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1.1 Background 

1.1.1 Fred. Olsen Renewables (hereafter referred to as ‘the Applicant’) intends to apply to the Scottish 
Ministers for Section 36 (S36) consent and deemed planning permission, under the terms of the 
Electricity Act 1989 (‘the Act’), for permission to construct, operate and decommission Lethen Wind 
Farm (hereafter referred to as the ‘Proposed Development’), at site centre British National Grid (BNG) 
NS 9322 3567 (refer to Figure 1.1).  

1.1.2 This application will be 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 will accompany the S36 Application submitted to Scottish Ministers. 

1.1.3 This Statement of Consultation has been prepared by JLL on behalf of the Applicant and 
demonstrates how consultation undertaken through the design process has informed the finalised 
form and layout of the Proposed Development as well as supporting community aspirations. 

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 1990’s demonstrating long term commitment to the renewable energy generation market in the 
UK, Scotland and the north-east of Scotland in particular.  

1.2.2 In the UK alone, the Applicant’s operational portfolio comprises over 500 MW across ten wind farms. 
Internationally the Applicant operates over 1 GW of renewable energy projects.  

1.2.3 The Applicant was the first developer to bring forward community benefit in Scotland. To date, the 
Applicant has made available over £6 m to eligible communities surrounding its wind farms and is 
substantially increasing this investment as new projects come online.  

1.2.4 The Applicant has committed to maximising opportunities for the local supply chain. This includes 
committing to ensuring that all main contractors will spend at least 30% of the contract value locally 
and incentivising all contractors to use local content.  

1.2.5 In addition, two of the Applicant’s projects, Rothes I and Rothes II, contributed over £60 m to the 
Highlands & Islands economy, and £103 m to the Scottish economy alone to date.  

1.2.6 Engagement with key stakeholders and the local communities surrounding its sites is at the heart of 
how the Applicant operates. By being involved in every aspect of a wind farm’s lifecycle, from site 
selection to planning, construction and operation, the Applicant is not only expert in developing 
successful projects, it is also a good neighbour. 

1.3 Site Description  

1.3.1 The site is located approximately 10 km north-west of Grantown-on-Spey and 14 km east of Tomatin 
(refer to Figure 1.1) in the Highland Council (THC). 

1 Introduction  
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1.3.2 The site comprises an area of approximately 1,458 hectares (ha) of land and varies in topography from 
290 m Above Ordnance Datum (AOD) in the northern section of the site to 460 m AOD in the southern 
section of the site. 

1.3.3 The site is located in an area of open moorland, bounded to the east by the B9007 and to the west by 
the Leonach Burn. A number of tributaries to the Tomlachlan Burn intersect the site, with the 
Tomlachlan Burn running south to north through the centre of the site. 

1.4 Overview of the Proposed Development 

1.4.1 A full description of the Development is detailed in Chapter 3: Project Description of the EIA Report 
which has been submitted as part of the S36 application. In summary however, the development will 
comprise the following key components:  

■ 17 wind turbines up to 185 m blade tip height when vertical, each being around 6 megawatts (MW) 
in power rating; 

■ An additional energy storage provision with an output capacity of around 10 MW; and, 

■ Associated infrastructure including site access, access tracks, crane hardstandings, underground 
cabling, on-site substation and maintenance building, energy storage facility, temporary 
construction compounds, laydown area, potential excavations/borrow workings, and a 
permanent meteorological mast. 

1.4.2 The Proposed Development will re-use and share the existing infrastructure from the operational Tom 
nan Clach Wind Farm where possible, this includes the site entrance and access track from the B9007 
across the northern boundary of the site. 

1.4.3 Figure 1.2 demonstrates the layout of the Proposed Development. 

1.5 Purpose of Pre-Application Consultation (PAC) 

1.5.1 This Statement of Consultation explains how consultation undertaken by the Applicant throughout 
the design process has informed the finalised layout of the Proposed Development.  

1.5.2 This Report supplements the Gatecheck Report submitted to the Energy Consents Unit (ECU) in June 
2021.  

1.5.3 PAC is not a legal requirement for applications made to the Scottish Ministers under S36 of the Act but 
has been undertaken and reported by the Applicant in the interest of good practice. This Statement of 
Consultation has therefore been prepared and submitted to reflect the processes established for 
‘Major’ planning applications as set out in The Town and Country Planning (Development 
Management Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013. By following this framework of consultation, 
the local community and all those with an interest in a proposed development have an opportunity to 
provide comment and feedback on proposals as they develop.  

1.5.4 Public consultation has been supplemented by formal pre-application consultation with THC, with 
statutory and non-statutory stakeholders through the EIA process and with the ECU and associated 
statutory authorities through the S36 Gatecheck process. The approach to consultation and a record 
of how feedback has informed the design process is reported in this Statement of Consultation as 
follows: 
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■ Chapter 2 Key Stakeholder Engagement: Details the formal consultation undertaken by the 
Applicant with respect to statutory and non-statutory regulatory authorities or interest groups.   

■ Chapter 3 Community Consultation: Details the consultation undertaken by the Applicant with 
the public, community councils and local councillors, and reports on the main themes of the 
responses received.  

■ Chapter 4 Design Iterations: Details the evolutionary design process through which the layout of 
the Proposed Development has evolved through the consideration of consultation feedback. 

■ Chapter 5 Summary: Provides overall conclusions.   

 



  
 

  

 December 2021 

© 2021 Jones Lang LaSalle IP, Inc. All rights reserved 6 

2.1 Introduction  

2.1.1 This Chapter sets out the form and extent of PAC undertaken by the Applicant with respect to 
statutory and non-statutory regulatory authorities and interest groups. 

2.2 Pre-Design Engagement 

2.2.1 The Applicant met with THC, NatureScot (NS) and the Cairngorms National Park Authority (CNPA) in 
November 2019, prior to the initial design process commencing, to understand any key landscape and 
visual constraints and inform the early design concepts for the Proposed Development. This 
consultation also informed the viewpoint locations selected for the purposes of the Pre-Application 
Briefing Note submitted to THC in March 2020. 

2.3 The Highland Council – Pre-Application Process 

2.3.1 In order to advance the design process in full consultation with key decision-makers, the Applicant 
used THC’s pre-application advice service. A Pre-Application Briefing Note was submitted to THC on 
6th March 2020. This comprehensive document provided an initial overview of:   

■ The Applicant and proposed works;  

■  Site selection and site design; 

■ Planning conditions; 

■ Grid connection; 

■ Operational period;  

■ Decommissioning;  

■ Community consultation and benefits;  

■ Stakeholder consultation;  

■ EIA pre-scoping and scoping processes; and,  

■ Approach to EIA.  

2.3.2 It should be noted that at this stage in the project, the proposed development consisted of up to 23 
wind turbines.  

2.3.3 A pre-application response was issued by THC on 28th April 2020 (ref:20/00923/PREMAJ) and the 
advice contained therein informed the subsequent design development and approach to the EIA.  The 
Planning Statement which has been submitted in support of this S36 Application provides further 
detail on how THC’s pre-application policy advice has been considered as part of the finalised form 
and layout of the Proposed Development.    

2.3.4 A virtual PAC meeting was held on 22nd May 2020 with THC, where an introduction to the Proposed 
Development was provided, along with an update on survey efforts to that point. The proposed scope 
of the forthcoming EIA Report was also discussed in detail. 

2 Key Stakeholder Engagement 
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2.4 EIA Scoping 

2.4.1 As detailed in the Scottish Government’s Energy Consents Good Practice Guidance “The scoping 
process is designed to identify which issues will or will not need to be addressed in the forthcoming 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). At this stage, an applicant has an initial plan including key 
details of the site and the proposed development.” (pg. 13). The purpose of EIA Scoping is therefore to 
provide information on the likely environmental implications of a proposed development and 
determine the scope and extent of issues to be addressed.  

2.4.2 Following initial discussions in May 2020 (see 2.3.4 above), the Applicant wrote again to key 
stakeholders in December 2020 including the Energy Consents Unit (ECU), THC, NatureScot (NS), 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) and Historic Environment Scotland (HES) to advise 
them of the emerging plans for the proposed development and the forthcoming submission of the EIA 
Scoping Report. The EIA Scoping Report (ITPEnergised, January 2021) was subsequently submitted 
along with a request for an EIA Scoping Opinion to the ECU on 21st January 2021 and registered under 
reference ECU00002216.  

2.4.3 It should be noted that at this stage in the project, due to the feedback received in the initial 
engagement phases, the proposed development consisted of up to 20 wind turbines, 3 fewer than at 
the initial pre-application stage.  

2.4.4 A Scoping Opinion was issued by the ECU on 7th April 2021 and included responses from the 
organisations outlined in Table 2-1 below. 

Table 2-1 - EIA Scoping Respondents  

Consultee 
British Horse Society Marine Science Scotland (MSS) 
BT Moray Council 
Cairngorms National Park Authority (CNPA) NatureScot (NS) 
Crown Estate Scotland River Dee Trust 
Defence Infrastructure Organisation (MoD) RSPB Scotland 
Dulnain Bridge Community Council Scottish Forestry 
East Nairnshire Community Council Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society (ScotWays) 
Findhorn District Salmon Fisheries Board Scottish Water 
Fisheries Management Scotland Scottish Wild Land Group (SWLG) 
Highland and Islands Airports Spey Foundation 
Historic Environment Scotland The Highland Council (THC) 
Joint Radio Company Transport Scotland 

 

2.4.5 The measures taken to address the advice received through the EIA scoping process was detailed in 
the Gatecheck Report submitted by the Applicant to the ECU on 2nd June 2021 (ITPEnergised, 
Gatecheck 1 Report). Chapter 4: Approach to EIA of the EIA Report submitted as part of the S36 
application also provides specific details on where the EIA has responded to the advice received 
throughout the scoping process.  

2.4.6 One of the primary themes of the feedback received from East Nairnshire Community Council during 
the scoping process was with respect to the high number of older homes in the area which are poorly 
insulated and reliant on coal, wood and oil as an alternative to gas. This feedback led to further 
communications with the Community Liaison Group discussed in chapter 3 and directly informed the 
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Lethen Wind Farm Energy Efficiency Programme which is being proposed by the Applicant as a 
Community Benefit. This is discussed further in section 3.5.18 below and provides a clear illustration 
of the way in which community engagement has informed the overall approach to development.  

2.5 Overview of Continued Design Engagement  

2.5.1 As previously discussed, the Applicant was actively engaged with key consultees prior to THC’s pre-
application process and through the EIA scoping process. Beyond these formal engagement 
platforms, the Applicant continued to liaise directly with key stakeholders in order to refine the 
approach to the EIA Report and develop a design solution for the site which reflects the feedback 
received. 

2.5.2 A summary of this consultation is provided in Table 2-2 below. 

Table 2-2: Record of Engagement  

Consultee Date Persons Description of Correspondence 
THC December 2020 Applicant to THC Notice of application. 

January 2021 EHO and Applicant’s Noise 
Consultant 

Request for consented noise limits for local 
wind energy developments. 

February 2021 EHO and Applicant’s Noise 
Consultant 

Consultation and agreement on the noise 
monitoring locations proposed. 

March 2021 EHO and Applicant’s Noise 
Consultant 

Confirmation of the noise monitoring locations. 

March 2021 EHO and Applicant’s Geology 
Consultant 

Request for and receipt of Private Water supply 
information. 

May 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 
Consultant to THC Landscape 
Officer 

Consultation request on the proposed final 
viewpoint list.  

May 2021 Applicant’s Planning Consultant 
and THC Planning Officer 

Offer and agreement to meet for a project 
update and policy context review. Call set up 
for June 2021. 

June 2021 Applicant’s Planning Consultant 
and THC Planning Officer 

Proposed agenda for meeting issued. 

July 2021 EHO and Applicant’s Noise 
Consultant  

Agreement of noise limits and cumulative 
evaluation. 

September 
2021 

EHO and Applicant’s Noise 
Consultant 

Agreement to scope out detailed assessment of 
construction traffic noise. 

October 2012 Applicant, Applicant’s 
Consultants  

Meeting with THC to review project proposals 
and programme to submission. 

October 2021 Applicant’s EIA Consultant and 
THC Planning Officer 

Agreement of cumulative assessment. 

Moray 
Council 

February 2021 Applicant and Council Planning 
Officer 

Project introduction and agreement on 
meeting. 

23 February  Applicant and Council Planning 
Officers 

Introductory Teams Call. 

May 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 
Consultant and Council Planning 
Officer 

Consultation on the proposed final viewpoint 
list and the Council’s response. 
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Consultee Date Persons Description of Correspondence 
May 2021 Applicant’s Noise Consultant to 

Council Planning Officer 
Consultation on noise scope and methodology.  

June 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 
Consultant to Council Planning 
Officer 

Response to consultation response on the 
proposed final viewpoint list  

September 
2021 

Applicants EIA Consultant and 
Council Planning Officer 

Proposed cumulative site list and the Council’s 
response.  

Cairngorms 
National 
Park 
Authority 
(CNPA) 

February 2021 Applicant and CNPA Officer Project introduction and offer to meet. CNPA 
responded to advise that NS would be leading 
the consultation process on behalf of the CNPA. 

May 2021 Applicant’s Planning Consultant 
and CNPA Officer 

Offer to join in THC meeting in June. CNPA 
deferred to NS and declined offer. 

HES December 2020 The Applicant to HES Notice of application. 
January 2021 Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 

to HES 
Consultation on proposed visualisations for 
heritage assessment. 

March 2021 Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 
and HES 

Offer and agree to meet/call to discuss design. 

April 2021 Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 
to HES 

Issue initial visualisations to inform design call. 

May 2021 Applicant, Applicant’s Heritage 
Consultant and HES 

Design workshop Teams Call. 

May 2021 Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 
to HES 

Issue updated visualisations and initial position 
on assessment. 

July 2021 Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 
and HES 

Arrangement for site meeting and meeting at 
Lochindorb viewpoint with HES. 

September 
2021 

Applicant’s Heritage Consultant 
and HES 

Confirmation of additional viewpoint from 
Lochindorb 

SEPA December 2020 Applicant and SEPA Notice of application and offer from SEPA to 
meet in January 2021. (Cyber-attack prevented 
this meeting from going ahead) 

May 2021 ECU Officer and the Applicant ECU advised of SEPA’s participation in the 
Gatecheck 1 process. 
The Applicant has provided additional 
information. 

September 
2021 

Applicant’s Hydrology 
Consultant and SEPA 

Agreement on Phase 2 Peat Probing approach.  

NS November 2018 Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant and NS (SNH) 

Confirmation of baseline survey approach. 

July 2019 Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant and NS (SNH) 

Confirmation of 18 months bird survey effort. 

December 2020 Applicant to NS Notice of application. Response from NS stating 
happy to engage further. 

March 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 
Consultant and NS Officer 

Request and receipt of NS guidance 
documents. 

April 2021 Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to NS. 

Response and clarifications on NS scoping 
response. 
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Consultee Date Persons Description of Correspondence 
May 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 

Consultant to NS Officer 
Consultation request on the proposed final 
viewpoint list. Response from NS in September 
2021. 

May 2021 Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to NS. 

Call and follow up email on scoping response 
and survey scope. 

September 
2021 

Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to NS. 

Consultation on final layout. 

October 2021 Applicant’s Landscape 
Consultant to NS Officer 

Scope of night-time visualisations (Response 
awaited). 

RSPB June 2021 Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to the RPSB. 

Response and clarifications on NS scoping 
response.  

September 
2021 

Applicant’s Ecology/Ornithology 
Consultant to the RPSB. 

Consultation on final layout. RSPB response 
that they will comment once the EIA is 
submitted.  

Highlands 
and Islands 
Airports 
Limited 
(HIAL) 

May 2021 Applicant’s Aviation consultant 
to HIAL 

Response on comments made at scoping and 
request consultation on proposed lighting 
strategy. 

October 2021 Applicant’s Aviation consultant 
and HIAL 

Consultation on revised lighting scheme. 
Response from HIAL stating that they are 
content.  

 

2.5.3 It should be noted that as a result of the feedback received during this consultation process and as the 
EIA Report and associated site surveys have informed the design, the Applicant is now seeking 
consent under S36 for 17 turbines, a significant reduction from the original proposal first presented to 
key stakeholders in March 2020.   

2.5.4 The rationale behind this design evolution is summarised in Section 4 of this Statement of 
Consultation and is discussed further in Chapter 2: Site Selection and Design of the EIA Report.  
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3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 This Chapter sets out the PAC activities which were undertaken to engage with the local community, 
stakeholders and community councils to inform the design process.  

3.1.2 In accordance with good practice, a programme of pre-application community engagement has been 
undertaken by the Applicant. The consultation strategy was tailored to the local circumstances of the 
Proposed Development and reflected the requirements of the following legislation and guidance 
governing public consultation on development projects during the COVID-19 pandemic: 

■ The Electricity Works (Miscellaneous Temporary Modifications) (Coronavirus) (Scotland) Regulations 
2020; and 

■ Coronavirus (COVID-19): planning guidance on Pre-application consultations for public events (April 
2020). 

3.1.3 From project inception through to submission, the Applicant has been openly available to discuss the 
project with the local community and associated stakeholders, proactively building local 
relationships and seeking to understand views and address questions about the proposals.     

3.1.4 The project website (www.lethenwindfarm.co.uk) has provided a constant point of contact and useful 
source of information containing information about the Proposed Development such as site location, 
proposed infrastructure, contact information (phone or email) and details of consultation events.  

3.1.5 The website has been updated throughout the consultation process and will continue to keep 
interested parties up-to-date with the progression of the plans throughout the determination process 
and beyond.  

3.2 Community Council Liaison 

3.2.1 Throughout the consultation process the Applicant has sought to engage with local Community 
Councils. Prior to the submission of the Scoping Report to the ECU, the Applicant engaged 
representatives of the following Community Councils to inform them of the proposals and request the 
opportunity to engage with members: 

■ East Nairnshire Community Council; 

■ Dulnain Bridge Community Council; 

■ Carrbridge Community Council; 

■ Cawdor and West Nairnshire Community Council;  

■ Grantown On Spey Community Council; 

■ Strathdearn Community Council; 

■ Cromdale and Avie Community Council; and, 

■ Finderne Community Council. 

3 Community Consultation  



  
 

  

 December 2021 

© 2021 Jones Lang LaSalle IP, Inc. All rights reserved 12 

3.2.2 As a result of this initial correspondence virtual meetings were held with:  

■ Cawdor Community Council: 8th February 2021; 

■ Dulnain Bridge Community Council: 10th February 2021; 

■ Cromdale and Advie Community Council: 10th March 2021; and, 

■ Carrbridge Community Council: 25th March 2021.  

3.2.3 The Applicant, in collaboration with the Community Councils, also formed a Community Liaison 
Group (CLG). The CLG acted as a conduit for consistent information sharing across the communities, a 
forum within which queries or concerns could be addressed and feedback on the project could be 
provided as it is developed through the EIA stages, prior to and leading up to planning submission.  

3.2.4 Two representatives from each of the key community groups were invited to attend meetings, to be 
informed of project progress and development milestones. All meetings were attended by at least one 
representative from the Applicant.  

3.2.5 In response to feedback received during conversations locally, the CLG also included local residents’ 
group – Dava Moor Residents Association.   

3.2.6 The first meeting of the CLG coincided with the initial round of public virtual exhibitions. The meeting 
was held on the 27th April 2021, one day after the first exhibition, to allow the CLG members an 
opportunity to consider the publicly available materials and discuss any key issues in further detail. 
This initial CLG engagement was held at an optimum stage in the design process where the Applicant 
was able to share tangible suggestions of expected development on the site, while also allowing 
sufficient scope for design amendments and updates based on the feedback received.  

3.2.7 Representatives from the following community groups were in attendance at this initial meeting:  

■ Strathdearn Community Council; 

■ Dulnain Community Council; 

■ Carrbridge Community Council; 

■ Cawdor and West Nairnshire Community Council;  

■ East Nairnshire Community Council; 

■ Finderne Community Council; 

■ Grantown-on-Spey Community Council; 

■ Cromdale and Advie Community Council; 

■ Dulnain Bridge Community Development Trust; and,  

■ Dava Moor Residents Association.  

3.2.8 The Applicant presented to the CLG and invited feedback. A summary of comments and responses is 
given in Table 3-1 below.  
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Table 3-1: Summary of CLG Meeting 27th April 2021 

Comment Response 

Concern around delivery of turbines. 
Request that delivery avoided school times. 
Highlighting of the issue that safety on the 
roads is a priority locally, pupils were 
cycling to school, and that any construction 
traffic needed to be cognisant of that. 

The traffic management plan can be designed to respond to such 
concerns, such feedback is vital to ensure that the deliveries are 
appropriate and mitigate any local concerns. 

With note to environmental impact boards 
detailing ornithology – highlighting there 
were protected species nesting on 
Lochindorb and that there were also red 
throated divers. Request that the Applicant 
take note and ensure that the 
ornithological team were aware. 

Acknowledgement that there were nests on site. Explanation of 
monitoring on the site for 18 months between March 2018 and August 
2019 comprising vantage point surveys, breeding bird surveys, non-
breeding surveys and dedicated raptor surveys and hen harrier 
surveys. Explanation that consultation was undertaken with NS on 
this approach, and it was agreed that 18 months was sufficient. 

Note given to the fact that the 
infrastructure was not part of the 
exhibition. Concern that there had 
previously been issues regarding the noise 
generated from a substation locally and the 
Applicant should explore where this is 
located carefully, ensuring that it is 
concealed and on lower ground. 

Explanation that the infrastructure would be detailed prior to 
planning, but that these were fair considerations and would be fed 
back.  

Highlighting the fact that there were birds 
of prey on the site, and that there were 
nests that they returned to at specific times 
of year / alternative years. Golden Eagles 
have a huge range of flight and this should 
be specifically investigated. 

Acknowledgement of nests on site. Unable to specify where but that 
the studies had identified them and that they also revealed that they 
had not been used for a number of years. Provided reassurances that 
this was a priority and would feature as part of the environmental 
studies being undertaken. 

Question around the realistic likelihood of 
opportunity to change the visual impact of 
the plans. 

Explanation that proposals are at an early stage and it was hoped the 
consultation would provide feedback that would then be considered 
and if able, reflected in the final proposals. 

Concerns raised regarding wildlife and 
protected species as well as noise. 
Questions around what the impact on the 
estate would be and its existing grouse 
shooting activities. 

Acknowledgement and appreciation of points regarding wildlife and 
protected species. Surveys had been ongoing on the site for a 
number of years and would be included in the EIAR. 

What would the Applicant do when it came 
to decommissioning the wind farm? 
Concern around ensuring there was zero 
waste, and nothing left behind. 

The Applicant provided assurances that it was committed to zero 
waste and an explanation that it was always likely that the 
foundations would be left behind, however, a decommissioning bond 
would be put in place to ensure that even if the Applicant no longer 
existed, the council had funds in place to remove the infrastructure. 
The Applicant outlined that it  is currently exploring exciting 
opportunities to reuse turbine blades and towers for other projects to 
ensure zero waste. 

Request for clarification of how the 
Applicant defined local (i.e. local jobs and 
employment) and more understanding of 

Regarding the definition of local, the community needed to help 
influence this also and that this can be shaped to ensure that priority 
is given to businesses, for example, in the first instance, within 40/50 
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Comment Response 

the likely impact on Lochindorb. Request 
for explanation of how the community 
benefit worked.  
 

miles from the site, that this can then be opened up to 100m from the 
site, the Highland region and then Scotland. The Applicant is already 
actively seeking to speak to local suppliers in the area, that in 
addition the Applicant had joined the Inverness Chamber of 
Commerce with a view to holding a local supply chain event after the 
summer, ensuring that suppliers were aware of the opportunities, 
were ready to tender and that the Applicant had a comprehensive 
understanding of the suppliers on the ground. Opportunity was 
presented for the community to share details of suppliers so that the 
team could get in touch. 

Explanation that community benefit would be available at £5,000 per 
MW and that the Applicant would work with the community regarding 
how this was best distributed, that it was likely that the Community 
Councils and community groups present would be a part of these 
discussions and that it was hoped that the CLG would discuss this in 
further detail as the plans progress. 

Request for photomontages to outline the 
cumulative impact of the wind farms 
proposed and existing in the area. 

Explanation that there would be a range of photomontages in the 
application. 

Clarification sought on whether the layout 
would be determined by the community.  

Explanation that feedback from the community would help to inform 
the final layout.   

Concern around the height of turbines. 
Questions relating to how the landscape 
would cope with turbines of 185m to tip.  
 

Explained that onshore wind turbine technology was moving forward 
rapidly. Only a few years ago developers were bringing forward 
proposals for 125m to tip turbines and that these are now no longer 
available on the market. Explanation that the turbines are bought 
from Europe, and that looking to Europe you see that they are 
bringing forward wind farms with turbines over 200m to tip and 
therefore it was expected that the availability of the smaller turbines 
around 145 – 150 would soon become limited, and that should 
developers receive consent for projects with such turbine heights, 
there may be the instance in which they will have to go back for 
permission to increase the tip heights to ensure that they can use 
available technology. Explanation that the Applicant was seeking to 
future proof the wind farm and be transparent in doing so. 

View highlighted that most developers 
were proposing smaller turbines because 
when they are taller than 150m they need 
to include aviation lighting on every tower. 

Explanation that aviation lighting did not necessarily have to be 
included on every turbine if they exceeded 150m. Explanation that 
there were opportunities to put lights on specific agreed turbines in 
order to outline the wind farm. Explanation that guidance currently 
stated that turbines at 150m and over had to be lit, but in reality, the 
CAA are, able to agree to reduced lighting schemes as seen at Rothes 
III and Clash Gour. 

In the past, communities had negotiated 
with the developer for a one-off payment 
instead of annual payment over the 
lifetime of the wind farm. Would the 
Applicant consider this? 

Explanation that there would certainly be the opportunity to receive 
a number of years as an upfront payment but uncertain regarding the 
full lifetime of the project. This will be investigated further.  
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Comment Response 

Would there be opportunity to put up 
signage in Carrbridge? 

Explanation that this would be possible and there might be the 
opportunity to investigate a live sign. 

Request for the Applicant to investigate a 
construction app. 

Explanation that it could be easily done, however, would require user 
to download the app and therefore would be used alongside other 
methods. 

The Applicant raised key points that had 
been highlighted in conversations outwith 
CLG meetings including employment, lack 
of jobs in the area in general and fuel 
poverty.  

 

The Applicant highlighted they are always seeking to utilise local 
skills and that the company had done so in neighbouring Moray for 
other wind farm developments.  
Explanation that discussions were underway with the Applicant’s grid 
expert relating to an opportunity for a private wire to help address 
fuel poverty. It was advised that this could potentially be done but 
more understanding and investigation was required. If appropriate, 
the gird expert could attend a CLG meeting to explain the detail 
required.  
Based on the issues regarding fuel poverty which were raised by East 
Nairnshire Community Council at scoping stage, discussions were 
held with Energy Action Scotland about opportunities to identify 
those living in fuel poverty in an area, and undertake an analysis of 
everyone’s housing stock, actions and work out how what methods 
could be brought forward, using community benefit funding, to help 
bring them out of that situation and ultimately save everyone money 
on their fuel bills. 

3.2.9 Following the first CLG meeting, the Applicant maintained contact with the CLG members. Minutes 
were circulated for approval and there was continued ad-hoc contact, as required, in order to answer 
any questions and provide further detail.  

3.2.10 Ahead of the second round of public exhibitions a further CLG meeting was held on 12th July 2021. The 
full CLG membership were invited to participate and representatives from the following were in 
attendance:  

■ East Nairnshire Community Council;  

■ Cawdor and West Nairnshire Community Council; 

■ Finderne Community Council; and, 

■ Dava Moor Residents Association. 

3.2.11 A summary of the meeting is provided below in Table 3-2.  

Table 3-2: Summary of CLG Meeting 12th July 2021 

Comment  Response 

It would be useful to explore the opportunity to hold an 
event in Fornighty Village Hall for the host community. 

Project team confirmed this would be progressed.  

Concerns raised regarding the number of turbines in the area 
and the spread of development stretching from Nairn to the 
south. Preference for materials to consider the cumulative 
impact of the proposals in the area and that the wirelines 
consider the cumulative impact locally.  

Exhibitions had displayed the proposals for a 20-
turbine layout. Subsequently, scoping responses 
have been received and revealed that statutory 
consultees: would like more viewpoints to be 
included; have concerns regarding cumulative 
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Comment  Response 

impact; want the impact on peat to be explored; are 
concerned regarding the impact on local access 
and the impact on Lochindorb.  

Explanation that the project team have been 
working to address these comments. This had 
resulted in the turbine layout being revisited and 
the number of turbines reducing from 20 to 19. 
Confirmation that prior to the submission of an 
application in late September, further surveys 
would take place on site regarding access, tracks, 
and layout. Confirmation revised plans would be on 
display in August at the public exhibition.  

Project team advised that following the feedback received at 
the previous CLG meeting, the team had been exploring 
opportunities to support energy efficiency and address fuel 
poverty locally. The Applicant is proposing to create the 
Lethen Wind Farm Energy Efficiency Programme intended to 
help residents to reduce their energy bills, save money, 
improve energy consumption and awareness and play an 
important role in the country’s route to net zero. The 
Applicant is working with REAP and Logogen to develop an 
overview of the energy efficiency programme. At this stage, it 
was anticipated that it would involve utilising a proportion of 
the community benefit fund to employ an energy efficiency 
officer locally to provide advice and information, help to 
address energy efficiency in local households and provide 
advice and support on the ground. 
 
It was highlighted that there was a fuel discount scheme in 
place in Dava, courtesy of Tom nan Clach Wind Farm 
Community Fund which provided an annual sum to all 
households regardless of the fuel they were using. Opinion 
stated that it shouldn’t be a programme focused solely on 
fuel poverty and that it had to reach all households. A 
discussion also ensued regarding the qualification for the 
scheme and the classification of fuel poverty.  

Project team advised that this helped to address 
some of the points that had been raised previously.  
 
 
 
 

Question regarding whether there would be agreement with 
the individual communities regarding participation in the 
scheme and how the benefit would be implemented. 

This would certainly be subject to further 
discussion. 

Comment made that this scheme largely constituted 
community benefit and that Furness Community Council had 
agreed to not discuss community benefit prior to the 
consenting of a wind farm, the community benefit was not a 
planning consideration. Previous wind farm developments in 
the area had avoided direct discussion of community benefit 
until after permission had been granted, presumably, to 
avoid the possibility of community benefit being perceived as 
having influenced individual and community opinion during 
the consultation stages.   

It is accepted that community benefit is not a 
material planning consideration in this context. 

Discussion of upcoming exhibitions and advertising. It was 
highlighted that should the company wish to explore what 
projects it could support locally; it should speak to 
Grantown-on-Spey Community Council regarding the 
challenges it is having with the public toilets. 

Project team agreed to get in touch and this was 
subsequently undertaken.  
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3.2.12 Those that did not attend the second CLG meeting were approached for one-to-one telephone/video 
calls to discuss any queries. This resulted in a call with Strathdearn Community Council 
representatives on 16th July 2021.  

3.2.13 Further meetings communicating project updates were also held throughout the process. This 
included with a Dava Moor Residents Association on the 23rd July 2021,  Dulnain Bridge Community 
Development Trust (13th October 2021), Dava Moor Residents Association (9th November 2021) and 
Cawdor Community Council (9th November 2021).  

3.2.14 Overall, significant efforts have been made by the Applicant to proactively engage with local 
Community Councils and the wider community throughout the project design life-cycle, including 
communications on the scoping submission, exhibition notifications and responding to information 
requests. This has provided a platform for comments, concerns, and ideas to be openly discussed and 
appropriately addressed.  

3.2.15 The Applicant intends to continue this engagement beyond the pre-application phase, maintaining an 
open discourse with the CLG and associated Community Councils on the project development.  

3.3 Engagement with Local Councillors 

3.4 Throughout the consultation process, the Applicant has always sought to ensure that local politicians, 
and wider interest groups, are aware of the proposals and the consultation that was being 
undertaken.  

3.5 Throughout the process the Applicant has sought to inform, amongst others:   

■ Nairn and Cawdor Ward Councillors (site ward);  

■ Badenoch and Strathspey Ward Councillors (neighbouring ward); 

■ Forres Ward Councillors (neighbouring ward, Moray Council);  

■ Mr Drew Hendry MP; 

■ Mr Fergus Ewing MSP; and, 

■ Highland region MSPs.  

3.6 This engagement involved providing written updates on the proposals, communicating key 
consultation events and information and offering telephone calls / meetings throughout the process.  

3.7 As part of this engagement the Applicant attended a Nairn Ward Business Meeting, 6th August 2021 
and provided a short presentation on the proposals. This highlighted:  

■ An introduction to the Applicant;  

■ Lethen Wind Farm – an overview;  

■ Current layout;  

■ Transport route;  

■ Community consultation;  

■ Community benefit;  
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■ Energy efficiency scheme; and,  

■ Recreational access.  

3.8 Supply Chain Engagement 

3.8.1 The Applicant has been actively pursuing engagement with the local supply chain surrounding Lethen 
Wind Farm. This includes working with the Inverness Chamber of Commerce to engage local business 
throughout the development, construction, operation and decommissioning of the project.  

3.8.2 The collaboration is intended to supplement existing direct engagement with the supply chain and 
demonstrate the opportunities for local businesses.  

3.8.3 On 19th August 2021 a virtual event was held in partnership with Inverness Chamber of Commerce. 
This attracted an audience of over 100 participants and has resulted in substantial engagement 
following the event.  

3.8.4 The Applicant has committed to ensuring that Lethen Wind Farm benefits the local supply chain by: 

■ Ensuring that main contractors will spend at least 30% of the contract value locally; and, 

■ Incentivising all contractors to use local content. 

3.8.5 The event itself involved:  

■ An introduction to the Applicant and other successful projects; 

■ Procurement principles;  

■ Supply chain intention;  

■ Construction contract strategy and typical structure; 

■ Local contract possibilities during construction including locally sourced elements as part of the 
turbine contract, civil and electrical works possibilities and other minor contracts for example 
environmental specialists, site management assistance etc.;  

■ Subcontracted activities during the operational phase; and,  

■ Events to be held including training events and capacity building sessions. 

3.8.6 The Applicant is committed to continuing  this engagement in order to maximise the opportunity to 
utilise the local supply chain as part of construction, operation and decommissioning the Proposed 
Development.  

3.8.7 As part of this work the Applicant has been engaging local suppliers to explore the opportunities that 
the project will present them, this includes for example, McGowan Environmental Engineering in 
Aviemore. 

3.9 Public Consultation Events 

3.9.1 As previously discussed, despite the ongoing difficulties surrounding the COVID-19 pandemic, the 
Applicant has made considerable effort to engage with the local community through a variety of 
different communication platforms.  
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3.9.2 A variety of communication methods have been used throughout the process. This includes: 

■ Newsletter distribution; 

■ Email updates; 

■ Telephone calls;  

■ Video calls;  

■ Written updates;  

■ Virtual platforms; 

■ Websites;  

■ Newspaper promotion; 

■ Press releases; and, 

■ Encouraging social media interaction. 

3.9.3 In addition to the project website discussed in paragraph 3.1.4 above, interactive web-based 
consultation was carried out using a virtual exhibition at key milestones in the project programme. 
This was supplemented by face-to-face consultation events as social distancing rules were relaxed. 
These engagement events are discussed further below. 

Web-Based Consultation 1 

3.9.4 The first virtual exhibition launched on Monday 26th April 2021. This featured a virtual village hall set 
up which was accessible on the www.lethenwindfarm.co.uk website. This could be accessed at any  
point by members of the public and it was supported by two live chat sessions.  

3.9.5 The two live chat sessions took place on:  

■ 26th April 2021: 5pm - 7pm; and, 

■ 29th April 2021: 5pm- 7pm. 

3.9.6 The live chat sessions were attended by members of the Applicant’s project team and allowed 
members of the public to enter into a chat platform and ask questions about the proposals that were 
presented.  

3.9.7 The launch of the exhibition 26th April the exhibition attracted 79 visitors and two visitors participated 
in the live chat events.  

3.9.8 The consultation was framed around Layout C, see Figure 2.3 of the EIA Report.  

3.9.9 Adverts were placed in the local press (see Appendix 2) and an information leaflet (see Appendix 1) 
was sent to every property within 10km of the site with details of the virtual exhibition. Community 
Councils and key stakeholders, including ward councillors, the MP and MSP were contacted directly 
and invited to attend the event.  

3.9.10 The purpose of the virtual exhibition was to outline draft proposals for the site and gain initial 
feedback. Exhibition boards displayed are included in Appendix 4. The presentation included:  

http://www.lethenwindfarm.co.uk/
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■ An overview of the Applicant; 

■ A breakdown of the main components of the proposal (with an acknowledgement that these are 
subject to change following further investigation and consultation); 

■ Discussion of EIA Scoping Report, EIAR consultation, surveys and technical elements, process, and 
remit; 

■ At this stage, community benefits were broadly discussed as being in line with the 2017 Scottish 
Energy Strategy. No specifics were given at this time;  

■ Acknowledgement of the desire to establish local supply chain opportunities. No further detail 
was available at this point; and, 

■ Next steps were given as continuation of consultation and engagement and progression of the 
EIAR.  

3.9.11 Feedback from the initial live chat events was minimal and no feedback forms (see Appendix 3) were 
completed. One participant expressed concerns over the delivery of materials to site and a second 
requested a wireline from a certain location which was provided.  

3.9.12 Two further comments were submitted to the project team separately to the exhibition events. The 
first (received 14th May 2021) outlined a support for the Proposed Development in principle subject to 
the production of a comprehensive, correctly evaluated EIA Report and appropriate mitigation to 
address any biodiversity impacts. The second (received 27th April 2021) raised concerns about health 
impacts on individuals in the vicinity of the windfarm and potential effects on wildlife. Specifically, 
concerns were raised on what mitigatory measures would be implemented. Both of these comments 
have been addressed through the EIA Report submitted as part of the application package.  

3.9.13 Following the relaxation of guidance around face-to-face meetings, a second round of public 
consultation was arranged to demonstrate how the proposals for the site had evolved and 
communicate next steps in the application process. This involved two in-person events and a virtual 
exhibition supplemented with a live chat.  

Web-Based Consultation 2 

3.9.14 The second consultation launched on 30th August 2021. As with the first consultation, this featured a 
virtual village hall set up which was accessible on the www.lethenwindfarm.co.uk website. This could 
be accessed at any point by members of the public and it was supported by one live chat session. 

3.9.15 The live chat session took place on:  

■ 30th August 2021: 5pm-7pm. 

3.9.16 The consultation was framed around Layout E, see Figure 2.4 of the EIA Report.  

3.9.17 As with the first consultation event, adverts were placed in the local press (See Appendix 5) and 
Community Councils and key stakeholders, including ward councillors, the MP and MSP were notified. 
There was also press coverage and social media promotion (See Appendices 8 and 9).  

3.9.18 The consultation provided an opportunity for the Applicant to engage with the community on the 
following (See Appendix 7 for exhibition boards): 
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■ How feedback from previous engagement had been considered and addressed:  a summary of the 
revised proposal was given following the first exhibition event in April 2021; 

■ The opportunities that the plans present: elaboration on community benefit and supply chain 
opportunities; 

■ Discussion of consultation with key stakeholders and the considerations which will be covered in 
the EIA Report; 

■ Indicative maps and photomontages; 

■ An outline of next steps; and, 

■ The opportunity to provide feedback. 

3.9.19 Following feedback from previous consultation, more detail was provided as part of this exhibition 
regarding community benefit. As part of the community benefit package and in direct response to 
comments received from the community during the EIA scoping process, the Applicant proposes to 
create the Lethen Wind Farm Energy Efficiency Programme supporting residents and helping them to:  

■ Reduce energy bills and save money; 

■ Improve energy consumption; 

■ Increase energy awareness; 

■ Play an active part in Scotland’s drive towards net zero; 

■ Employ an energy efficiency officer locally to provide advice and information; 

■ Address fuel poverty and energy efficiency in local households; 

■ Identify and support hose living in fuel poor households; 

■ Provide additional support over and above existing financing mechanisms; 

■ Help bring forward energy efficiency measures for individual households; and, 

■ Support a community wide energy conservation strategy. 

3.9.20 In recognition of comments received and the local and regional importance of Lochindorb, the 
Applicant presented proposals to create an outline outdoor access plan to accompany the 
application. This would include a commitment to further consultation with the community, outdoor 
recreation, and access groups to develop details proposals on how to: 

■ Improve access in and around Lochindorb; 

■ Upgrade existing paths; 

■ Install waymarkers and interpretation panels; and, 

■ Upgrade areas of peat.  

3.9.21 There was also further elaboration on involving the local supply chain. Exhibition information 
explained that if the application gains approval, local business would be sought to provide services 
including:  
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■ Local accommodation; 

■ Plant hire; 

■ Caterers; 

■ Groundworks;  

■ Fencers; and, 

■ Concrete and aggregate.  

3.9.22 No further feedback relative to the design and layout of the Proposed Development was received at 
the second live consultation event. 

Live In-Person Events  

3.9.23 The live consultation events were reinforced with ‘in-person’ public exhibitions which were held as 
follows:  

■ 31st August 2021: 12pm-7pm at Carrbridge Village Hall, Carrbridge; and, 

■ 1st September 2021: 12 pm-7pm at Fornighty Hall, Lethen.  

3.9.24 Events were advertised alongside the virtual consultation in the local press and on social media. 
Community Councils and key stakeholders, including ward councillors, the MP and MSP were 
contacted directly and invited to attend the event.  

3.9.25 In order to provide assurances in light of the COVID-19 pandemic, attendees were encouraged to book 
an appointment in advance. However, the Applicant also sought to accommodate those who 
attended without an appointment slot. Information presented was the same as that provided at the 
virtual exhibition (outlined above). See Appendix 10 for photographs of the in-person exhibition.  

3.9.26 Approximately 15 individuals attended over the two days of consultation. Feedback forms were 
completed by 7 members of the public and a summary is given in Table 3-3 below.  

Table 3-3: Summary of Feedback from Second Consultation Event  

Feedback Question Public Comment 

 Yes No  Unsure 
Do you agree that there is a need to 
generate more renewable energy? 

7 0 0 

Do you support onshore wind farms 
as a source of renewable energy? 

 6 0 1 

Do you support our proposals? 6 0 1 
Do you have any initial comments or 
questions on the proposal 
presented 

5 2 0 

Comments/Questions  Important that Ferness Village road (B9007 south) is not used at all by wind farm traffic. 
Village road width is compromised and already has significant problems with speeding 
traffic, careless driving etc. This assurance has already been given by other proposed 
wind farms. 
Discount on electricity bills 
Discount on our fuel bills 
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Feedback Question Public Comment 

I would like to see some views of how the project looks with Lochindorb Castle in shot 
Good discussion around fuel poverty and the proposed energy efficiency programme 
Good exhibition and info. Comprehensive booklet 
I question the siting of a lot of inland wind farms. They are far from the centres of 
population necessitating long cable lines. They are visually intrusive and create a lot of 
greenhouses gases from their construction. There is also environmental degradation 
where materials are mined. 

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? 

Feedback received by Community Council is the need to provide discounted electricity 
on a postcode allocation within centre limits. 

 Electric car charge points, scheme for making renewable energy in homes more 
affordable for all - i.e., air source heat pumps; fund for local community halls 

 I would like to be kept informed as the energy efficiency programme develops 
 Continue to engage with local communities and groups to identify projects and 

initiatives in need of support 
Any further comments  Exhibition much appreciated and good to meet the staff involved 

Very good 
Thanks for sharing the information 
Some alternatives to coal and oil are needed but I think tide/water could be a possible 
solution 

3.10 Conclusion of Community Consultation 

3.10.1 In summary, the Applicant has ensured that the local community has had adequate opportunity to 
inform the finalised design solution at the site through a variety of different consultation platforms. 
Consultation has been held both virtually and ‘in-person’ at appropriate times in the delivery 
programme in order to consider and facilitate design refinement and provide a continual 
communication of progress made and next steps.  

3.10.2 The Applicant has endeavoured to facilitate two-way communication and has been contactable to 
discuss any key issues throughout the design process. 

3.10.3 The CLG and project website have also been utilised to provide updates on the Proposed 
Development and invite further feedback.  

3.10.4 The consultation events have also been utilised to explore opportunities for supply chain 
management and local community benefits.   

3.10.5 The Applicant has sent additional information to all households within a 10km radius of the site 
advising on the final layout, amendments that have been made, and indicating the submission 
programme prior to the S36 application being submitted.  

3.10.6 Overall, feedback from the local community on design approach has been minimal, however the 
Applicant is committed to ongoing engagement and consultation with key stakeholders throughout 
all phases of the development process. 
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4.1 Review of Design Iteration  

4.1.1 The Applicant has considered a number of alternative turbine layouts for the Proposed Development, 
the finalised layout being the seventh iteration of design amendment. The layout of the Proposed 
Development has been an iterative process which started early in 2020 and has been fully informed by 
the EIA process and feedback from key stakeholders and the local community.  

4.1.2 Table 4-1 provides a summary of the key design amendments which have been directly informed by 
stakeholder feedback received during the engagement process. The most significant alteration to the 
Proposed Development is the reduction in turbines from the originally proposed 23 at the feasibility 
stage to 17 at the finalised design stage. This has been influenced by the identification of on-site 
design constraints, as well as feedback from key stakeholders.  

4.1.3 Furthermore, the proposed community benefit package has been directly informed by feedback 
received during the consultation process and seeks to directly address energy efficient  and fuel 
poverty in the local area.  

4.1.4 We would re-iterate that Chapter 4: Approach to EIA of the EIAR submitted as part of the S36 
application also provides specific details on where the EIA has responded to the advice received 
throughout the EIA scoping process. Furthermore, the overall rationale behind the design evolution is 
discussed further in Chapter 2: Site Selection and Design of the EIAR. 

Table 4-1: Response to Feedback Responses 

Consultee Response 

SEPA – Peat and watercourse related 
concerns  
 

Comments were taken into consideration during the design of proposed new 
tracks and the layout amended to incorporate SEPA’s suggested changes.  
The construction compounds and substation and energy storage facility have 
been sited to avoid watercourses, areas of deep peat and to minimise impacts 
on sensitive habitats. 

Historic Environment Scotland (HES) - 
Note that two monuments are likely to 
be affected by the proposed 
development; Lochindorb Castle and 
Alltlaoigh, Farmstead. 
 

Redesign saw turbines along the eastern site boundary removed to minimise 
views from the Cairngorms National Park (CNP) and Lochindorb Castle. 
Micrositing of several turbines to further minimise landscape and visual 
effects, including in the CNP. A number of turbines were relocated north to 
make improvements to the view from Alltlaoigh Farmstead cultural heritage 
asset. Further turbines were microsited to reduce the spread of turbines 
visible from cultural heritage receptors to the north (Dunearn Fort and 
Ardclach Bell Tower).  
Layout redesign to make additional improvements to views from the CNP by 
moving the southernmost turbines within the array northwards. Number of 
turbines removed to reduce the width of the array from the CNP, and to 
minimise views from the B9007. 
There was further refinement to the layout through the removal of a turbine in 
order to minimise effects on ecological, geological features and to provide a 
visually balanced composition of turbines from key landscape and heritage 
viewpoints. 

Public Consultation  Feedback from community consultation has been minimal. However, it should 
be recognised that the Proposed Development would provide community 
benefit funding for the local area of up to £510,000 annually. Some of this fund 

4 Design Iteration  
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Consultee Response 

would be used to address fuel poverty, which affects around a third of 
households, with a fifth in extreme fuel poverty. Local households would be 
given grants directly to make improvements to their home, increasing energy 
efficiency and reducing their fuel bills, delivering a substantial benefit for the 
local area. 
Measures to maximise the supply chain opportunities for local businesses and 
proposals for community benefit funding that can optimise local economic 
and community development are also proposed. 

Telecommunications – Remove turbines 
interfering with radio links 

A detailed design review was undertaken following the receipt of a wind farm 
interference analysis report which detailed the presence of two Airwave MW 
Radio links within the site. In consultation with Airwave Solutions, a layout 
was produced that did not interfere with the links. The constraints 
necessitated the removal of a further turbine. 

 

4.2 Summary and Conclusion  

4.2.1 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.  

4.2.2 The final layout has been directly informed by this consultation and a robust design iteration process, 
exemplified by the overall reduction in turbines across the site and the alternative layout.  

4.2.3 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.   

4.2.4 From the outset, the Applicant has undertaken comprehensive consultation, despite the limitations 
presented by the COVID 19 pandemic. The approach to the preparation of the S36 application for the 
Proposed Development has sought to ensure that all those with an interest in the proposals have had 
an opportunity to review and comment through appropriate channels. The Applicant is committed to 
ongoing engagement and consultation with key stakeholders throughout all phases of the 
development process. 
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Appendix 1 : Promotional Leaflet 
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Appendix 2 : First Consultation Event Newspaper Adverts 
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Appendix 3 : First Consultation Feedback Form 
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Appendix 4 : First Consultation Event Exhibition Boards 
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Appendix 5 : Second Consultation Event Newspaper Adverts 
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Appendix 6 : Second Consultation Feedback Form 
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Appendix 7 : Second Consultation Event Exhibition Boards 
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Appendix 8 : Press Coverage 
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Appendix 9 : Social Media Promotion 
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Appendix 10 : ‘In-Person’ Exhibition Photos 
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