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Proposed 
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Document Review (to be removed on printing) 

Issue Date Name Revision Details 

1 08/11/2024  Jamie Scott Baseline Draft 

2         15/11/2024                Jamie Scott  

3         04/12/2024                Jamie Scott       

      

 



1  

   

1. Introduction 

1.1. Background 

1.1.1. This Pre-Application Consultation (PAC) Report has been prepared by Pegasus Group on behalf 

of Fred. Olsen Renewables Limited (óthe Applicantô) who is applying to the Scottish Ministers for 

Section 36 (S36) consent and deemed planning permission, under the terms of the Electricity Act 

19891 (óthe Actô) and the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997, respectively.  

1.1.2. This PAC Report forms part of the application for construction and operation of Balnespick Wind 

Farm and associated infrastructure (hereafter referred to as the óProposed Developmentô) on land 

centred at National Grid Reference NH 86646 29834.  

1.1.3. This Report sets out the pre-application consultation undertaken between the Applicant and the 

community and relevant consultees prior to the submission of the application to the Scottish 

Ministers. It also demonstrates how the feedback gathered has influenced the design of 

Balnespick Windfarm.  

1.1.4. This application is supported by an Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIA Report), as 

required by The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 

2017. The EIA Report has been prepared to assess the potential environmental impacts of the 

Proposed Development and accompanies the S36 Application. 

1.2. The Applicant 

1.2.1. The Applicant is a leading developer, owner and operator of renewable energy assets, primarily 

onshore wind farms. The Applicant has been developing and operating wind farms in the UK since 

the mid 1990ôs demonstrating long term commitment to the renewable energy generation market 

in Scotland.  

1.2.2. With over twenty-five yearsô experience in consenting, developing and operating wind farms, Fred. 

Olsen Renewables is one of very few developers that take a project all the way from initiation and 

development, through to operation and ultimately decommissioning. 

1.2.3. Fred. Olsen Renewables is one of the longest standing developers in Scotland. In the UK, Fred. 

Olsen Renewables portfolio consists of 258 operational turbines, alongside a further 75 consented. 

This combined with projects in Norway and Sweden, brings the organisations total operational 

capacity to 804.9 MW ï providing enough power for 698,344 UK homes. 

1.2.4. Fred. Olsen Renewables was the first developer to bring forward community benefit in Scotland. 

To date, Fred. Olsen Renewables has made available over £6 million to eligible communities 

surrounding its wind farms and is substantially increasing this investment as new projects come 

online.  

1.2.5. The Applicant has, across its portfolio, signed more than £920m worth of contracts with Scottish 

businesses. £289m of these contracts are related to its Pauls Hill and Rothes Wind Farm 

operations in neighbouring Moray, which have also created 142 construction jobs (FTE) and 132 

operational and maintenance jobs (PTE).  

 
 

1 United Kingdom Government (1989). The Electricity Act 1989. Available at www.legislation.gov.uk 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/
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1.2.6. During the construction of Balnespick Wind Farm, the Applicant, has committed to maximising 

opportunities to involve the local supply chain and support main contractors to spend at least 30% 

of the contract value locally.  

1.2.7 Fred. Olsen Renewables is a wholly owned subsidiary of Bonheur ASA and is responsible for the    

groupôs renewable energy activities. 

1.3. Site Description 

1.3.1. The site measures at approximately 1,063 hectares (ha) in size and is located approximately 

5km east of Tomatin and 6km north-west of Carrbridge. 

1.3.2. The site is located within the administrative boundaries of The Highland Council (THC) and is 

located approximately 26km southeast of the administrative centre of Inverness. The site 

comprises of upland moor with two fairly prominent hill features, separated by the Allt Loisgte 

watercourse.  

1.3.3. The location is approximately 15 km north of the Cairngorm Mountains National Scenic Area (NSA) 

and is immediately adjacent to the Cairngorms National Park (CNP) boundary. The Monadhliath 

Wild Land Area (WLA) is approximately 11 km south-west, and the Cairngorm WLA is 

approximately 19 km to the south of the proposed development. 

1.3.4. There are no designated heritage assets located within the 1km Study Area. The nearest listed 

buildings are five Class B and three Class C Listed Buildings which are located southeast within 

the 5km Study Area of the site. Seven Scheduled Monuments can also be found within the 5km 

radius. 

1.3.5. Within the 10 km Study Area a further seven Scheduled Monuments were identified, along with 

two Category A Listed Buildings. 

1.4. Overview of the Proposed Development 

1.4.1. Balnespick Wind Farm comprises of nine wind turbines, each with up to a 200m blade tip height, 

as well as an associated on-site energy storage facility, and associated access and infrastructure. 

1.4.2. The proposed developments generating capacity will total 74.8MW, comprising 64.8 MW in wind 

generation, with an additional 10MW of energy storage. The associated infrastructure includes 

site access, crane hardstandings and laydown areas, underground cabling, an on-site substation, 

battery storage facilities, external transformers, temporary construction compound and two 

potential borrow pits.  

1.5.  Purpose of Pre-Application Consultation (PAC) 

1.5.1. The Applicant is committed to engaging with and seeking the involvement of local communities 

through the development process and understand the value of effective consultation. This PAC 

Report explains how consultation undertaken by the Applicant has informed the finalised layout 

of the Proposed Development throughout the design iteration process.  

1.5.2. This Report supplements the information on engagement provided in the Applicantôs Gatecheck 

Report submitted to the Energy Consents Unit (ECU) in September 2024. 

1.5.3. PAC Reports are not a legislative requirement for applications made to the Scottish Ministers 

under S36 of the Electricity Act 1989. Nevertheless, the Applicant is committed to community 

engagement and as such has prepared this PAC Report in line with best practice to provide 

information on all activities undertaken to engage with the local community and demonstrate 

where local feedback has been considered throughout the design iterations of the Proposed 
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Development. 

2. Planning Policy Context  

2.1 Legislative Background 

2.1.1 The importance of effective community engagement in the planning process is emphasised through 

the introduction of the Community Empowerment (Scotland) Act 20152, which provided a greater 

focus on localism and strengthened local voices in decision-making processes. 

2.1.2 Part 10 of the Act encourages Scottish public authorities to promote and facilitate the participation 

of members of the public in the decisions and activities of the authority, including matters of planning 

and development control. 

2.1.3 By involving people and communities in local decision-making, the community itself becomes 

strengthened and empowered to express their needs to the local authority and therefore the 

authority itself can target its budgets more efficiently. 

2.1.4 By involving people and communities in local decision-making, the community itself becomes 

strengthened and empowered to express their needs to the local authority and therefore the 

authority itself can target its budgets more efficiently. 

2.2 Planning Advice Note 3/2010: Community Engagement 

2.2.1 The Scottish Government produced a Planning Advice Note (PAN) on Community Engagement in 

20103, which highlights the main purposes of community engagement:  

¶ Community engagement must be meaningful and proportionate; and 

¶ Community engagement must happen at an early stage to influence the shape of plans and 

proposals. 

2.2.2 The PAN also states that there is an onus on applicants and their agents to comply with the legal 

requirements to engage with the community before any application is made for a national or major 

development.  

2.3. Energy Consents Unit: Good Practice Guidance for Applications 

under Section 36 and 37 of the Electricity Act 1989 

2.3.1. When applying to the ECU, there are expectations for pre-application consultation and engagement 

that have been established by the Scottish Government. 

2.3.2. Carrying out pre-application consultation with the public is considered good practice and applicants 

should engage meaningfully with local communities who may be affected by the development 

proposals. 

2.3.3. Applicants are expected to hold at least two public consultation events prior to submitting the 

application for their proposed development. These public events should give the local community 

the opportunity to make comments on the proposals and for their opinions to be voiced. The final 

 
 

2 Scottish Government (2015). Community Empowerment (Scotland) Act 2015. Available at 
www.legislation.gov.uk  
3 Scottish Government (2010). Planning Advice Note 3/2010: community engagement. Available at 
www.gov.scot  

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/
http://www.gov.scot/
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consultation event should provide the public with feedback considering their comments and how 

they have contributed to the process. 

3. Overview of Stakeholder Consultation 

3.1 Introduction & Overview  

3.1.1. This Chapter sets out the pre-application consultation undertaken by the Applicant with respect 

to statutory and non-statutory regulatory authorities and interest groups. 

3.1.2. The Applicant, has, throughout the pre-application consultation sought to provide information 

and answer questions regarding the proposed development.  

 

3.1.3. In addition, the Applicant has tried to provide context to the application, explaining the rationale 

for an application and also sought to explain the relationship between this proposed 

development and other proposals in the area.   

 

3.1.4. The Applicant has worked closely with the community to ensure that limited capacity locally has 

been considered, and that it is working alongside other developers in the area to succinctly 

present information about each proposal.  

 

3.1.5. Throughout the pre-application consultation process the applicant has sought to proactively 

share information, address any concerns and answer questions. It is intended that this level of 

communication will continue throughout the determination, construction and operational 

process.  

 

3.2 EIA Scoping 

3.2.1 The purpose of EIA Scoping is to provide information on the likely environmental implications of a 

Proposed Development and determine the scope and extent of issues to be addressed. 

3.2.2 Following the initial THC pre-application process on 23 November 2022, the Applicant wrote to key 

stakeholders in November 2022 including NatureScot (NS) and the Scottish Environment Protection 

Agency (SEPA) to advise them of the emerging plans for the Proposed Development and 

submission of the EIA Scoping Report. 

3.2.3 The EIA Scoping Report was subsequently submitted along with a request for an EIA Scoping 

Opinion to the ECU in August 2023 and registered under reference ECU00004904. 

3.2.4 The scoping layout consisted of nine turbines at 200m tip height. 

3.2.5 A Scoping Opinion was issued by the ECU on 13 December 2023 and included responses from the 

organisations, outlined in Table 3.1. This provides further detail of consultations undertaken with 

relevant regulatory bodies, together with action undertaken by the Applicant in response to 

consultation feedback. 

3.2.6 Scoping responses were received from the following organisations shown in Table 3.1. 
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3.2.7 Prior to an application being submitted, there is a two-stage "Gate Check" process. For Gate Check 
stage 1, applicants must provide a Gate Check 1 report which sets out the how the applicant is 
going to address the matters set out in the scoping opinion in the EIA Report and includes details 
on engagement, insofar as who was consulted and how their views were taken forward in the EIA 
Report 

3.2.8 Details of relevant consultations and the measures taken to address the advice received through 

the EIA scoping process have been detailed in the Gatecheck 1 Report submitted to the ECU. 

Chapter 4: Approach to EIA provides specific details on where the EIA has responded to the 

advice received throughout the scoping process.  

3.3 Overview of Consultation & Engagement 

3.3.1 The Applicant has been actively engaged with key consultees throughout the Scoping process. 

Beyond these formal engagement platforms, the Applicant continued to engage in further 

consultation to confirm and agree the scope of technical surveys and approach to the EIA Report. 

3.3.2 Since the submission of the Scoping Report the Applicant has undertaken consultation with 

multiple organisations. A summary of consultation is provided in Table 3.2 below and detailed 

further in Section 4 of this report. 

 

               Table 3.1 ï EIA Scoping Opinion, Responses Received 

Consultee 

Aberdeen International Airport  Joint Radio Company  

BT Group  NATS Safeguarding  

Cairngorms National Park Authority  NatureScot  

Crown Estate Scotland  Royal Society for the Protection of Birds 

(RSPB) 

Defence Infrastructure Organisation  Scottish Environment Protection Agency 

(SEPA) 

Edinburgh Airport  Scottish Forestry  

Glasgow Airport  Scottish Water  

Glasgow Prestwick Airport  Scotways  

The Highland Council Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society  

Highlands and Islands Airport Limited  Strathdearn Community Council  

Historic Environment Scotland Transport Scotland  
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Table 3.2 ï Record of Engagement 

Consultee Date  Persons  Description of 
Correspondence  

ECU  30/06/2021 The Applicant to ECU Notification that Applicant is 
considering a 9-turbine 
wind energy development 
and are undertaking a 
detailed feasibility 
assessment. 

20/09/2022 The Applicant to ECU Notification of application 
and request for meeting to 
discuss details of the 
Proposed Development. 
Meeting held on 
08/11/2022. 

The Highland Council (THC) 26/02/2021 The Applicant to THC Request for Private Water 
Supply (PWS) information. 

03/03/2021 THC to the Applicant PWS register provided 

30/06/2021 The Applicant to THC Notification that Applicant is 
considering a 9-turbine 
wind energy development 
and are undertaking a 
detailed feasibility 
assessment. 

02/09/2022 The Applicant to THC Notice of application and 
request for pre-application 
advice. 

08/09/2022 The Applicant to THC Enquiry regarding 
availability for a Wind Farm 
Design Workshop. 

23/11/2022 Applicant, THC, ECU, 
SEPA, NS 

Pre-application meeting 

21/12/2022 THC to Applicant Issue of Pre-Application 
Advice Pack 

12/02/2024 The Applicant to THC Request to arrange a 
design workshop with the 
THC. THC acknowledged 
and forwarded request to 
case officer. 

26/03/2024 Applicantôs Landscape 
Consultant to THC 

Consultation and 
agreement on proposed 
final viewpoint list (refer to 
Appendix 1). 

02/05/2024 The Applicant to THC Request to case officer at 
THC to arrange a design 



7  

   

workshop. No response 
received to date. 

02/05/2024 The Applicant to THC Query to THC on one of the 
statements provided in 
THCôs scoping response. 
Request to confirm that the 
preapplication service the 
Applicant has undertaken 
satisfies the requirement for 
the Applicant to submit the 
proposal for major pre-
application advice as noted 
in THCôs scoping response. 
No response received to 
date. 

NS 09/03/2020 Applicantôs 
Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to NS 

Request for advice on the 
need for goose migration 
VP surveys and surveys for 
other species, especially 
capercaillie, near SPA 
forests. 

06/04/2020 NS to the Applicant Advised that Capercaillie 
should be a key focus of 
surveys due to potential 
movement between nearby 
SPAs. 

08/04/2020 Applicantôs 
Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to NS 

Requesting confirmation 
that Vantage Point 
coverage is suitable. 
Response from NS 
confirming that Vantage 
Point approach seems 
reasonable. 

11/01/2021 The Applicant to NS Request for feedback 
following completion of first 
six months or ornithology 
surveys covering the 2020 
breeding season. Request 
for comments and 
recommendations regarding 
survey methods and initial 
results. Informing NS that 
due to limitations on access 
to Glenkirk Forest, 
capercaillie surveys will not 
be possible. Request for 
clarification on what type of 
information will be required 
given limitation. 

01/03/2021 NS to the Applicant Response providing 
feedback on ornithology 
survey methodology, 
including recommendation 
for 2nd year of bird survey 
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work. Guidance on 
surveying capercaillie and 
assessment of potential 
collision risk provided. 

20/04/2021 The Applicant to NS Clarification on points 
raised within NS 
correspondence with 
regards to ornithology and 
ecology surveys on 
01/03/2021. 

14/05/2021 NS to the Applicant Feedback on approach to 
bird survey and assessment 
of areas where access is 
restricted. 

26/03/2024 Applicantôs Landscape 

Consultant to NS 

Highland Council and 
NatureScot requests for 
additional L&V viewpoints 
and Proposed Dark Sky 
Viewpoints. 

20/05/2024 NS to the Applicant NS provided feedback on 
proposed viewpoint 
locations and 
photomontages to be 
included. Wireline from 
Cromdale Hills requested. 

03/07/2024 The Applicant to NS Requested wireline from 
Cromdale Hills provided. 

29/07/2024 NS to the Applicant NS confirmed they were 
content for wireline to be 
provided from Cromdale 
Hills and from Cromdale 
Hills and inclusion of a dark 
sky hours visualisation from 
Craigowrie. 

SEPA 04/07/2024 The Applicantôs 
Geology Consultant to 
SEPA 

Request for meeting to 
discuss and receive 
feedback on design chill 
layout. 

05/07/2024 SEPA to the Applicant Request for Applicant to 
submit plans via email for 
SEPA to review and consult 
internally. 

09/08/2024 Applicant to SEPA Update provided on design 
and request for feedback. 

28/08/2024 SEPA to Applicant Feedback provided on 
infrastructure layout, 
particularly regarding track 
layout. 
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04/09/2024 The Applicant to SEPA Outlining reasons why 
current route chosen is 
most suitable from an 
engineering perspective. 

Historic Environment Scotland 
(HES) 

29/04/2021 Applicantôs Heritage 
Consultant to HES 

Introduction to Proposed 
Development. Request for 
comments on any features 
within Site or nearby 
designated assets that raise 
concerns. Offer to meet to 
discuss. 

03/06/2021 HES to the Applicant Confirmation of review of 
consultation materials and 
provision of feedback on 
recommended scope of 
baseline assessment for 
Feasibility Study. 

11/03/2024 The Applicant to HES Provision of draft wirelines 
and request for a meeting 
to discuss layout. 

02/05/2024 HES to the Applicant Feedback on draft 
visualisations provided by 
Applicant. Request for 
photomontages and 
metadata for wirelines 

07/05/2024 The Applicant to HES Updated set of wirelines 
with metadata information 
issued. Request for 
feedback on design and 
meeting to discuss. HES 
advised that they would not 
provide detailed comment 
until they had received 
photomontage 
visualisations. 

18/07/2024 The Applicant to HES Update on progress with 
design and photomontage 
photography. 

15/08/2024 The Applicant to HES Draft visualisations 
provided for requested 
heritage assets, including 
cumulative wind farm 
schemes. Request for 
feedback on visualisations 
and offer for a meeting to 
discuss. 

06/09/2024 HES to the Applicant Feedback on the draft 
visualisations provided to 
HES where HES note that 
they are content that Isle of 
Moy fortified island 
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(SM1231), Banchor cairn 
(SM11814), Edinchat cairn 
(SM11734) and Ruthven 
depopulated township 
(SM11901) are unlikely to 
experience significant 
effects from the Proposed 
Development. Request to 
discuss relocation of 
turbines to reduce impacts 
to Lochindorb Castle SM. A 
meeting was held on 17 
September 2024 to further 
discuss the matters raised. 
It was agreed sequential 
visualisations along the 
shore from Lochindorb 
would be produced. 

3.3.3 As a result of the feedback received during this consultation process and site surveys informing 

design, the Applicant has designed Layout E which is shown in Figure 9. In accordance with the 

comments received, Layout E was informed by Stage 2 peat probing of the turbine infrastructure 

locations. It involves micrositing T2, T3, T5, T6 and T7 to reduce the impacts to peat.  

3.3.4 The design evolution of the Proposed Development is summarised in Section 4 of this PAC 

Report and is discussed further in Chapter 2: Site Selection and Design of the EIAR. 

4 Community Consultation 

4.1 Introduction 

4.1.1 This section sets out engagement activities undertaken by the Applicant with the local 

community, key stakeholders and community groups, including community councils, to inform 

the design process.  

4.1.2 Community engagement is a key element of the consenting process. At all times, the Applicant 

has sought to ensure that the local communities are fully informed of the Proposed Development. 

4.1.3 Throughout the pre-application consultation, local stakeholders have been provided with 

opportunities to provide comment on the proposals, have been notified in advance of events and 

advised on changes to the proposals or application timeframes.  

4.1.4 Communicating information about the project has been at the forefront of engagement and the 

Applicant has employed several methods to share information locally. This has included distributing 

newsletters to all households within a 10km radius of the wind farm (which was subsequently 

increased in response to feedback, to a 10km radius and the Strathdearn Community Council 

boundary); creating a dedicated project website (www.balnespickwindfarm.co.uk), attending 

meetings and hosting events; and providing information for local newsletters and newspapers. This 

has been combined with regular telephone calls, email contact and face-to-face meetings. 

4.1.5 The Applicant has always sought to provide a dedicated point of contact ï telephone numbers and 

email addresses ï and encourage residents to get in touch with any queries. The project website 

has also provided a useful stream of information about the Proposed Development, events and 

background information.  

4.1.6 These communication methods will remain in place throughout the determination process and 

beyond.   
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4.2 Community Organisations 

4.2.1 The Applicant recognises that the communities closest to the proposals are represented by a 

variety of organisations, including community councils.  

4.2.2 The Applicant considered the ZTV for the project and identified that the communities within a 10km 

radius of the wind farm could be considered as experiencing varying impacts from the project ï 

such as transport and visual impact.  

4.2.3 Therefore, the following community councils were communicated with throughout the pre-

application consultation process included:  

¶ Strathdearn Community Council; 

¶ Dulnain Bridge Community Council; 

¶ Cawdor and West Nairnshire Community Council; 

¶ Carrbridge Community Council; and 

¶ East Nairnshire Community Council. 

4.2.4 It is recognised that Community Councils within the Highland Council area have experienced a 

particularly tumultuous period of which there has been limited representatives to enable community 

councils to continue. However, the Applicant has sought to continue to inform representatives of all 

bodies ï despite their operation or not.  

4.2.5 In addition, in light of the intermittent presence of community councils during the consultation period, 

the Applicant has sought to identify alternative means of communication with local residents and 

key community groups. This has included seeking to inform Community Trust representatives, for 

instance Carrbridge Ahead.  

4.2.6 Ahead of submitting the Scoping Report to the ECU, the Applicant wrote to all community councils 
and local stakeholders to advise them of the proposed development and offered a face-to-face 
meeting and/or telephone call.  
 

4.2.7 This engagement was supplemented with ongoing one-to-one contact with members of the local 
community, neighbours to the site, other groups and key stakeholders, as required.  
 

4.2.8 Throughout the consultation process the Applicant has sought to attend community council 
meetings and provide an update on the proposals. This outreach resulted in a telephone call with 
the Strathdearn Community Council Chair (September 2023), and subsequent meetings with 
Strathdearn Community Council (September, October and December 2023). The Applicant 
attended a Strathdearn Community Council meeting in March 2024 and has continued contact with 
the community council throughout the pre-application consultation process.  
 

4.2.9 In addition, the Applicant has remained in contact with Dulnain Bridge Community Council 
representatives and has sought to update and inform Carrbridge Ahead in the absence of a 
constituted community council.  

 

4.2.10 Community Council meetings and conversations have been supplemented with regular written 

updates at key project milestones, including invitations and notifications of key events.  

 

 

4.2.11 The information provided by local groups and gathered through contact with the community councils 

helped to shape wider public consultation. Specifically, it helped to guide engagement surrounding 

community benefit and also helped to encourage a coalition of developers in the area to collaborate 

and agree to align, where possible, on key topics in the future such as community benefit, habitat 

management and traffic and transport. This also resulted in the delivery of a coffee morning further 
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information can be found on this in section 4.7 of this report.  

 

4.3 Wider Engagement  

4.3.1 Throughout the consultation process, the Applicant has sought to engage the wider community and 

local interest groups, as well as interact with key local stakeholders including ward councillors and 

local MSPs and MPs.  

4.3.2 This contact has included regular written updates on the proposals, invitations, and notifications of 

key events. This is in addition to and offering one-to-one meetings throughout the consultation 

process.  

4.4 Supply Chain Engagement  

4.4.1 With an established presence in neighbouring Moray, the Applicant already draws on the supply 

chain in the Highlands.   

4.4.2 The applicants existing wind farms in Moray, have to date, delivered:  

¶ £289 million of contracts with Scottish businesses; 

¶ 142 construction jobs (Full Time Equivalent);  

¶ 1,422 construction job years (Per Year Equivalent); 

¶ 73 operational and maintenance jobs (Per Time Equivalent); 

¶ £3.1 million funding for the local community throughout the lifespan of the wind farms; and 

¶ £141 million contribution to Scottish GVA 

 

4.4.3 Drawing on this local experience, the Applicant will continue to pursue the local supply chain 

surrounding Balnespick Wind Farm. Communication surrounding the project has encouraged local 

suppliers to register their services with the Applicant and to discuss the opportunities to be involved 

in the construction and operation of the Proposed Development. 

4.4.4 To support future engagement, the Applicant is a member of the Inverness Chamber of Commerce. 

The Applicant intends to work with the Chamber of Commerce to pursue further interaction with 

local service providers.  

 

4.5 Public Consultation Events  

4.5.1 In addition to direct and written engagement with stakeholders, the Applicant held two rounds of 

events at pivotal points in the consultation process.  

4.5.2 The first series of events were held following the submission of the Scoping Report to the Scottish 

Government and were intended to introduce the proposals and provide an opportunity to discuss 

the process that the Applicant would be following prior to submission of an application.   

4.5.3 The second series of events were held prior to the application submission, seeking to provide further 

information on the plans, demonstrate how they had developed and explain how the Applicant had 

responded to feedback gathered.  



13  

   

4.5.4 Each series of events consisted of two days of events in different locations ï Strathdearn and 

Carrbridge. The venues were selected for a variety of reasons, including the settlements proximity 

to the site ï ensuring that the events were convenient for community attendance.   

4.5.5 These events were designed to attract local residents and key stakeholders and provided the 

opportunity to meet with members of the development team, view the proposals, ask questions and 

submit their feedback.  

4.5.6 All of the events were advertised through a variety of communication methods. These included:  

¶ An information leaflet / invitation, feedback form and freepost envelope issued to all 

households within 10 km of the development site (this 10km radius was amended for 

the second exhibition to ensure that included all of the Strathdearn Community Council 

boundary 

4.5.7 Advertising in The Strathspey and Badenoch Herald and the Inverness Courier in 2023 for the first 

consultation events (see Appendix B) as well as in 2024 to advertise the second consultation event 

(see Appendix D) 

¶ Social media promotion (see Appendix F)  

¶ Direct engagement with key stakeholders including community councils, ward 

councillors, MSPs and MPs (to include a digital poster to share on their own social 

media / local noticeboards) 

4.5.8 Members of the public unable to attend the events were encouraged to view the materials online at 

www.balnespickwindfarm.com. The opportunity to submit questions and request additional 

information via email, text and/or by phone was also provided.  

4.6 First Round of Public Consultation Events ï October 2023  

4.6.1 For the first round of public exhibitions the applicant considered it important to provide ample 

opportunity for local residents and interested parties to view the proposals, meet the team and have 

their questions answered.  

4.6.2 These exhibitions were held on:  

¶ 3rd October 2023: 11 am to 7:30 pm at The Auditorium in Strathdearn; and 

¶ 4th October 2023: 11 am to 7:30 pm at the Carrbridge Village Hall. 

4.6.3 The purpose of the exhibition was to introduce the Applicant, outline the initial proposals for the site, 

explain the forthcoming consultation process and gather feedback. The exhibition materials were 

also available online, alongside a mechanism by which to provide feedback. The exhibition 

materials are included in Appendix B. 

4.6.4 Visitors to the events were able to speak to members of the team, have their questions answered 

and provide their feedback ï either at the event, online or by post.  

4.6.5  The first community consultation event was well attended. A total of 53 feedback forms were 

completed. A summary of the feedback received is shown in Table 4.1. 

4.6.6 The feedback revealed that 77% of respondents supported the proposals, 11% did not support and 

10% were unsure.  
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Table 4.1 ï Summary of written feedback from first consultation event 

Feedback Question  Public Responses  

 Yes  No  Unsure  

Do you agree that there 

is a need to generate 

more renewable 

energy? 

47 3 1 

Do you support our 
proposals? 

 

41 6 5 

Do you have any initial 

comments or questions 

on the proposal 

presented? 

22 20 5 

Comments/Questions? How does the proposed community contribution compare with other 

recent schemes in the area? 

What would be the community benefit associated with the project? 

Would this project benefit communities with regards to costs of 

electricity? 

I strongly support onshore wind farms and personally I think that they 

enhance the tourism experience 

Would local schools (Carrbridge and Strathdearn) benefit from the 

project? 

How does the proposed community contribution compare with other 

recent schemes in the area? 

Do you have any ideas 

or suggestions as to 

how we can shape the 

community benefit 

offering to make it more 

appropriate to the local 

area? 

Would like to see the immediate local area benefit from the community 
fund rather than a larger project in Inverness. Would like to see a 
community benefit that reaches every member of our community such 
as a community domestic hot water scheme or lower electricity costs 
for the village. 

 

Help with electric bills. 

I am director of Carrbridge Ahead, a local community company and 
recipient of funds from Tom Na Clach. We would be interested in 
exploring ways to target benefit at addressing fuel poverty  
 

Supporting young people of the area, developing pathways for young 
people to get into the renewable sector. Also supporting by keeping the 
young people employed locally 
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4.6 Second Round of Public Consultation Events 

4.6.1 The second round of public exhibitions were held ahead of the application submission. It was 

intended that these events would demonstrate how the plans had evolved, and any changes made 

in response to feedback gathered during the pre-application consultation process. The events also 

provided the opportunity to have further questions answered and to comment on the plans.  

4.6.2 Further to discussions with the local community and feedback at the first round of public consultation 

events, the leaflet for the exhibitions (distributed to local households to encourage attendance) 

included additional information on the opportunities presented by the community benefit associated 

with the development.  

4.6.3 A survey was included within the leaflet, asking for views on the community benefit and how local 

residents felt that this could be shaped. A summary of this is included in Table 4.2. 

4.6.4 The Applicant is committed to continuing discussions with local residents regarding their aspirations 

for community benefit. However, at this stage, there is a strong preference locally for an electricity 

discount scheme or the delivery of an energy efficiency scheme to support a reduction in energy 

consumption.  

4.6.5 The exhibition materials were also available online throughout the events, alongside mechanisms 

by which to feedback. The exhibition materials can be found in Appendix D.  

4.6.6 The events were scheduled to take place across two days. The timing of the events had been 

altered following the first round to ensure that the team were able to capture local footfall.  

4.6.7 These events were held: 

¶ 27th August 2024: 12 noon to 8 pm at The Auditorium in Strathdearn; and 

¶ 28th August 2024: 11 am to 6 pm at the Carrbridge Village Hall. 

4.6.8 The second public consultation events were also well attended and 17 feedback forms were 

completed. A summary of the feedback received is shown in Table 4.2.  

4.6.9 The feedback revealed that 71% of respondents supported the proposals, 23% did not support and 

6% were unsure.  

Put electricity car charging points around the village - at present only 
have ones by community centre. If we are to move the renewable 
energy for our cars too we need better access. 

Any further comments Please review your proposals with a view to reducing the visual impact 

as seen from Carrbridge.  This may mean moving them north and/or 

reducing the height of the machines at the southernmost locations I've 

noted above. 

Are there any plans to generate hydrogen with the surplus electricity 
generated overnight when the grid demand is lower? Would like to see 
homes in the village benefitting from battery storage systems charged 
by the surplus energy the wind farm generates at night or when grid 
demand drops. 

 

How do I go about getting grants for batteries for my PV? 

Company to make sure that everyone in the community is informed as 
to how this money is spent and ensure there inclusive and transparent 
decision making 
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Table 4.2 ï Summary of written feedback from second consultation event  

Feedback Questions  Public Responses  

 Yes  No  Unsure  

Do you agree that 

there is a need to 

generate more 

renewable energy? 

12 3 2 

Do you support our 

proposal? 

12 4 1 

Do you have any initial 

comments or 

questions on the 

proposal presented?  

6 9 2 

Comments/Questions? 
Positive development for our area. 

I support any form of natural resources in supporting local and national 
needs. 

Regarding the routeéto the site through theéon the A938 The surface 
from the 20mph is in bad shape. I should like it resurfaced before started 
and checked over afterwards. 
 

Is there a case for installing more than 9 turbines?  

How are you going to link cash benefits to adding value to public 
services? 

Do you have any ideas 

or suggestions as to 

how we can shape the 

community benefit 

offering to make it 

more appropriate to 

the local area? 

Individuals to apply directly to fund with receipted expenses annually. 
Extracurricular energy and educational projects by local groups  
 

Collaborate with public sector and hospitality sector to resource 
sustainable housing. 

Make our electric cheaper. Give money to affordable housing. 

No strong views on community benefit 

The winter can be quite long and drawn out in Tomatin. I think a scheme 
that lowers energy costs for residents would be a great way to help 
residents. As it must be awful to go through a winter worrying about 
heating costs. 

Any further 

comments?  

I live next to 13 turbines and they are unsightly. The moors should be 
devoid of them and the noise is bad. 

This will also be visible from the A9, affecting the views for tourism to the 
Highlands and in particular the upcoming Tomatin Trading development 
site in the village. 

Strathnairn community benefit fund operates well (previously we lived in 
the catchment) 

Maybe donating a log splitter to the community or something similar that 
locals could all borrow during the year would benefit a lot of people. 

Remove the top 4 turbines (Carn Iain Ruaidh) A 200m turbine near the 
summit at around 615m altitude is disproportionate 

thank you for your consideration 
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Initially my concerns 
are: 
 

1. How this development contributes to all other proposed developments 
for wind farms. Iôm confused as to what has been developed, extended, 
received consent, is proposed, is pre planning, in the pipeline all with 
separate community benefits and environmental impact assessment / 
conservation reports. There is no overall contextualising of how these 
schemes will be parts of the sum of the whole. 
  
2. Unknown connection route or visual impact of consequential network 
infrastructure if scheme consented this being subject to an SSEN 
application. This needs to be known now to help consider overall 
impacts. 
  
3. Real concern at visual impact to the north of Carrbridge on what is an 
ancient and un broken natural horizon. Impact at sunsets and CAA 
aviation red lights at night giving an urban night scape. 
  
4. As above for 2&3 above for neighbouring proposed wind farms with 
same impact - sum of the whole as all applications potential consented. 
Itôs just confusing to try and understand or piece together. 
  
5. Impact of access from A9 or Dava Moor at time of approved 
infrastructure upgrade to A9. 
  
6. Environmental impact to bird life - in context of all neighbouring 
extensions, approvals, proposals - again ósum of parts of the wholeô 
  
7. Proximity to Strathnethy communities and the Cairngorms National 
Park. Visual impact from the Cairngorm Massif. 
  
8. Community benefits - highest Standing Charges in UK but no benefit 
from wind farm development and proposed heights with associated 
impact advised required to maximise energy generation and exporting 
to households and to cheapest uk areas. Contributions seem to be 
multiple and confusing amongst all developers.  Community energy 
contributions should be 100% or more as % of feed in to grid. 
  
9. Concern at difficulties of existing supplier grid connections and 
payments to not to contribute to grid after development giving sense of 
confusion and perceived post development lack of accountability to 
communities. 
  
Overall I object to this development currently on basis of where it sits 
with all other proposals being pursued by individual investing institutions 
and developers in proximity to one of the most protected and sensitive 
landscape environments within the UK and Europe, 
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4.7 Ongoing Engagement  

4.7.1 In what is thought to be a first-of-its-kind initiative, the Applicant is working with the other 

developers involved in wind farm proposals in the local area. They have been collaborating to 

provide opportunities for the local community to engage with all proposals in a friendly, informal 

setting. Ensuring that everyone can access clear, transparent information at the same time.  

 

4.7.2 The Applicant, alongside the other developers arranged a community coffee morning at the 

Strathdearn Hub, from 10am ï 12noon on Saturday 30th November. Advertisements for this event 

were published by a post on the Applicants Facebook profile on the 12th November 2024 (see 

Appendix F).  

 

4.7.3 The event was intended to make it easy for residents to engage with the developers, understand 

each projects progress and get up-to-date information on each proposal prior to an application 

submission.  

 

4.7.4 It is the intention of the Applicant to continue to pursue collaborative working opportunities with 

other developers in the local area ï identifying how they can align on subjects including 

community benefit, habitat enhancement and traffic and transport.  

 

5. Design Iterations  

5.1 Summary of Design Iterations  

5.1.1 The layout of the Proposed Development has been an iterative process which started in 2019, each 

time taking into consideration information gathered at the site or comments from consultees, as well 

as the professional judgement of technical experts. 

5.1.2 Since the submission of the EIA Scoping Report and the receipt of the EIA Scoping Opinion the 
Applicant has undertaken design iterations to maximise the capacity of the Proposed Development 
while minimising the environmental impacts. 

5.1.3 Chapter 4: Approach to EIA of the EIA Report also provides specific details on where the 

EIA has responded to advice and comments received from the EIA Scoping process. Chapter 

2: Site Selection and Design provides further information on the overall rationale behind the 

deign evolution. 

5.2 Turbine Layout  

5.2.1 An initial design layout was developed through a desk-based study, the design comprised 29 

turbines and sought to maximise wind yield. After further desk-based and on-site research, including 

peat depth surveys, landscape visual reviews and consideration of environmental constraints the 

initial design evolved. From the data gathered, the final design of a nine turbine layout with tip height 

of 200 m has been chosen with micrositing done to several of the turbines to minimize impacts on 

peat. Chapter 2: Site Selection and Design of the EIAR discusses this in further detail.  

5.2.2 The main iterations are described below within Table 5.1 and shown on Figure 8. These iterations 

have taken into consideration the existing tracks and on-site environmental and engineering 

constraints to reduce the impacts on the wider landscape and avoid watercourses and sensitive 

habitats. The current Proposed Development Layout is shown on Figure 9. 



19  

   

 

Table 5.1 ï Design Iterations to date 

Design Iteration No. Turbines  Date  Description  

A (Figure 8) 29 Nov 2020 Initial turbine layout, comprising 29 

turbines and seeking to maximise wind 

yield. This layout was informed through 

a óGate Bô feasibility assessment, 

including a landscape and visual 

review, peat probing surveys and 

consultation with NS and the 

Cairngorm National Park (CNP). 

B (Figure 8) 23 April 2021 T1, T2, T3, T4, T7 & T28 excluded from 

initial assessment due to being outside 

of the turbine development area The 

turbine development area was 

established following the initial 

landscape and visual review. 

C (Figure 8) Scoping 

Layout 

9 2021 Following a óGate Cô feasibility 

assessment which involved detailed 

consideration of environmental 

constraints identified through 

observations on site and desk-based 

background information, a 9-turbine 

layout was produced, largely driven by 

landscape and visual assessment. 

This layout, with an associated on-site 

battery energy storage system (BESS), 

was taken forward for Scoping in 2023, 

with a maximum tip height of 200 m. 

Turbine numbers were renumbered 

from T1-T9 to avoid confusion. 

D (Figure 8) 9 April 2024 Micrositing of T2, T3 T5, T6, T8, and 

T9 to shallower areas of peat based on 

Stage 1 100 m grid peat probing data. 

Access route via B9007 was taken 

forward. New access track to connect 

the site to the existing track between 

Tom nan Clach Wind Farm and the 

B9007 produced. This layout was 

considered a ódesign chillô 

E (Figure 9) 9 July 2024 During a design meeting with the EIA 

Technical Team, T2, T3, T5, T6 and T7 

were microsited to avoid areas of 

deeper peat using Stage 2 peat 
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6.  Community Benefit 
6.1.1 The Applicant is focussed on ensuring that its wind farms are an asset to the local area, supporting 

the local economy and helping the local community to realise its ambitions. Every year the applicant 

provides over £600,000 to eligible communities surrounding its wind farms, amounting to more than 

£7m to date. 

6.1.2 The Proposed Development would deliver a community benefit package of £5,000 per MW of 

installed capacity (index linked). This would be for the 35-year lifetime of the project, 

approximately £324,000 per year ï almost £10m in a 35-year period.  

 

6.1.3 The Applicant is committed to working closely with the communities surrounding the wind farm to 

ensure that the community benefit can help to address identified local challenges. Strathdearn 

and Carrbridge are both communities very experienced in the management and delivery of 

community benefit funds. In addition, it is apparent from the feedback gathered throughout the 

pre-application consultation process that there are many strong feelings locally about the delivery 

of any community benefit funding.  

 

6.1.4 In response to feedback from the local community, the applicant committed to undertaking 

consultation locally, in advance of an application, to understand the wider views of the community 

to ensure that any future community benefit fund can help to support their aspirations.  

 

6.1.5 Information relating to the opportunities for community benefit were included, in detail, in the 

leaflet which was delivered to households locally ahead of the second round of public exhibitions. 

This information explained a variety of options, including:  

 

¶ Creating a community benefit fund that is managed locally and compliments existing 

funds in operation;  

¶ Delivering a Local Energy Discount Scheme; 

¶ Creating a Home Energy Efficiency Programme; and  

¶ Delivering something entirely new ï decided by local residents  

6.1.6 Accompanying the information was a survey asking a series of questions about preferences for 

uses relating to the community benefit fund. The findings are presented in Table 6.1.   

6.1.7 It is anticipated that the Applicant, should the project be consented, will work with the local 

communities to bring forward a community benefit fund that helps to support a sustainable 

community deliver their own aspirations.  

6.1.8 The Applicant acknowledges that community benefit is only one economic and social driver of an 

application and has been exploring the ways by which it can contribute towards the delivery of a 

probing data completed on the design 

chill layout. T1 and T4 moved to areas 

with greater wind yield. Access route 

from Tom nan Clach was microsited to 

avoid areas of deeper peat where 

possible following peat survey of 

previous route in design chill. This 

layout is the current Proposed 

Development layout. 
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sustainable Highland economy. This is presented in detail in Chapter 13: Socio-economics, 

Tourism and Recreation of the EIAR and includes:   

¶ Exploring the potential to construct a private wire of electricity to Tomatin Distillery ï 

supporting the operations to reduce cost, improve sustainability and continue to operate 

economically; and  

¶ Joining the Highland Tourism Community Interest Company as a sponsor of its Highland 

Renewables Activity.  

6.1.9 Overall, the Application and its associated benefits focus on achieving a lasting legacy for the local 

community and the Highland economy.  

 

Table 6.1 ï Summary of responses to community benefit survey  

Question Public Response 

Q1  Yes  No  Unsure  

Would you like to see 

a community benefit 

fund designed to 

complement existing 

funding? 

13 10 1 

Any Comments Depends on what the funds will be used for   

If it includes new initiatives - local energy discount scheme and energy 

efficiency programme. If not no  

If the wind farm is unavoidable  

It is frittered away on grandiose schemes  

Should be a supplement to existing schemes already in area and be 

designed to have minimal extra admin for those managing/applying  

no because the benefit money is currently administered by 'our 

community' company who operate behind closed doors and do not 

represent the community  

The money would be best suited to being distributed to households 

individually to help with energy bills (gas, electric or for solar panels or 

improvements to their home)  

We have two children locally at school primary age and would benefit 

greatly from grand fund assistance for them to attend local activities with 

expenses attached to them, sports, music lessons, arts, child care and 

extra curricular  
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Cancel as visual affects us badly  

Combine both community benefit fund (25%) and energy discount 

scheme (75%) 

Definitely not as we have difficulty in using up our existing funding  

There is an already existing community benefit fund and infrastructure 

as a result of Tom Nan Clach windfarm. It would not need any new 

structures other than an additional element of booking by Carrbridge 

Ahead. 

Discount on electricity bills 

The community has more money floating around its bank account than 

it knows what to do with. Only certain people seem to benefit. A better 

use of funds would be much more beneficial to most if it was direct to 

individual houses to help with oil/gas/electricity bills. 

Q2 Yes  No  Unsure  

Would you like to see 

an energy discount 

scheme delivered 

locally? 

25   

Any Comments More benefit to all households equally  

If the wind farm is unavoidable  

That would be of a true benefit  

Extend the radius to 20km. Make sure application to join is simple. Bring 

into effect from project commencement not completion as folk deserve 

compensation for construction related disruption.  

The Community Council has had lots of funding over the years and I 

think its about time the local residents benefited directly.  

Great initiative to help local people working and children in school locally 

and despite having two jobs due to the cost of the living increases very 

much feel the impact of energy costs.  

This would be more suitable use of windfarm money delivered direct to 

residents 

Energy prices remain high & winter temperatures are lower in the area 

so an energy discount scheme for all residents would be of benefit.  

see above 
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Q3 Yes  No  Unsure  

Would you like to see 

an energy efficiency 

scheme delivered 

locally? 

21 2 4 

Any Comments More sustainable for the longer run compared to an energy discount 

scheme. However as I live in a new build, not of that much value to 

myself  

If this is in addition to energy discount scheme. Yes. No otherwise.  

If the wind farm is unavoidable   

Again keep application process simple. Make available to all regardless 

of income status  

This might help lots of households  

Not to get permission as bribe 

Open to everyone, not just means tested top ups. As previous, 

everybody will be visually impacted by the wind farm and ongoing 

operations and maintenance  

National schemes seem to be an 'all or nothing' option whereas a local 

scheme could be more flexible enabling local traders to deliver what a 

household agrees to  

Means tested  

Q4 Locally  Regionally  Both  

Where would you like 

to see a community 

benefit fund delivered? 

23  2 

Any Comments  Could see the possibility of the three Straths joining together to create 

projects for the community that donôt overlap. E.g. Funding for arts/music 

as joint project workshops over the summer period, learning new 

instrument or painting or singing for adults and children 

All communities impacted should have access to funds 

Not at all cancel project  

Local impact therefore local decision making similar to Hadyard Hill W/F 

Community Fund. Local improvements (5G masts, DAB Radio coverage 

and other local shortfalls) 
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Impact local residents in the area 

To individual households 

Q5  1 2 3 

Can you please rank 

the following in order of 

importance to you with 

1 being the most 

important and 3 being 

the least? 

Energy 

Efficiency 

Scheme  

3 14 6 

Energy 

Discount 

Scheme  

17 3 2 

Community 

Benefit Fund 

3 5 11 

Other     

Q5  

Do you have any other 

ideas for utilising the 

community benefit 

from Balnespick Wind 

Farm? 

Consider creating a local energy efficiency officer role to help folk access 

funds. Install public EV chargers. 

Maybe the chance for young school leavers to gain employment as 

trainee technicians or similar with local wind farms  

Our electric use is high because we have just bought an electric car to 

replace high emission cost diesel car. However, despite us both working 

due to increases in cost of living, household costs are high and enything 

that can be offered to alleviate this would be of great value and 

appreciated at this time. We are just about to pay for charge point 

installation for an EV. Although from an energy and environmental 

perspective this is the right thing to do compared to continuing to run 

diesel or petrol cards there is no grant application scheme to help with 

high installation costs in highland for people living and working locally. 

See comments above. Subsidise and enable local investment. 5G 

Blackspots, telephone blackspots, Community Resilience Funding - 

snow, power cuts, village hall, hotel, catering, warm centres 

Tree planting (indigenous), planted strategically to absorb and dissipate 

noise from the turbines 
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7. Summary and Conclusion 
7.1.1 The Applicant has carried out meaningful engagement and appropriate times with key 

stakeholders regarding the Proposed Development. Successful community consultation and 

information events were held where feedback on the proposals was gathered, analysed, and 

taken into consideration. 

7.1.2 The final layout has been directly informed by this consultation and a robust design iteration 

process, exemplified by the reduction in the number and height of turbines across the site. 

7.1.3 As with any development, a balance needs to be struck in terms of the ability to incorporate 

suggested comments received during PAC, whilst being able to bring forward a viable and 

deliverable proposal. The potential effects on the surrounding area were identified as a 

fundamental design consideration during consultation and the Applicant is committed to 

addressing any impacts via the implementation of mitigation measures as set out in the EIA 

Report. 

7.1.4 From the outset, the Applicant has undertaken comprehensive and inclusive consultation and 

has sought to ensure that all those with an interest in the proposals have had an opportunity to 

review and comment through appropriate and varied channels. The Applicant is committed to 

ongoing engagement and consultation with key stakeholders throughout all phases of the 

development process.
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Figure 7 
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 Figure 8 
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Figure 9 
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Appendix A: Project Website   
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Appendix B: Round 1 of Public Consultation Advertisements 

Newspaper Advertisement: 2023 
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Round 1: Posters  
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Round 1: Brochure  
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Round 1: Feedback Form  
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Round 1: Leaflet  
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Appendix C: Round 1 Exhibition Pictures  
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