) for permission under Section 36 
of the Electricity Act 1989 to develop an extension to the existing Kilgallioch 
Windfarm (Operational Kilgallioch Windfarm) on land approximately
12km north-west of Kirkcowan in Dumfries and Galloway.

3.2 As per Regulation 12 of the EIA Regulations the applicant is seeking to 
confirm with key consultees the scope of the required assessment which is to be 
provided in the EIA Report. Table A in the submitted Scoping Report provides a 
summary of the effects that are deemed by the applicant to not be significant and for 
which they therefore propose to not consider further within the EIA report for the 
development. 

3.3 Amongst the areas considered is Archaeology, in Section 7. Items proposed 
to be scoped out are:

• A new or updated Desk-Based Assessment (DBA);
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• A new site walkover;
• Any form of site investigation pre-consent;
• Assessment of setting effects on non-designated features outside of 1 km of

the Site; and
• Assessment of setting effects on all features other than: Laggangarn Stones,

Wood Cairn, Wells of the Rees and Carn-na-Gath Cairn.

The Council’s Archaeology Service does not agree with this list of proposals for 
exclusion from further work.

3.4 Reference is made to the Desk-Based Assessment of 2009, which notes…
“Outside forested areas, the Development area has seen relatively little modern 
activity that is likely to destroy upstanding archaeological remains; therefore, it is to 
be expected that archaeological sites with a surface expression will have been 
identified.”

3.5 Para 153 notes:
As the Development is to be located in open moorland that was part of the 2009 
DBA and walkover survey, the 2009 DBA would be used to inform the baseline for 
the assessment of direct effects and archaeological potential of the Development, 
and no new DBA or walkover survey is proposed. An updated DBA is scoped out of 
the assessment requirements.

3.6 Examination of the current holdings of the Council’s Historic Environment 
Record (HER) shows distinct differences in the spatial extent of recorded sites 
(brown) from those covered in the 2009 DBA (blue), notes that at least five sites 
recorded in the HER within the proposed development area have no spatial extent 
defined in the 2009 DBA (some are completely missed out, despite at least one 
being of regional significance). In the intervening years since
the last survey improved aerial imagery has enabled more sites to be visible and 
their extents recorded. Furthermore, continued maintenance of the HER means that 
the significance of some sites within the development area has altered since the 
original DBA.
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3.7 As a result of these factors the archaeology service considers that a new DBA 
will be required for the EIA, and that a targeted walkover of those sites whose spatial 
extent was not recorded in the original survey, and those where the surface 
expression was obscured by bracken, as noted in the gazetteer, should be 
undertaken. It is also not agreed by the archaeology service that the setting of 
undesignated assets more than 1km from the site be scoped out of the EIA.

3.8 Historic Environment Scotland acknowledge that not all nationally important 
sites are scheduled, and have estimated that, at current work rates, it would take at 
least forty years to look at every potentially schedulable site in the country. As a 
result of this a number of SMRs/HERs were funded in the late 1990s and early 
2000s by Historic Scotland to “initiate a Non Statutory Register (NSR) of 
archaeological sites likely to meet the criteria for designation as nationally important 
Scheduled Monuments”. This allowed curators to systematically examine every 
record held in their SMR/HER, and to assign significance grades to the historic
assets. Factors taken into account include the state of preservation of the 
monument, and the relative rarity of that particular form of site both at a regional and 
national level. More information, for instance from individual site visits or surveys,
may result in a re-grading of the sites. The assessment has been kept up to date 
within Dumfries and Galloway since inception as new sites are added and new 
information received.

3.9 Planning Advice Note 2/2011: Planning and Archaeology, advises (paragraph 
6) that the importance of an archaeological features needs to be understood when
making recommendations, and balancing the benefits of a development. Scottish
Planning Policy also refers to an understanding of the importance of heritage assets.

3.10 It is confirmed that there is potential for a proposal of this nature to have 
significant impact on cultural heritage assets and therefore potential effects will need 
to be assessed in the environmental impact assessment. Both direct and indirect 
effects will need to be assessed. Careful note should be taken of the following in 
respect of this assessment:

Planning Policy IN1: Wind Energy Development
3.11 The applicant should be aware of the statutory supplementary guidance Part 
1 Wind Energy Development: Development Management Considerations, adopted 
June 2017. This is supported by the Dumfries and Galloway Wind Farm Landscape 
Capacity Study (Appendix 1A and 1B).

3.12 It is advised that the landscape capacity study considered ‘Settlement and 
Archaeology’ as one of the landscape sensitivities informing the landscape capacity 
study and the resulting spatial framework.

3.13 In addition, Section F of the SPG contains guidance on Historic Environment 
and Cultural Heritage for all proposals that must be considered. It is noted that the 
proposed turbines are within the Very Large Turbine category and therefore
the assessment will have to consider effects of turbines of this scale. At such a 
height they are liable to have a widespread visibility within 10km of the site. A 
potentially wide effect on historic character can be anticipated. This should be 
assessed.
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Indirect Effects
3.14 Generally, impacts on the setting of significant historic environment assets, 
should be led by the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV), with the greatest effects 
likely to be experienced by sites of national (note that not all are designated), or 
greater significance closest to the site.

3.15 On the information available it is advised that indirect effects on the following 
assets must be included in any assessment:

• Designated monuments at Laggangarn Stones, Wood Cairn, Wells of the
Rees and Carn-na-Gath Cairn

• Undesignated nationally significant assets including Craigmoddie fermtoun
(MDG2317) and Linn’s Tomb (MDG2327), and nationally significant assets
within the proposed footprint.

• Archaeologically Sensitive Areas (DGC Policy HE4) at East Rhins
• Cumulative effects will also need to be considered. The Planning case officer

will confirm the developments that need to be considered.

Any submitted visualisation should be completed following SNH 2017 
guidelines ‘Visual Representation of Wind Farms, Version 2.2’.

3.16 SNH recommend a 27 degree horizontal arc. If a particular viewpoint is so 
close to turbines that a single 27 degree arc will not include all turbines that could 
affect the setting of a historic environment asset then multiple adjacent 27 degree 
images should be taken to allow all turbines and infrastructure to be taken into 
consideration.

Direct Effects
3.17 Examination of the Council’s Historic Environment Record notes a number of 
historic assets within the footprint of the proposed development. A walkover survey 
will be required to assess the extent and condition of remains not covered in the 
2009 survey, or where there is a difference in the spatial attributes assigned by the 
original DBA and by the Council’s HER.

3.18 Information on the extent of and results from the walkover must be logged by 
the chosen archaeological contractor as an archaeological event via the online
OASIS recording system. It would be helpful if the Council’s Historic Environment 
Record could be provided with the final gazetteer of sites in digital format, along with 
corresponding GIS datasets for the location and extent of any identified assets, as 
well as the extent of the walkover.

Policy
3.19 Key policy statements that have been issued by Scottish Government in 
relation to the historic environment are:

• Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS) 2019 (replaces HESP 2016
which is referenced in the Scoping Report)

• Scottish Planning Policy 2014, paragraphs 141 - 151 on Historic Environment
Managing Change in the Historic Environment: Setting 2016

• Planning Advice Note 2/2011 Planning and Archaeology
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3.20 In addition to national policy the relevant Council policies covering the historic 
environment in this case are:

• Local Development Plan Policy HE1: Listed Buildings
• Local Development Plan Policy HE3: Archaeology
• Local Development Plan Policy HE4: Archaeologically Sensitive Areas

Historic Environment Record
3.21 Information on features recorded in the Council Historic Environmental 
Record, including listed buildings, designed landscapes, and Archaeologically 
Sensitive Areas can be obtained from the Archaeology Service, Development 
Planning, Kirkbank House, English Street, Dumfries, DG1 2HS. Tel: 01387 260154 
archaeology@dumgal.gov.uk

3.22 In line with Council Policy there will be a charge to cover the costs of the time 
taken. This can be supplied in GIS and database format to facilitate integration with 
other data, particularly the ZTV. Some of the information can be derived from 
publicly available datasets, such as those held by HES, but these other
holdings are not comprehensive or designed for planning and land management 
purposes.

4 Council Roads Officer
4.1 This enquiry in relation for a scoping opinion is for the proposed erection of up 
to 11 no. wind turbines up to 180m high at the tip and construction of on-site 
substation, temporary construction compound, on-site access tracks and borrow pits 
at proposed Kilgallioch Wind Farm. 

4.2 It is noted that the ‘Scoping Report’ identifies that:-

• The proposal is for up to 11 wind turbines, with a height of up to 180m (blade
tip)

• There is an intention to utilise on-site borrow pits
• Two potential access routes have been identified o A75 Trunk Road, C22w,

U165w to site A75 Trunk Road, A714 (Dumfries & Galloway and South
Ayrshire), forestry routes crossing the B7027 within South Ayrshire to site

4.3 Whilst I have no objections in principle to the proposal and have no issues 
with the proposed assessment scope or methodology outlined in the Scoping Report, 
I would offer the following observations that should be considered and addressed by 
any future submission/ES:-

• The expected duration of the project construction phase has not been
identified

• It would be appropriate that Transport Scotland be consulted with regard to
any access utilising the Trunk Road network

• The scoping report erroneously refers to the C22w as an “unclassified road”. It
is in fact a C-classified public road. The route identified also includes the
U165w unclassified public road.
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• It should be noted that any and all references to “highways” or “highways 
authority” should instead refer to “roads” or “roads authority” within Scotland 

• I would advise that the road network in Dumfries and Galloway has been 
assessed relative to use by forestry extraction vehicles by Dumfries and 
Galloway Council in partnership with the Forestry Industry and this is reflected 
in the Agreed Routes Map. It should be noted that the C22w at this location is 
identified as a consultation route, whilst the U165w is identified as an 
excluded route. 

• Both identified access routes proposed have previously been utilised by 
windfarm traffic with various accommodation works previously carried out. 
This includes haul routes to realign access to bridge structures and 
construction of new structures. However, these previous uses for wind farm 
access were for much smaller turbines/component deliveries. These routes 
therefore should be reassessed in full based on the current proposal, and 
where possible, collaborative work should be taken with other wind farms 
utilising similar routes. 

• It would be appropriate that any future application identify the full extent of 
proposed off-site road accommodation and mitigation works including passing 
place provision, carriageway strengthening, widening and alterations to road 
boundaries all along any proposed access routes necessary to permit 
construction traffic and the passage of component delivery vehicles (this may 
require land outwith the public road boundary and a separate planning 
consent may be required in respect of these works) and the potential impacts 
on utility services lying within the public road boundary. 

• All accommodation works must be designed and constructed to the 
satisfaction of the Planning Authority in consultation with the Roads Authority 
and will require appropriate permits and consents to have been issued. 

• Proposals for all accommodation works should be supported by swept path 
tracks 

• Where public road boundaries are to be altered either for the formation of 
temporary accesses or for accommodation works, these should be reinstated 
in their original position at the conclusion of construction works (unless prior 
agreements have been secured with the Planning and Road Authorities) 

• It would be appropriate that any future submission/Environmental Statement 
include reference to a Traffic Management Plan (to be agreed in writing with 
the Police and the Roads Authority prior to any works commencing on site) 
that should include a programme of projected traffic movements associated 
with the project by programme month and vehicle type, details of all proposed 
mitigation measures, agreed and excluded access routes, enforcement 
measures (driver code of conduct and disciplinary action) and details of 
measures that will be implemented to ensure that no stacking of delivery 
vehicles occur on any part of the public road network. 

• Whilst it is accepted that the intention is that normal and abnormal loads will 
take access and egress via an ‘agreed’ route, there is likely to be some 
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increase in traffic using other minor roads. There is also the possibility of other 
unrelated windfarm projects being constructed in the vicinity concurrently with 
this project. Therefore, it would be appropriate that the TMP acknowledge that 
co-ordination phasing may be required to mitigate against the cumulative 
traffic impact. 

• In the event that suitable and sufficient aggregate not be available from on-
site Borrow Pits, any future submission/ES should include details of tonnages
and vehicle movements so that the potential impact of importing aggregate
from elsewhere via the public road network be assessed

• It would be appropriate that there should be consultation with nearby forest
managers and timber hauliers through the office of the South of Scotland
Timber Transport Officer to co-ordinate timber haulage operations that may
use the access route during the construction period to minimise the
cumulative impact on communities and road users

• The developer will be held responsible for the immediate execution of any
repairs and will be required to meet the cost of above average maintenance to
the public road network arising from the concentration of heavy traffic
associated with this development. This to be secured by legal agreement
(Section 96)

• The installation of the grid connection will have an impact upon public roads
where the route follows a road, crosses a road or crosses a bridge on the
road.

• Where an access route crosses bridges and culverts, the applicant will require
to get approvals (in respect of those structures) from the Council’s
Engineering Design Bridges and Structures Unit

5 Outstanding Responses
5.1 There are still outstanding responses from the Council’s Landscape Architect 
and Access Officer which will be forwarded on to the applicant once they have been 
received by the Planning Service.

6 Landscape and Visual Impacts
6.1 As noted above, the internal consultation response from the Council’s 
landscape architect is still outstanding.  Due to ongoing pressures on landscape 
resources and workload, landscape advice is prioritised in the order in which work is 
submitted to the Council, however the full consultation response will be provided in 
due course.

6.2 Landscape and visual impact forms one of the development management 
considerations within Part 1 of LDP Policy IN2. In particular: -

the extent to which the proposal addresses the guidance contained within the
Dumfries & Galloway Windfarm Landscape Capacity Study (DGWLCS);
the extent to which the landscape is capable of accommodating the development
without significant detrimental impact on landscape character or visual amenity;
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that the design and scale of the proposal is appropriate to the scale and
character of its setting, respecting the main features of the site and the wider
environment and that it fully addresses the potential for mitigation.

6.3 Part 1 of LDP Policy IN2 also sets out that for all windfarm proposals, the 
extent of any detrimental landscape or visual impact from two or more wind energy 
developments (i.e. cumulative impact), and the potential for mitigation, also requires 
to be assessed. The newly adopted revised SG - Part 1 Wind Energy Development: 
Development Management Considerations corresponds with, and gives more detail 
on how cumulative impacts on landscape and visual amenity are assessed at Part B. 
In addition, the DGWLCS (as Appendix ‘C’ to the SG) assesses the individual 
landscape area to accommodate wind energy development. It includes an appraisal 
of the cumulative landscape and visual effects of existing and consented wind 
energy developments and an assessment of where ultimate landscape capacity is 
close to be being reached.

6.4 In terms of the DGWLCS, the proposed turbines are located within the 
Glentrool unit of the Plateau with Forest Landscape Character Type (LCT17a).

6.5 The Glentrool unit is described as “a gently undulating landform and extensive 
scale, a generally simple land-cover of large scale coniferous forestry interspersed 
with areas of open moorland and farmland and sparse settlement. While these key 
characteristics present opportunities for potential development, areas of open 
moorland, small pronounced hills, loch basins and pockets of settled farmland, pre-
improvement and prehistoric sites and landscapes are important in contributing 
diversity to this landscape and are of increased sensitivity. The proximity of the 
Merrick WLA is also a key constraint. Wind farms are a key characteristic of this 
landscape and the variety of operational and under-construction wind farm 
developments (in terms of the height, number and layout of turbines) and their 
differing relationship to landform features (whether sited in shallow basins, extensive 
plateaux or on small hills) further constrains opportunities for additional wind turbines 
to be accommodated.”

6.6 The DGWLCS gives this LCT an overall High to the Very Large typology 
turbine type (over 150m) for both landscape and visual sensitivity, principally due to 
cumulative effects that would be likely to occur with some operational wind farms 
which comprise substantially smaller turbines and, on the Galloway Hills, Merrick 
WLA and smaller scale diverse landscape features.

6.7 Operational and under-construction wind farms sited in the Plateau with 
Forest (17a) and within the adjacent Plateau Moorland (17) and Upland Fringe -
Camrie Fringe (16), and similar landscapes within neighbouring South Ayrshire, are 
a defining characteristic of the Wigtownshire Moorlands located in north-west 
Galloway. The operational Artfield Fell/Balmurrie Fell, Glenchamber and Carseceugh 
wind farms present a concentrated grouping of turbines in the south-western part of 
this character type with significant cumulative effects occurring because of the 
different turbine sizes, siting and pattern between developments. The currently 
under-construction Aries wind farm and the consented Gass Farm wind farm will add
to this concentration and may further exacerbate cumulative landscape and visual 
effects.
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6.8 Key cumulative effects that are likely to arise within the Plateau with Forest 
(17a) include:

• Further variation in the type and size of turbines proposed within this and 
nearby landscape character types which would exacerbate the visual 
confusion and clutter already associated with the wind farms noted above. 
Repowering of wind farms (involving substantially larger turbines) and new 
much larger turbines, particularly in the south-western part of this character 
type, would be likely to incur significant cumulative effects.

• Sequential visual impacts experienced when travelling on minor roads and 
footpaths, including the SUW, where the incidence and extent of wind farm 
development could dominate views and overwhelm the viewer.

• Landscape and visual effects on small pockets of settled farmland and lochs if 
wind farms substantially extend on surrounding skylines or give a perception 
of encirclement.

• Visual interaction between smaller turbines which are more likely to be 
associated with pockets of settled farmland and large turbines within wind 
farms.

• Wider cumulative effects on the Merrick Wild Land Area and Galloway Hills 
RSA where further development could consolidate and fill gaps creating a 
sense of near encirclement and domination. Much larger and closer turbines 
could significantly exacerbate cumulative effects.

6.9 The key constraints to wind farm development within this LCT generally are:
• Areas of open moorland and pockets of settled farmland, small but 

pronounced hills and loch basins, for example Glenvernoch Fell, Loch 
Ochiltree, Loch Heron and Loch Ronald; a local recreational hub with 
accommodation, activities and waymarked trails; and the setting of other lochs 
with local scenic and recreational value (Marberry, Dorbnal, Eldrig, 
Garwackie).

• The outer fringes of this landscape character type, close to areas of settled 
farmland, where larger turbines would dominate small scale valleys including 
the notably diverse upper Cree valley (LCT 4).

• The rich archaeology found within areas of open moorland.
• The Merrick Wildland Area and RSA lying to the east of this character type 

where wind turbines could diminish the sense of naturalness and seclusion 
experienced and affect the setting of the western Galloway Hills.

• Recreational use of the eastern fringe of the LCT, with cycle/walking trails and 
promoted places of interest as part of the Galloway Forest Park and Dark 
Skies Park.

• Views from the Merrick and other western Galloway Hills, from key viewpoints 
within Glen Trool such as the Bruce’s Stone and from the SUW, A75 and 
A714.

• Cumulative effects with operational and consented wind farms particularly 
where turbine size, pattern and siting is noticeably different.

• Cumulative effects on the Merrick WLA and on the Galloway Hills RSA sited 
to the east of this landscape character type.

6.10 The DGWLS lists the opportunities as:
• The generally simple landform, expansive scale and uniform land cover of 

coniferous forestry which could relate to larger typologies.
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• The sparsely settled nature of this landscape and the relatively limited visibility 
from areas which are distant from public roads and settlement and the 
screening provided by forestry.

• An absence of landscape designations.

6.11 The DGWLCS guidance for development within this landscape states that
“Given the extent and diversity of operational and consented wind farm development 
located within and close-by this landscape character type, there is only very limited 
scope remaining in the Plateau with Forest (17a) for further large wind turbines 
(>80m) to be accommodated.

New developments comprising turbines substantially over 150m high (the Very Large 
typology) could significantly exacerbate the visual confusion already evident between 
different wind farm developments sited in the south-western part of this character 
type and adjoining landscapes and with the under-construction wind farms of Aries 
and Kilgallioch. Turbines of this size could also increase impacts on smaller scale 
valleys, landmark hills and lochs and the Merrick WLA if sited on the remaining 
undeveloped parts of this landscape which lie closer to these features.

All development typologies should avoid impacting on the setting and views to small 
lochs, on areas of more complex landform, including small but pronounced hills such 
as Glenvernoch Fell, and on archaeological features as these enrich the landscape 
of this character type and often provide a focus in views. Intrusion on key views to 
the Galloway Hills, for example from the A714 and the Cree valley, should be 
avoided. 

Potential cumulative landscape and visual effects with other operational and 
consented wind farms would need to be carefully considered as this landscape is 
considered to be close to reaching capacity for additional development. Key 
cumulative sensitivities are likely to include effects on smaller scale settled 
landscapes on the outer fringes of this landscape, on the Merrick Wildland Area and 
on views from the south-eastern coast of the Rhins, parts of the Machars, the 
Galloway Hills and the A75 and A714”.

7 Other Matters
7.1 The Council considers that the structure of the scoping report is clear and sets 
out a prudent approach to the topics that may give rise to significant effects and 
should be fully examined in the forthcoming EIA Report.  Additionally, the topics 
listed in the report are acceptable to the Council and should be fully assessed within 
the EIA Report.

7.2 Whilst content with the topics and structure of the proposed EIA Report, the 
Council intends to offer no wider comments on the proposed questions within the 
scoping report unless otherwise outlined in the consultee’s responses above.
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Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

Dear , 

The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017 
Kilgallioch Wind Farm Extension  
EIA Scoping Report 

Thank you for your consultation which we received on 15 April 2019 about the above 
scoping report.  We have reviewed the details in terms of our historic environment 
interests.  This covers world heritage sites, scheduled monuments and their settings, 
category A-listed buildings and their settings, inventory gardens and designed 
landscapes, inventory battlefields and historic marine protected areas (HMPAs). 

Dumfries and Galloway Council’s archaeological and cultural heritage advisors will also 
be able to offer advice on the scope of the cultural heritage assessment.  This may 
include heritage assets not covered by our interests, such as unscheduled archaeology, 
and category B- and C-listed buildings.  

Proposed Development 
We understand that the proposals are for an extension to the existing Kilgallioch Wind 
Farm, Dumfries and Galloway.  The proposals will consist of up to 11 turbines with a 
blade tip height of 180m and associated infrastructure.  We understand that the 
development may also include ground mounted solar panels. 

Scope of assessment 
We consider that the proposals have the potential to affect scheduled monuments 
located within and around the development site boundary.  These include, Wood Cairn, 
cairn, Eldrig Fell (Scheduled Monument, Index no. 1953) a scheduled monument located 
within the development site boundary, as well as a number of nearby scheduled 
monuments. 

We would therefore recommend that any Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
undertaken in support of the proposals should include a full consideration of impacts on 
scheduled monuments.  This should include the potential for direct impacts on the Wood 

By email to: econsents_admin@gov.scot

Energy Consents Unit
4th Floor, 5 Atlantic Quay
150 Broomielaw
Glasgow
G2 8LU

Longmore House
Salisbury Place

Edinburgh
EH9 1SH

Enquiry Line: 0131-668-8716
HMConsultations@hes.scot

Our case ID: 300036919
Your ref: ECU00001837

22 May 2019
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Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

Cairn scheduled monument, Index no. 1953) as well as the potential for impacts on the 
setting of nearby scheduled monuments.  Of these, we would recommend that particular 
attention is given to the potential for impacts on the setting of the following. We have 
provided additional information on the Wood Cairn site in the attached annex. 

Wood Cairn, cairn, Eldrig Fell (Scheduled Monument, Index no. 1953)
Cairn na Gath, long cairn, Balmurrie Fell (Scheduled Monument, Index no.1922)
Caves of Kilhern, Chambered Cairn 450m SE of Dranigower Lodge (Scheduled
Monument, Index no.1928)
Bennan of Garvilland, Fort (Scheduled Monument, Index no.1955)
Laggangarn stones, Laggangarn (Property in Care and Scheduled Monument,
Index No. 90199)
Wells of the Rees, wells 500m NNE of Kilgallioch (Scheduled Monument, Index
no.2002)

This list is not exhaustive, and we would therefore recommend Zone of Theoretical 
Visibility (ZTV) analysis is also applied to identify heritage assets for assessment. We 
recommend that this assessment is supported by visualisations such as photomontage 
and wireframe views where impacts are likely to be highest.  This is likely to include 
visualisations from the scheduled monuments identified above towards the proposed 
development. 

We also suggest that any cumulative impacts resulting from this development in 
combination with other existing and proposed wind farm developments within the 
surrounding area should be carefully considered. This should include the operational 
Kilgallioch Wind Farm. 

EIA Scoping Report 
We have reviewed the Scoping Report (April 2019) submitted as part of this EIA scoping 
request and have some issues with the proposed assessment methodology for the 
Archaeology topic area (Chapter 7).  In particular, we note that it proposed to use the 
desk-based assessment (DBA, 2009) undertaken for the operational Killgallioch 
Windfarm as a basis for the assessment of the new development.  While some of the 
information within the 2009 DBA will be useful in establishing a baseline for the 
assessment, we note that this document is now over 10 years old.  We would therefore 
recommend that this desk based assessment is reviewed against updated datasets to 
ensure that the archaeological baseline remains accurate. 

We also note that it is proposed to undertake a setting assessment using the same 
methodology as for the Environmental Statement (ES) for the operational Kilgallioch 
Windfarm.  As above, we would recommend that this approach is reviewed to allow for 
recent changes in EIA practice and the updated policy framework for managing change 
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to cultural heritage features.  This should include reference to the recently adopted 
Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS, 2019) and associated Managing 
Change Guidance Notes.  We would recommend that particular attention is given to our 
Managing Change Guidance Note on Setting (2016). 

We also understand that it is intended to divide heritage assets into an ‘Inward’ group 
and an ‘Outward’ group in order to assess impacts on setting.  We consider that the 
broad classification of heritage asset types into groups may not allow for a full 
appreciation of where setting impacts may occur.  We would therefore recommend that 
the setting of individual heritage assets should be defined on a case-by-case basis.   

We also note that it is proposed to use the assessment within the 2010 Environmental 
Statement (ES) for the operational Kilgallioch wind farm as a basis for including or 
excluding heritage assets for assessment.  This includes excluding those heritage assets 
located further than 15km from the development from the assessment.  Here, we would 
highlight that the Kilgallioch Wind Farm extension turbines will be approximately 30m 
higher than the turbines included within the original Kilgallioch Wind Farm scheme.  
While we consider that there is some capacity to use the information within the 2010 ES 
to inform this process, we would also recommend that an up to date Zone of Theoretical 
Visibility (ZTV) is used to inform the scope of the assessment in this instance. 

We disagree, for instance, with the intention to exclude the Caves of Kilhern, Chambered 
Cairn 450m SE of Dranigower Lodge (Scheduled Monument, Index no.1928) from the 
assessment.  Here, we would recommend that the potential for cumulative impacts on 
the setting of this heritage asset is explored within an EIA Report. 

Further information 
A new Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS, 2019) was adopted on the 1st

May 2019, which replaces the Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement (HESPS, 
2016).  The new Historic Environment Policy for Scotland is a strategic policy document 
for the whole of the historic environment and is underpinned by detailed policy and 
guidance.  This includes our Managing Change in the Historic Environment Guidance 
Notes.  All of these documents are available online at 
www.historicenvironment.scot/heps. 

Practical guidance and information about the EIA process can also be found in the EIA 
Handbook (2018).  This is available online at 
https://www.historicenvironment.scot/archives-and-
research/publications/publication/?publicationId=6ed33b65-9df1-4a2f-acbb-
a8e800a592c0
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Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

 

We hope this is helpful.  Please contact us if you have any questions about this 
response.  The officer managing this case is Alison Baisden and they can be contacted 
by phone on 0131 668 8575 or by email on Alison.Baisden@hes.scot. 

Yours faithfully, 

Historic Environment Scotland  

Annex 
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Wood Cairn, cairn, Eldrig Fell (Scheduled Monument, Index no. 1953) 

This monument is a very large well preserved prehistoric cairn, which occupies the 
summit of a prominent hill, Eldrig Fell. It is has been sited on this dominant hilltop 
position to command extensive views over the surrounding area. It is one of group 
of such monuments found within the uplands of southern Scotland. Its setting is 
characterised by its location on the hilltop and its position in relation to the 
surrounding topography.  

We note that Wood Cairn is located within the development site boundary.  We 
would therefore recommend that the development proposals are designed to avoid 
direct impacts on this scheduled monument.  Any works directly affecting a 
scheduled monument will require Scheduled Monument Consent (SMC) from 
Historic Environment Scotland.

We would also recommend that impacts on the setting of the scheduled 
monument are assessed as part of any EIA undertaken for the proposals. This 
assessment should be supported by wireframe/photomontage visualisations from 
the monument looking toward the development as well as visualisations of the 
monument and hill of Eldrig Fell taken from the South East of the monument, 
looking toward the monument with the proposed development in the background.   

Historic Environment Scotland 
22 May 2019 

A16



A17 A18



Disclaimer 
This advice is given without prejudice to any decision made on elements of the proposal regulated by us, as 
such a decision may take into account factors not considered at this time.  We prefer all the technical 
information required for any SEPA consents to be submitted at the same time as the planning or similar 
application.  However, we consider it to be at the applicant's commercial risk if any significant changes 
required during the regulatory stage necessitate a further planning application or similar application and/or 
neighbour notification or advertising.  We have relied on the accuracy and completeness of the information 
supplied to us in providing the above advice and can take no responsibility for incorrect data or 
interpretation, or omissions, in such information.  If we have not referred to a particular issue in our 
response, it should not be assumed that there is no impact associated with that issue.  For planning 
applications if you did not specifically request advice on flood risk, then advice will not have been provided 
on this issue.  Further information on our consultation arrangements generally can be found on our website 
planning pages.
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Where peat and other carbon rich 
soils are present, applicants must assess the likely effects of development on carbon 
dioxide (CO2) emissions.  Where peatland is drained or otherwise disturbed, there is liable 
to be a release of CO2 to the atmosphere.  Developments must aim to minimise this 
release

A21

the planning system should promote a precautionary approach to flood risk from all 
sources

the planning system should prevent development which 
would have a significant probability of being affected by flooding or would increase the 
probability of flooding elsewhere.  Piecemeal reduction of the functional floodplain should 
be avoided given the cumulative effects of reducing storage capacity
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Borrow pits should only be permitted 
if there are significant environmental or economic benefits compared to obtaining material 
from local quarries, they are time-limited; tied to a particular project and appropriate 
reclamation measures are in place
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Scottish Natural Heritage, Holmpark Industrial Estate, New Galloway Road, Newton Stewart,
Wigtownshire, DG8 6BF
Tel: 01671 404700   www.nature.scot

Dualchas Nàdair na h-Alba, Ionad Gnìomhachais Holmpark , Rathad Ghall-Ghàidhealaibh Nuaidh, 
Baile Ùr nan Stiùbhartach, DG8 6BF
Fòn: 01671 404700   www.nature.scot

 
  

  
 

  
  
  

  

Date: 09 May 2019 
Our ref: CDM155115 
Your ref: ECU00001837 

Dear  

Electricity Act 1989 
The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 
2017

Request for Scoping Opinion for proposed Section 36 application for Kilgallioch Wind 
Farm Extension 

Thank you for consulting us on the above.  Please find answers to questions posed at the 
end of each section relevant to our remit plus any other additional information we think 
should be covered in any Environmental Statement. 

Landscape and Visual 

We are currently experiencing difficulties with providing landscape and visual advice due to 
staffing issues and therefore have to prioritise our advice on proposals likely to impact on 
areas such as Wild Land and National Scenic Areas.  This does not of course mean we do 
not consider there to be impacts elsewhere in the wider countryside. 

That said, methodologies look to be in line with what we would expect in terms of LVIA, 
Cumulative LVIA and the approach to assessing landscape and visual effects also viewpoint 
assessment.  For visualisation production the scoping report refers to the correct guidance. 

Given the likely height of the turbines we trust that full consideration will be given to turbine 
lighting bearing in mind the current situation with regard to radar activated lighting and the 
CAA’s present position on the subject. 
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The preliminary viewpoints appear to be well spaced and limited to those viewpoints where 
all turbines will be visible to some degree but as a starting point for discussion at a later 
stage we are satisfied at this point. 

Ecology 
 
Do you agree with the proposed scope of assessments?  
 
The scope of the assessments appears to be comprehensive and have no further comments 
to make at this point.  Crucial to the success or otherwise of this project is to establish that 
there is no hydrological link between the proposed wind farm and the Kirkcowan Flow 
SSSI/SAC which would lead to an adverse impact on both (see below in relation to the SAC).
  
Do you agree with the proposed scope of surveys?  

We agree with the scope of surveys and satisfied that those that have been scoped out are 
acceptable for legitimate reasons. 
 
In relation to Kirkcowan Flow SAC we confirm that a Habitats Regulations Assessment 
(HRA) will be required and as part of this an Appropriate Assessment (AA).  We should also 
note that following the AA, any reasonable scientific doubt as to the absence of adverse 
effects on the integrity of the site must be removed before the project is authorised. 
 
For surveys that are proposed, do you agree with the methodologies proposed?  
 
We are generally satisfied with the methods proposed for surveys to be undertaken over the 
next few months.  However, please note that new guidancei for surveying bats in relation to 
wind turbines was published in January 2019 and it is this guidance that should be followed 
for future surveys.  If in doubt the applicant is welcome to contact us for advice. 
 
Do you have any further information that could help inform the assessment of likely 
significant effects from the Development?  

We are broadly content that the applicant and their consultants proceed as detailed in the 
Scoping report and we will provide our full assessment at the formal application stage. 
 
Ornithology 
 
Do you agree with the proposed scope of surveys (subject to consultation with SNH 
and RSPB following completion of the autumn/winter survey currently underway)?  

Without any specific details as to results to date we can agree with the scope of surveys as 
currently described so long as they have adhered to our guidance.  We note the species 
identified during the first non-breeding season and would strongly recommend the developer 
and or their consultants discuss with us and RSPB before second breeding/non-breeding 
seasons are potentially scoped out. 
 
Do you agree with the proposed scope of assessments?  
 
The scope of assessment is adequate but would add Collision Risk Analysis using the 
standard Band method. 
 
Do you have any further information that could help inform the assessment of likely 
significant effects from the Development?  
 
We have no suggestions at this point. 
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If you have any comments or questions regarding any of the above, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at this office. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 

 
Operations Officer 
Southern Scotland 
John.gibson@nature.scot 
 
 
                                                
i BATS AND ONSHORE WIND TURBINES: SURVEY, ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION Version: January 2019 
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Cree Valley Community Council Response 
Kilgallioch Windfarm Extension Scoping Report
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20th May 
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“Significant cumulative landscape and visual effects are evident in the southern part of this area where the 
variety of wind farm designs, in terms of turbine sizes, elevations and layout pattern and densities, and the 
relative proximity of wind farm developments results in substantial visual confusion.”
“Operational and under-construction wind farm developments already occupy less sensitive core areas of 
the upland plateau landscapes, where Very Large (150m+) turbines could potentially have been located to 
minimise effects on smaller scale features such as settled valleys, small hills and lochs and on the Merrick 
Wildland Area (WLA) and the Galloway Hills. The assessment concludes that there is no scope for Very 
Large turbines.”

Redacted
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“We have introduced a ban on wind farms in Scotland’s 

National Parks and National Scenic Areas and increased protection for wild land areas.”

“Maintaining the wildland qualities of the Galloway Hills as a core aspect of the identity of Dumfries and 
Galloway by directing wind farm development away from these uplands and avoiding developments that 
could impact on the wider landscape setting and appreciation of these uplands in views from surrounding 
landscapes. Cumulative landscape and visual effects of wind farm development in surrounding landscapes 
will need to be carefully considered in terms of potential effects on the perception of wildness within the 
Merrick WLA. With wind farm development now occupying extensive tracts of the Cumulative Wigtownshire 
Moors it is important to protect these hills and their setting/special qualities.”

make electricity cleaner, more affordable and more secure for all consumers
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Redacted

A34



A35 A36



Before you set off 
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Think, look, listen 

o
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o
o
o
o
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Fibre and Network Delivery 
Radio Frequency Allocation & Network Protection (BNJ112) 
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Crown Estate Scotland (Interim Management) 
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Ministry of Defence
Safeguarding Department
Kingston Road
Sutton Coldfield
West Midlands B75 7RL
United Kingdom

Your Reference: ECU00001837

Our Reference: DIO10045532

Telephone [MOD]:

E-mail:

Energy Consents Unit 7th May 2019
The Scottish Government

Dear

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 
2017
REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR KILGALLIOCH 
WIND FARM EXTENSION

Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD) on the above application in your communication dated 
15th April 2019.

I am writing to tell you that the MOD has no objection to the proposal.

The application is for 11 turbines at 180 metres to blade tip.  This has been assessed using the grid references 
below as submitted in the planning application or in the developers’ or your pro-forma.

In the interests of air safety, the MOD requests that the development is fitted with aviation safety lighting in 
accordance with Article 219 of the Air Navigation Order.

Turbine Easting Northing
1 225227 568894
2 222947 570599
3 223663 570241
4 222963 569854
5 224129 570843
6 224876 569897
7 224813 570536
8 223530 570880
9 224239 569744

10 223218 569419
11 224280 569030
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The principal safeguarding concern of the MOD with respect to the development of wind turbines relates to their 
potential to create a physical obstruction to air traffic movements and cause interference to Air Traffic Control and 
Air Defence radar installations.  

Defence Infrastructure Organisation Safeguarding wishes to be consulted and notified of the progression of 
planning applications and submissions relating to this proposal to verify that it will not adversely affect defence 
interests.

If planning permission is granted we would like to be advised of the following prior to commencement of 
construction;

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

This information is vital as it will be plotted on flying charts to make sure that military aircraft avoid this area.

If the application is altered in any way, we must be consulted again as even the slightest change could 
unacceptably affect us.

I hope this adequately explains our position on the matter. If you require further information or would like to 
discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Further information about the effects of wind turbines on MOD interests can be obtained from the following 
websites:

MOD: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/wind-farms-ministry-of-defence-safeguarding

Yours sincerely

Assistant Safeguarding Officer

Redacted
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Scottish Government 
By email 
 
06 May 2019 
 
Dear  
 
Your Ref: ECU00001837 
Our Ref:  EDI2776 
 
The proposed application has been examined from an aerodrome safeguarding perspective and does not conflict with 
safeguarding criteria. We therefore have no objection to this proposal. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Edinburgh Airport Limited  
0131 344 3359 
safeguarding@edinburghairport.com 

 

Edinburgh Airport 
 EH12 9DN 

Scotland 
 

W: edinburghairport.com 

Redacted
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 BSc (Hons) MSc 

Senior 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.

http://www.giveasyoulive.com/join/gallowayfisheries
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From:
Sent:
Subject:

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

Manager Air Traffic Services
Glasgow Prestwick Airport Ltd.

www.glasgowprestwick.com

 Please consider the environment before printing this email message.

Disclaimer:
This message contains confidential information and is intended only for Mark.Ashton@gov.scot, Econsents_Admin@gov.scot, 
safeguarding@glasgowprestwick.com, catherine.walker@scottishpower.com, anna.hudson@itpenergised.com. If you are not 
Mark.Ashton@gov.scot, Econsents_Admin@gov.scot, safeguarding@glasgowprestwick.com, catherine.walker@scottishpower.com, 
anna.hudson@itpenergised.com 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.
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Kilgallioch
Summary of 
Questions
Question Number Question
6. Landscape &
Visual

6.1 Do you have any comments on the proposed methodology? GPA consider the proposed methodology as appropriate

6.2 Are you in agreement with the proposed Study Areas? GPA considers the proposed Study Areas as appropriate
6.3 Are you in agreement that the assessment of the effects on landscape character receptors should focus on areas within a 10 km 
radius? GPA makes no comment on this question
6.4 Are you in agreement with the proposal to scope out the Landscape Planning Designations where no further assessment is 
proposed in the LVIA as set out in Table 6.1? GPA considers this appropriate
6.5 Do you have any comments or suggestions in relation to the Preliminary Representative Viewpoint Locations shown in Table 6.2 
and illustrated on Figures 6.2a and b? GPA makes no comment on this question
6.6 Do you have any comments on the proposed cumulative windfarm assessment? GPA only comment here is in relation to aviation 
and potential cumulative radar display clutter from adjacent windfarms – which may have an impact on the ability of any radar 
mitigation technology effectively dealing with windfarms in close proximity to each other.

7. Archaeology 7.1 Do the consultees agree with the proposed methodology and scope of assessment? GPA agrees with the proposed methodology 
and scope of assessment
7.2 Do consultees have any information regarding current or recent archaeological work or projects being undertaken within or in the 
vicinity of the Development site, particularly those whose results may not yet be recorded in the Historic Environment Record? ? GPA 
makes no comment on this question

8. Ecology 8.1 Do you agree with the proposed scope of assessments? GPA agree with the proposed scope of assessments
8.2 Do you agree with the proposed scope of surveys? GPA agree with the proposed scope of surveys
8.3 For surveys that are proposed, do you agree with the methodologies proposed? GPA agrees with the proposed methodologies
8.4 Do you have any further information that could help inform the assessment of likely significant effects from the Development?
GPA makes no comment on this question

9. Ornithology 9.1 Do you agree with the proposed scope of surveys (subject to consultation with SNH and RSPB following completion of the
autumn/winter survey currently underway)? GPA agrees with the proposed scope of surveys
9.2 Do you agree with the proposed scope of assessments? GPA agrees with the proposed scope of assessments
9.3 Do you have any further information that could help inform the assessment of likely significant effects from the Development?
GPA makes no comment on this question

10. Hydrology,
Hydrogeology,
Geology and
Peat

10.1 Do you agree with the proposed scope of assessments? GPA agrees with the proposed scope of assessments

10.2  Do you agree with the proposed scope of surveys? GPA agrees with the proposed scope of surveys
10.3  For surveys that are proposed, do you agree with the methodologies proposed? GPA agrees with the methodologies proposed 
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10.4  Do you have any further information that could help inform the assessment of likely significant effects from the Development? ?
GPA makes no comment on this question

11. Noise 11.1  Do consultees agree with the aspects proposed to be scoped out of the EIA? ? GPA makes no comment on this question
11.2  Do consultees agree with the proposed method of operational assessment? GPA agrees with the proposed method of 
operational assessment

12. Traffic and 
Transport

12.1  Are consultees content with the proposed methodology and scope of the traffic and transport assessment? GPA makes no 
comment on this question
12.2  Are the Council/ Statutory Consultees aware of any specific access restrictions or limitations on the proposed abnormal loads 
route? GPA makes no comment on this question
12.3  Are consultees content that operational traffic will not have significant effects and can be scoped out of the EIA? GPA makes no 
comment on this question

13. Socio-
Economics, 
Recreation and 
Tourism and 
Land-Use

13.1  Do consultees agree with the proposed scope of assessment? GPA agrees with the proposed scope of assessments

13.2  Are consultees aware of any additional sensitive economic activities in the area that would not be covered in the proposed 
method of assessment and that might be relevant to likely significant effects? GPA makes no comment on this question
13.3  Are consultees aware of any key sensitive receptors that might be relevant to likely significant effects? GPA makes no comment 
on this question
13.4  Are consultees aware of any additional relevant consultees? GPA makes no comment on this question

14. Climate 
Change and 
Carbon Balance

14.1  Are consultees content to scope out the Development’s vulnerabilities and resilience to climate change? GPA makes no 
comment on this question

14.2  Are consultees content with the proposed method of assessment? GPA agrees with the proposed method of assessments
15. Other Issues 15.1  Are consultees aware of any additional aviation stakeholders that should be taken into account? GPA Response: Glasgow 

Airport , or is that considered too far north and windfarm beyond 40Nm from GLA ?
15.2  Are consultees content with the proposed methodology? GPA Response: The windfarm is within the operational range of the 
airports primary radar, and as such if any turbines are within line of sight of the radar, then they are likely to generate clutter on the 
radar displays, and as such will require to be mitigated
15.3  Are consultees content that effects associated with turbine reflectivity, shadow flicker, air quality and human health can be
scoped out? GPA makes no comment on this question
15.4  Subject to agreement with consultees of an aviation lighting specification in line with Article 222 of the UK Air Navigation Order 
2016 and the June 2017 CAA policy statement clarifying the requirements for lighting onshore wind turbines over 150 m in height; are 
consultees content that an aviation assessment is scoped out of the EIA? GPA Response: The windfarm is within the operational 
range of the airports primary radar, and as such if any turbines are within line of sight of the radar, then they are likely to generate 
clutter on the radar displays, and as such will require to be mitigated
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Dear Sir/Madam, 

Site Name: Kilgallioch Extension, Balmurrie, Newton Stewart, Dumfries & Galloway 

Total 11 turbines:

Site Centre at NGR: 223500 570000 (estimated) 

Development Radius: 4.5km (estimated) 

Hub Height: 110m (estimated) Rotor Radius: 70m (estimated) 

This proposal *cleared* with respect to radio link infrastructure operated by: 

Scottish Power and Scotia Gas Networks

JRC analyses proposals for wind farms on behalf of the UK Fuel & Power Industry. This is to assess their 
potential to interfere with radio systems operated by utility companies in support of their regulatory 
operational requirements. 

In the case of this proposed wind energy development, JRC does not foresee any potential problems based 
on known interference scenarios and the data you have provided. However, if any details of the wind farm 
change, particularly the disposition or scale of any turbine(s), it will be necessary to re-evaluate the 
proposal. Please note that due to the large number of adjacent radio links in this vicinity, which have been 
taken into account, clearance is given specifically for a location within the declared grid reference (quoted 
above). 

In making this judgement, JRC has used its best endeavours with the available data, although we recognise 
that there may be effects which are as yet unknown or inadequately predicted. JRC cannot therefore be held 
liable if subsequently problems arise that we have not predicted. 

It should be noted that this clearance pertains only to the date of its issue. As the use of the spectrum is 
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dynamic, the use of the band is changing on an ongoing basis and consequently, you are advised to seek re-
coordination prior to submitting a planning application, as this will negate the possibility of an objection 
being raised at that time as a consequence of any links assigned between your enquiry and the finalisation 
of your project. 

JRC offers a range of radio planning and analysis services. If you require any assistance, please contact us 
by phone or email. 

Regards

Wind Farm Team 

The Joint Radio Company Limited 
Delta House 
175-177 Borough High Street
LONDON
SE1 1HR 
United Kingdom 

Office: 020 7706 5199 

JRC Ltd. is a Joint Venture between the Energy Networks Association (on behalf of the UK Energy 
Industries) and National Grid. 
Registered in England & Wales: 2990041 
http://www.jrc.co.uk/about-us

JRC is working towards GDPR compliance. We maintain your personal contact details in accordance with 
GDPR requirements for the purpose of "Legitimate Interest" for communication with you. However you 
have the right to be removed from our contact database. If you would like to be removed, please contact 
anita.lad@jrc.co.uk.
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NATS Safeguarding
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RSPB Scotland

    Dumfries & Galloway Office           Tel 01556 670 464
The Old School Facebook: RSPBDumfriesandGalloway
Crossmichael Twitter: @RSPBDandG

    Castle Douglas
   Kirkcudbrightshire

    DG7 3AP rspb.org.uk

Patron: Her Majesty the Queen    Chairman of Council: Kevin Cox President: Miranda Krestovnikoff
Chairman, Committee for Scotland: Professor Colin Galbraith Director, RSPB Scotland: Anne McCall Regional Director: Dr Dave Beaumont
The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) is a registered Charity: England & Wales no 207076, Scotland no SC037654

Consents Manager
Energy Consents Unit
The Scottish Government

16 May 2019

Dear 

ELECTRICITY ACT 1989
THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) 
REGULATIONS 2017
REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION 
FOR KILGALLIOCH WIND FARM EXTENSION 
 
Thank you for consulting RSPB Scotland on the Scoping Opinion for Kilgallioch extension.
We have the following comments to make.

Ornithological survey
We note that updated survey work is underway (2018/19) and that this includes vantage point survey 
work, one breeding season and one winter bird survey (9.2.1; 9.3.2) and that based on the results so 
far of this work that target specie have been selected (9.4.2). While we agree with the species 
selected we would advise that the scoping out of species is premature until the second season of 
breeding bird survey work has been completed (Aug 2019). 

We note that hen harrier and golden plover are the most frequently recorded species through 
updated survey work which corresponds with survey undertaken in 2008/09 for Kilgallioch wind farm. 
We would advise that assessment of impact to these species is given careful consideration in the EIA 
for this development.

We note that it is stated that consultation will be sought with SNH and RSPB following the results of 
the first breeding and wintering bird survey (9.5; Table 9.2). However, we do not have this on record
and are not aware of any contact being made with us at this stage.

SPA connectivity
We note that it is recommended that connectivity to the Glen App SPA is scoped out of this 
assessment due to the assessment made for Kilgallioch wind farm that no connectivity existed. Given 
that this development is within 10km (7km) from the SPA we would advise that the assessment for 
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connectivity remains scoped in since the distance is within foraging range for this species (SNH
guidance Assessing Connectivity with Special Protection Areas (SPAs) Version 3 2016)1.

Habitat
We note and that there are no plans to update habitat survey work since it is considered that there 
has been no material change to the habitat since surveys were undertaken for Kilgallioch wind farm
(10.2.1 267). We would advise that the EIA clearly evidences this and that adequate baseline 
material on existing habitat is provided in support of the application. In addition, given the significant 
time lapse since the survey was undertaken in 2008/09 it is likely that changes in grazing
management over this time has altered the baseline condition of habitats. This factor should be given
consideration as part of the assessment of impact to habitats at this site.

We note and support the update to survey of GWDTEs around areas of proposed infrastructure
(Table 10.2)

We note and agree with the planned survey to update peat condition through peat probing survey 
work (Table 10.2). 

Post construction monitoring results
We would recommend that results of post-construction monitoring for the operational Kilgallioch wind 
farm are used to inform likely assessment of potential impact from this extension.

Yours sincerely,

Conservation Officer - Dumfries and Galloway
Cc 

                                                      
1 Raptors: Hardey, Crick, Wernham, Riley, Etheridge, Thompson 2009; Ranging behaviour of Hen Harriers 
breeding in Special Protection Areas in Scotland B. Arroyo, F. Leckie, A. Amar, A. McCluskie & S. Redpath
Bird Study (2014) 61, 48 –55

Redacted
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17 April 2019 

 
Consents Manager  
Energy Consents Unit 
Scottish Government 

Dear  

Proposed Kilgallioch Wind Farm Extension, South Ayrshire 

Thank you for giving VisitScotland the opportunity to comment on the above wind farm 
development.  

Our response focuses on the crucial importance of tourism to Scotland’s local and national economy, 
and of the natural landscape for visitors. 

Background Information 

VisitScotland, as Scotland’s National Tourism Organisation, has a strategic role to develop Scottish 
tourism in order to get the maximum economic benefit for the country. It exists to support the 
development of the tourism industry in Scotland and to market Scotland as a quality destination. 

While VisitScotland understands and appreciates the importance of renewable energy, tourism is 
crucial to Scotland’s economic and cultural well-being. It sustains a great diversity of businesses 
throughout the country. According to a recent independent report by Deloitte, tourism generates 
£12 billion for the economy and employs over 217,000 – 8.5% of the Scottish workforce. Tourism 
provides jobs in the private sector and stimulates the regeneration of urban and rural areas. 

One of the Scottish Government and VisitScotland’s key ambitions is to grow tourism revenues and 
make Scotland one of the world’s foremost tourist destinations. This ambition is now common 
currency in both public and private sectors in Scotland, and the expectations of businesses on the 
ground have been raised as to how they might contribute to and benefit from such growth. 

Importance of scenery to tourism 

Scenery and the natural environment have become the two most important factors for visitors in 
recent years when choosing a holiday location. 

The importance of this element to tourism in Scotland cannot be underestimated. The character and 
visual amenity value of Scotland’s landscapes is a key driver of our tourism product: a large majority 
of visitors to Scotland come because of the landscape, scenery and the wider environment, which 
supports important visitor activities such as walking, cycling wildlife watching and visiting historic 
sites. 

The VisitScotland Visitor Experience Survey (2015/16) confirms the basis of this argument with its 
ranking of the key factors influencing visitors when choosing Scotland as a holiday location. In this 
study, over half of visitors rated scenery and the natural environment as the main reason for visiting 
Scotland. Full details of the Visitor Experience Survey can be found on the organisation’s corporate 
website, here: 
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http://www.visitscotland.org/pdf/Revised%20Oct%2012%20%20Insights%20Wind%20Farm%20Topi
c%20Paper.pdf  
 
Taking tourism considerations into account 
We would suggest that full consideration is also given to the Scottish Government’s 2008 research 
on the impact of wind farms on tourism. In its report, you can find recommendations for planning 
authorities which could help to minimise any negative effects of wind farms on the tourism industry. 
The report also highlights a request, as part of the planning process, to provide a tourism impact 
statement as part of the Environmental Impact Analysis.  Planning authorities should also consider 
the following factors to ensure that any adverse local impacts on tourism are minimised: 
 

The number of tourists travelling past en route elsewhere 
The views from accommodation in the area 
The relative scale of tourism impact i.e. local and national 
The potential positives associated with the development 
The views of tourist organisations, i.e. local tourist businesses or VisitScotland 

 
The full study can be found at www.scotland.gov.uk/Publications/2008/03/07113507/1  
 
Conclusion 
Given the aforementioned importance of Scottish tourism to the economy, and of Scotland’s 
landscape in attracting visitors to Scotland, VisitScotland would strongly recommend any potential 
detrimental impact of the proposed development on tourism - whether visually, environmentally 
and economically - be identified and considered in full. This includes when taking decisions over 
turbine height and number. 
 
VisitScotland strongly agrees with the advice of the Scottish Government –the importance of tourism 
impact statements should not be diminished, and that, for each site considered, an independent 
tourism impact assessment should be carried out.  This assessment should be geographically 
sensitive and should consider the potential impact on any tourism offerings in the vicinity.   
 
VisitScotland would also urge consideration of the specific concerns raised above relating to the 
impact any perceived proliferation of developments may have on the local tourism industry, and 
therefore the local economy. 
 
We hope this response is helpful to you. 
 
Yours sincerely 

  
Government & Parliamentary Affairs  
VisitScotland 

Redacted
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Development Management and Strategic Road Safety 
Roads Directorate

Buchanan House, 58 Port Dundas Road, Glasgow G4 0HF 
Direct Line: 0141 272 7386, Fax: 0141 272 7350 
John.McDonald@transport.gov.scot 

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

econsentsadmin@gov.scot 

Your ref: 
ECU00001837 

Our ref: 
TS00538 

Date: 
08/05/2019 

Dear Sirs, 

THE ELECTRICITY WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) 
REGULATIONS 2017

REQUEST FOR SCOPING OPINION FOR PROPOSED SECTION 36 APPLICATION FOR 
KILGALLIOCH WIND FARM EXTENSION

With reference to your recent correspondence on the above development, we acknowledge 
receipt of the Scoping Report (SR) prepared by ScottishPower Renewables (SPR) in support of 
the above development. 

This information has been passed to SYSTRA Limited for review in their capacity as Term 
Consultants to Transport Scotland – Roads Directorate. Based on the review undertaken, 
Transport Scotland would provide the following comments. 

Proposed Development

The proposed development is an extension to the existing Kilgallioch Windfarm which has been 
operational since 2017, consisting of 96 turbines with tip heights of 146.5m.  The extension 
comprises up to 11 turbines with tip heights of up to 180m, and is located approximately 12km 
north-west of Kirkcowan in Dumfries and Galloway.    

Development Access 

The SR states that the most suitable route for turbine delivery and other construction traffic has 
yet to be decided.  Potential routes have been identified which include via the A75(T) to the 
unclassified C22W road from near Kirkcowan, or to the north of the site via the A75(T), A714 and 
west along a haul road through Forestry Commission Scotland land.   

We note that the first potential route identified above was used for construction of the operational 
Airies Wind Farm, which comprises 14 turbines with tip heights of 135 m.  These are 45m smaller 
than the tip height proposed for the extension.   
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The second route identified above is the same route used for the Operational Kilgallioch Windfarm 
route, again with tip heights lower than the proposed extension. 

Abnormal Load Assessment

The SR states that the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) will have a Technical 
Appendix comprising an Abnormal Load Route Assessment.  Transport Scotland will require to 
be satisfied that the size of turbines proposed can negotiate the selected route and that 
transportation will not have any detrimental effect on structures within the trunk road route path. 

The Abnormal Loads Assessment report will require to identify key pinch points on the trunk road 
network. Swept path analysis should be undertaken and details provided with regard to any 
required changes to street furniture or structures along the route. 

Assessment of Environmental Impact

The SR indicates that the assessment methodology used in the forthcoming EIAR will follow the 
Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment Guidelines and the thresholds identified 
therein.  Transport Scotland is satisfied with this approach, and would add that the methods 
adopted to assess the likely traffic and transportation impacts on traffics flows and transportation 
infrastructure should comprise: 

• Determination of the baseline traffic and transportation conditions, and the sensitivity of the 
site and existence of any receptors likely to be affected in proximity of the trunk road 
network; 

• Review of the development proposals to determine the predicted construction and 
operational requirements; and 

• Assessment of the significance of predicted impacts from these transport requirements, 
taking into account impact magnitude (before and after mitigation) and baseline 
environmental sensitivity. 

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

• The work that has been undertaken e.g. Transportation/ Noise / Air Quality Assessments 
etc; 

• What this has shown i.e. what impact if any has been identified; and 

• Why it is not significant. 

It is not necessary to include all the information gathered during the assessment of these impacts 
although this information should be available if requested. 

Traffic Surveys

The SR indicates that baseline traffic flow surveys were carried out on the construction access 
route in 2009, and that this data will be reused for the C22W unclassified road, while trunk road 
network data baseline traffic count data will be superseded by more recent Department for 
Transport (DfT) or “Highways Scotland” data.   

A73  

 
 
www.transport.gov.scot  

 
 

 
 

This is considered appropriate and, indeed, Transport Scotland would not be prepared to accept 
the use of 10 year old traffic data in the forthcoming assessment for the trunk road network. 

It is noted that any potential impact associated with the operational phase of the wind farm is to 
be scoped out of the EIAR.  Transport Scotland considers this to be acceptable in this instance. 

I trust that the above is satisfactory and should you wish to discuss any issues raised in greater 
detail, please do not hesitate to contact Alan DeVenny at SYSTRA’s Glasgow Office on 0141 343 
9636. 

 
Yours faithfully 

Transport Scotland
Roads Directorate

cc    – SYSTRA Ltd. 

Redacted
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Freshwater Fisheries Laboratory, Faskally, Pitlochry, Perthshire 
PH16 5LB, 
www.gov.scot/marinescotland 



T: +44 (0)131 2442900  
DD: +44 (0) 131 2440053 e-mail: emily.bridcut@gov.scot 

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

Our ref: FL/52-7 

May 13th 2019 

Dear  

KILGALLIOCH WIND FARM EXTENSION KIRKCOWAN, DUMFRIES AND GALLOWAY

Thank you for giving Marine Scotland Science (MSS) an opportunity to provide comment on 

freshwater and diadromous fish and fisheries in the scoping report for the proposed 

Kilgallioch wind farm extension.  

MSS advises that the developer consults our generic scoping guidelines which provide 

details regarding potential impacts on fish populations associated with wind farm 

developments (https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-

Coarse/Freshwater/Research/onshoreren). We highlight to the developer that watercourses 

within the River Bladnoch catchment drain the proposed development area; the River 

Bladnoch is a SAC, with salmon a primary reason for this designation status. We further 

advise that the developer: 

carries out site characterisation surveys to assess the presence and abundance of

fish species within and downstream of the proposed development area. Data

collected as part of the monitoring programme for the operational Kilgallioch wind

farm and/or other adjacent developments may be suitable provided these data are up

to date and specific for the watercourses potentially impacted by the proposed

Kilgallioch wind farm extension. Information from the site characterisation surveys
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Freshwater Fisheries Laboratory, Faskally, Pitlochry, Perthshire  
PH16 5LB, 
www.gov.scot/marinescotland 

  

 

should be used by the developer to draw up appropriate site specific mitigation 

measures and a robust integrated water quality and fish population monitoring 

programme to be carried out at least 12 months before construction, during 

construction and for at least 12 months after construction is complete; further details 

on survey/monitoring requirements associated with wind farm developments can be 

found in our generic monitoring programme guidelines at the above web site;  

 considers the potential impacts on water quality and fish populations associated with 

the existing acidification problems in the area e.g. the disturbance of peat which can 

lead to a release of organic acids into adjacent watercourses;  

 considers the potential cumulative impact of adjacent wind farm developments on 

water quality and fish populations, particularly in the selection of suitable control sites 

in the proposed monitoring programme; and 

 contacts the Bladnoch District Salmon Fishery Board and Galloway Fisheries Trust, if 

not already done so, for information regarding local fish populations.  

 

Kind regards, 
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Kilgallioch Windfarm Extension Project Team 
 
ScottishPower Renewables 
9th Floor Scottish Power Headquarters 
320 St Vincent Street 
Glasgow 
G2 5AD 
 
 
kilgalliochextension@scottishpower.com 
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