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1 Introduction 

1.1 Introduction 

ERG UK Holding Ltd (ERG) (hereafter referred to as ‘the Applicant’) intends to apply to 

the Scottish Ministers Energy Consents Unit (ECU) for Consent under Section 36 of the 

Electricity Act (Scotland) 1989 (as amended) to develop a wind farm extension 

comprising of six three-bladed horizontal axis wind turbines, a battery storage facility 

and associated infrastructure (the ‘Proposed Development’).  The Proposed 

Development is an extension of the under construction Sandy Knowe Wind Farm.  

Sandy Knowe Wind Farm is owned by Sandy Knowe Wind Farm Limited (SKWFL).  SKWFL 

is 100% owned by ERG UK Holding Ltd.  

It is the intention of ERG to seek consent to vary the operational life of the under-

construction Sandy Knowe Wind Farm through a separate application under section 

36C of the Electricity Act 1989.  The Applicant intends to include the environmental 

assessment to extend the operational life within the Sandy Knowe Wind Farm Extension 

EIA Report, and invites discussion with the ECU on this point.   

The Applicant submitted an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Report for 

the Proposed Development, with a request for an EIA Scoping Opinion to the ECU in 

May 2021. The Applicant received the EIA Scoping Opinion from the ECU, on behalf of 

Scottish Ministers, on 26 October 2021. 

It is noted that the Scoping Opinion was issued without advice from Dumfries and 

Galloway Council. At the time of writing, a scoping response has not yet been received 

and the EIA is progressing based on our understanding of the site characteristics, best 

practice and the other consultee responses.  

This Section 36 Gatecheck Report provides ECU with an update on the status of the 

Proposed Development and progress with the EIA Report. It summarises the design 

iteration process which the Applicant has undertaken to date and how the Applicant 

intends to respond to the points raised within the EIA Scoping Opinion. 

1.2 The Applicant 

ERG Group is a European renewable power producer, with an office in Edinburgh, 

which has been operating successfully in the energy sector for 80 years. 

In recent years ERG has transformed itself from one of Italy’s leading oil and refining 

companies to one focussed wholly on green power.  ERG is active in seven countries — 

in the UK, France, Germany, Poland, Romania, Bulgaria, and Italy, where it is now the 

leading wind energy operator — owning and operating wind farms with a total installed 

capacity of approximately 2GW.  ERG is constructing wind farms in Scotland and 

Northern Ireland.   

The Applicant is committed to investing in Dumfries and Galloway through renewable 

energy projects, with the community benefits and additional outcomes that renewable 

energy development can bring (including construction and post construction 

employment). 
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2 Scoping Responses  
The Applicant submitted an EIA Scoping Report for the Proposed Development, with a 

request for an EIA Scoping Opinion to the ECU in May 2021. The Applicant received the 

EIA Scoping Opinion from the ECU, on behalf of Scottish Ministers, on 26 October 2021. 

Scoping responses were received from the organisations set out in Table 1.  

It is noted that the Scoping Opinion was issued without advice from Dumfries and 

Galloway Council. Dumfries and Galloway Council (DGC) requested a further extension 

to the Scoping consultation to the 05 November 2021 and subsequent extension until 

the 03 December 2021. 

At the time of writing, a scoping response has not yet been received and the EIA is 

progressing based on our understanding of the site characteristics, best practice and 

the other consultee responses. A number of difficulties and uncertainties have been 

generated due to no response being received from DGC. Primarily the agreement or 

comment on the scope of assessments. For instance, the Landscape and Visual Impact 

Assessment (LVIA) including study areas, viewpoints and scoped out effects. ECU has 

advised (from an email dated 05 October 2021 and in the Scoping Opinion) DGC’s 

advice will be provided in due course to the Applicant, as a separate annexe to the 

Scoping Opinion, when this has been provided to the Scottish Ministers. 

A further correspondence email from the ECU on 14 January 2022 expressed that 

responses to scoping consultation is not a mandatory requirement for DGC, therefore 

the priority is for the Council to respond to applications in the first instance.  

In order to proceed with the project and avoid significant delay in the programme, the 

Applicant has decided to proceed with the preparation of the EIA. 

With regard to the remaining consultees who did not respond, it is assumed they had no 

comment to make on the Scoping Report, however, each will be consulted again by 

the ECU when the application is submitted. 

Consultation with relevant stakeholders is ongoing as necessary throughout the EIA 

process. 

Table 1: Scoping Responses Status 

Consultee Status 

SEPA Received 

Historic Environment Scotland Received 

NatureScot Received 

BT Received 

Edinburgh Airport Received 

Glasgow Airport  Received 

Galloway Fisheries Trust Received 

Scottish Water Received 

Vodafone Received 

The Crown Estate  Received 

Glasgow Prestwick Airport Received 

Fisheries Management Scotland Received 
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Consultee Status 

Joint Radio Company Received 

Nith DSFB Received 

NATS Safeguarding  Received 

RSPB Scotland Received 

Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society (ScotWays) Received 

Visit Scotland Received 

The Coal Authority   Received 

Dumfries and Galloway Council Did not respond 

British Horse Society Did not respond 

Civil Aviation Authority – Airspace Did not respond 

Mountaineering Scotland Did not respond 

Scottish Forestry Did not respond 

Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council (CC) Did not respond 

Royal Burgh of Sanquhar and District CC Did not respond 

Upper Nithsdale Community Trust Did not respond 

West of Scotland Archaeology Service Did not respond 

Scottish Wildlife Trust Did not respond 

2.1 EIA Report Requirements  

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on EIA 

Requirements. 

 

Table 2: EIA Scoping Opinion – EIAR 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

ECU Scottish Ministers are satisfied with the scope 

of the EIA set out in chapter 3, section 3.4 of 

the Scoping Report. 

Noted. 

The mitigation measures suggested for  

significant environmental impacts 

identified should be presented as a 

conclusion to each chapter. Applicants are 

also asked to provide a consolidated 

schedule, in tabular form, of all mitigation 

measures proposed in the environmental 

assessment, and of where within the EIA 

Report each of the specific matters raised. 

A summary of mitigation measures will 

be provided in each technical 

chapter, and an overall Schedule of 

Mitigation will be provided (in tabular 

form) as a separate EIA Report 

chapter. 

Request the ECU is kept informed of relevant 

discussions regarding the refinement of the 

design of the Proposed Development. 

Noted – the EIA Report will also 

document all consultation undertaken 

for the Proposed Development in each 

EIA chapter. 

A Gatecheck meeting is proposed to 

be attended alongside this 

Gatecheck Report prior to the 

application submission to provide ECU 

with a project update and to 

demonstrate how the Scottish Ministers 

and consultee comments provided 
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with the Scoping Opinion are to be 

addressed and taken forward in the 

EIA report. 

To facilitate uploading to the ECU portal, the 

EIA Report and its associated documentation 

should be divided into appropriately named 

separate files of sizes no more than 10 

megabytes (MB). In addition, a separate disc 

containing the EIA Report and its associated 

documentation in electronic format will be 

required. 

Noted. 

Applicants will also be required to complete 

the checklist provided by Marine Science 

Scotland (MSS) (at Annex 1 of MSS’ Standing 

Advice) which should signpost ECU to where 

all matters relevant to freshwater and 

diadromous fish and fisheries have been 

presented in the EIA report. If not presented in 

the EIA report, justification should be provided 

to explain its absence. 

Please see Appendix A.  

 

2.2 Landscape and Visual  

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on the 

landscape and visual impact assessment. 

Table 3: EIA Scoping Opinion – Landscape and Visual 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

ECU If the maximum blade tip height of turbines 

exceeds 150m the Landscape and Visual 

Impact Assessment (LVIA) must include a 

robust Night Time Assessment with agreed 

viewpoints to consider the effects of 

aviation lighting and how the chosen 

lighting mitigates the effects. 

The maximum blade-tip height of turbines 

in the Proposed Development does not 

exceed 150m. 

NatureScot We are satisfied with the approach 

proposed for the LVIA including the 

cumulative assessment.  

Noted. 

We do not anticipate any effects on 

national designations or that the visual 

effects will raise concerns of national 

interest.   

Noted. 

Suggest additional viewpoint in the region 

of Cloud Hill on the Southern Upland Way 

(approximate Grid Reference; 274603, 

605255). ZTV suggests that the Proposed 

Development will be visible from this area 

and at present there are no VPs on the 

SUW south of Sanquhar.  This VP has been 

used in for other developments in this area 

so will provide a useful comparator. 

A viewpoint approximately 150m east of 

the grid reference suggested in the 

region of Cloud Hill on the Southern 

Upland Way has been captured and will 

be included in the LVIA. 

John Muir 

Trust 

Are not expecting to make comments on 

this Scoping Opinion 

Noted. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Scottish 

Wild Land 

Group 

(SWLG) 

No comments to make on behalf of SWLG. Noted.  

ScotWays Scotways anticipate that the Applicant will 

take into account both recreational 

amenity and landscape impacts in 

developing their proposals for this site. We 

will consider these issues further should this 

scoping stage lead to a planning 

application. 

Landscape impacts in relation to 

recreational amenity will be considered 

as part of the Chapter 5 Landscape and 

Visual Impact Assessment. 

Particularly concerned that the cumulative 

impact of these proposed developments is 

taken into account. 

Cumulative impacts will be addressed 

throughout the EIA. 

 

2.3 Ornithology  

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on 

ornithology. 

Table 4: EIA Scoping Opinion – Ornithology 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

RSPB Consider the scope set out in the Scoping 

Report is acceptable and we are not aware 

of any other developments that should be 

considered in the combination assessment. 

Noted. 

NatureScot Other than Muirkirk and North Lowther 

Uplands Special Protection Area (SPA), 

which has been scoped in for consideration 

of potential effects of the proposal on 

ornithological features, we agree with the 

report that other protected areas in the 

vicinity can be scoped out of the EIA. 

Noted. 

Note the 2 northern turbines will not have the 

recommended 2 years of up to date survey 

with surveys undertaken from March-Sep 

2021.  NatureScot willing to accept this as a 

minimum for survey of this area when 

combined with data from 2012 and 

supplemented with information from the 

RSPB and Dumfries and Galloway Raptor 

Study Group (DGRSG).  This position may 

require revision should there be any 

significant disparity between data in 2012 

and the present, or if there is any disparity 

between the data collected this season on 

the western and northern locations.   

Supplementary data has been received 

from RSPB and DGRSG. Records do not 

indicate any significant disparity 

between 2012, presently captured data 

and the supplementary data.  

Other than the note above, NatureScot are 

satisfied with the scope proposed for 

ornithology and of the proposed approach. 

Noted. 
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2.4 Ecology 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on ecology. 

Table 5: EIA Scoping Opinion – Ecology 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

SEPA SEPA have considered the Scoping Report 

(dated 14 May 2021) and are generally 

satisfied with the proposed approach to 

the assessment. 

Noted. 

NatureScot Other than Muirkirk and North Lowther 

Uplands SPA, which has been scoped in 

for consideration of potential effects of 

the proposal on ornithological features, 

we agree with the report that other 

protected areas in the vicinity can be 

scoped out of the EIA. 

Noted. 

NatureScot guidance recommends 1 

static bat detector per turbine location for 

sites of ten turbines or less.  The scoping 

document proposes the use 5 rather than 

6 detectors, but there is no indication why 

reduced survey coverage is intended. 

Five detectors were deployed in 2020 

and an additional detector was 

deployed the following year. Therefore, a 

total of six detectors have been 

deployed in line with NatureScot 

guidance. 

Fisheries 

Management 

Scotland 

The proposed development falls within 

the district of Nith District Salmon Fishery 

Board (NDSFB) and Nith Catchment 

Fisheries Trust (NCFT) and should be 

consulted. 

Both NDSFB and NCFT were consulted as 

part of scoping with NDSFB responding 

(see below). 

Nith District 

Salmon 

Fishery Board 

The Board notes the comments on page 

28 of the scoping report but considers it 

essential to conduct further aquatic 

monitoring, both fish and aquatic 

invertebrates, on the lower Polhote Burn, 

downstream of the sites that have been 

surveyed previously. This is important to 

provide information to assist in preserving 

the limited populations of fish remaining in 

the vicinity of the extension site. 

Noted. Further aquatic surveys were 

undertaken and will be outlined in 

Chapter 6 Ecology and supported by a 

technical appendix in Volume 2. 

Confirmed that NDSFB have been in 

contact with Atmos Consulting, 

environmental consultants working on this 

project on behalf of the developers ERG 

UK Ltd, to discuss potential surveying 

requirements. Other than the surveys 

discussed above NDSFB have no further 

comments or objections to the proposed 

extension to Sandy Knowe wind farm. 

Noted.  

Galloway 

Fisheries Trust 

GFT do not work within the Nith 

catchment so we will not be submitting a 

response to this consultation. 

Noted. 

2.5 Geology, Peat, Hydrology, and Hydrogeology 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on geology, 

peat, hydrology, and hydrogeology. 

Table 6: EIA Scoping Opinion Hydrology, Hydrogeology and Soils 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

SEPA New turbines and associated 

infrastructure in the western portion of the 

This feedback has been taken into 

account in the design iteration process 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

site would be on an area of peat bog 

and marshy grassland. The applicant 

should give consideration to how the site 

can be designed to avoid direct impacts.  

SEPA also note that the road between T7 

to T1; the road from T2 to T3, and T3 itself 

all appear to be on peat of about 2m 

depth. They suggest these pieces of 

infrastructure should be removed or 

moved onto less valuable areas. 

(refer to Section 3.2). The overall design 

response will be presented within the EIA 

report (Chapter 3 Project Description and 

Design Evolution). 

The track between T7 and T1 has been 

rerouted to avoid areas of deep peat, 

however the use of floating tracks will be 

considered where appropriate. 

The track between T2 and T3 has been 

routed on <0.5m peat depth based on 

based on interpolated range surface. 

T3 has been repositioned on peat depth 

between 0.6-1m based on based on 

interpolated range surface. 

NatureScot NatureScot note that the peat depth 

map accompanying the scoping report 

does not cover the area where T5 and T6 

are situated.  NatureScot would expect to 

see peat depth analysis of this area 

undertaken to inform the location of 

these proposed turbines. 

Phase 1 and Phase 2 peat probing has 

been undertaken for this area and has 

been considered in further design 

iteration and will be presented within the 

EIA Report (Chapter 3 Project Description 

and Design Evolution). 

Scottish Water Scottish Water has no objection to this 

planning application 

Noted. 

States the development proposals impact 

on existing Scottish Water assets. The 

Applicant must identify any potential 

conflicts with Scottish Water assets and 

contact the Asset Impact Team via 

Scottish Water’s Customer Portal to apply 

for a diversion. 

Scottish Water Asset maps have been 

provided by Site Investigation Services 

(UK) Limited. There are no Scottish Water 

assets within proximity of the proposed 

infrastructure and therefore no potential 

conflicts are identified. This is to be 

agreed with Scottish Water through 

further engagement which is ongoing. 

This will be outlined in Chapter 8 

Hydrology, hydrogeology and soils of the 

EIA Report. 

A review of our records indicates that 

there are no Scottish Water drinking water 

catchments or water abstraction sources, 

which are designated as Drinking Water 

Protected Areas under the Water 

Framework Directive, in the area that 

may be affected by the proposed 

activity. 

Noted. 

ECU Scottish Water provided information on 

whether there are any drinking water 

protected areas or Scottish Water assets 

on which the development could have 

any significant effect. Scottish Ministers 

request that the company contacts 

Scottish Water (via 

EIA@scottishwater.co.uk) and makes 

further enquires to confirm whether there 

any Scottish Water assets which may be 

affected by the development, and 

includes details in the EIA report of any 

relevant mitigation measures to be 

Scottish Water Asset maps have been 

provided by Site Investigation Services 

(UK) Limited. There are no Scottish Water 

assets within proximity of the proposed 

infrastructure and therefore no potential 

conflicts are identified. This is to be 

agreed with Scottish Water through 

further engagement which is ongoing. 

This will be outlined in Chapter 8 

Hydrology, hydrogeology and soils of the 

EIA Report. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

provided. 

Scottish Ministers request that the 

company investigates the presence of 

any private water supplies which may be 

impacted by the development. The EIA 

report should include details of any 

supplies identified by this investigation, 

and if any supplies are identified, the 

company should provide an assessment 

of the potential impacts, risks, and any 

mitigation which would be provided. 

A request for the presence of Private 

Water Supplies (PWS) has been sent to 

Dumfries and Galloway Council, East 

Ayrshire Council and SEPA. PWS that may 

be impacted upon from the Proposed 

Development will be considered in 

Chapter 8 Hydrology, hydrogeology and 

soils of the EIA Report. 

Coal Mining  

Authority 

Part of the Proposed Development 

(including T6) is located within the 

defined Development High Risk Area. Part 

of the site has therefore been subject to 

past coal mining activity. In addition, the 

site is located within an area of surface 

coal resource. 

In accordance with the agreed risk-

based approach to development 

management in Development High Risk 

Areas, the past coal mining activities and 

the presence of surface coal resources 

within the site should be fully considered 

as part of the ES; this should take the form 

of a risk assessment, together with any 

necessary mitigation measures. 

A Coal Mining Risk Assessment will be 

included in Volume 2 of the EIA Report 

together with necessary mitigation 

measures if required. 

2.6 Noise 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on noise. 

Table 7: EIA Scoping Opinion – Noise 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

ECU The noise assessment should be carried out 

in line with relevant legislation and 

standards as detailed in chapter 5 section 

5.8 of the scoping report. The noise 

assessment report should be formatted as 

per Table 6.1 of the IOA “A Good Practice 

Guide to the Application of ETSU-R-97 for 

the Assessment and Rating of Wind Turbine 

Noise. 

Noted. 

2.7 Cultural Heritage 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on cultural 

heritage. 

Table 8: EIA Scoping Opinion – Cultural Heritage 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Historic 

Environment 

Scotland 

Confirmed that the proposed scope and 

methodology of the cultural heritage 

assessment is acceptable.  

Noted. 
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It would be helpful to see wireframes 

produced for Kyle Castle, Kemps Castle, 

Crichton Peel & Sanquhar Castle and 

Ryehill motte. 

Wirelines will be produced for these 

locations. The locations have been 

visited by the project team’s Cultural 

Heritage consultant and will be 

considered in Chapter 10 Cultural 

Heritage of the EIA. 

ECU The proposed viewpoints are given at 

Section 5.2, Table 4. At this stage we would 

request that any additional viewpoints, 

wireframes, ZTV and photomontages as 

requested by Historic Environment Scotland 

and NatureScot are considered in full. 

Please see the note above. 

 

2.8 Traffic and Transport 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on traffic 

and transport. 
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Table 9: EIA Scoping Opinion – Traffic and Transport 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Transport 

Scotland 

Transport Scotland would specify that the 

potential impacts on the trunk road network 

should be assessed and we note that the 

proposed study area will include the A76(T) 

corridor, which we consider to be 

appropriate. 

Noted. 

Transport Scotland is in agreement with the 

approach of baseline traffic count data to 

be sourced from Transport Scotland for the 

A76(T) both east and west of the Proposed 

Development. 

Noted. 

The SR states that any impacts associated 

with both the operational and 

decommissioning phases of the 

development are to be scoped out of the 

Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

(EIAR). We would consider this to be 

acceptable in this instance. 

Noted. 

Transport Scotland will require to be satisfied 

that the additional size of turbines proposed 

can negotiate the selected route, in 

particular the new access junction on the 

A76(T), and that their transportation will not 

have any detrimental effect on structures 

within the trunk road route path. 

We note that an Abnormal Loads 

Assessment will be prepared and submitted 

as a technical appendix to the EIAR. This 

should identify key pinch points on the trunk 

road network. Swept path analysis should be 

undertaken and details provided with 

regard to any required changes to street 

furniture or structures along the route. 

The candidate turbine for the Proposed 

Development utilises the same turbine 

blade length as Sandy Knowe and 

therefore the abnormal loads route has 

already been assessed and agreed. The 

EIAR will include the previous studies as 

technical appendices in Volume 2. 

2.9 Socio-economics, Tourism, Recreation and Land Use 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on Socio-

economics, Tourism, Recreation and Land Use. 

Table 10: EIA Scoping Opinion – Socio-economics, Tourism, Recreation and Land Use 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

ScotWays Scotways anticipate that the applicant will 

take into account both recreational amenity 

and landscape impacts in developing their 

proposals for this site. We will consider these 

issues further should this scoping stage lead to 

a planning application. 

Chapter 5 Landscape and Visual Impact 

Assessment will consider potential effects 

upon visual receptors within the Study 

Area, i.e. the people who may be 

affected by changes in views resulting 

from the Proposed Development. This 

includes People using long distance 

walking routes and national cycle routes 

across the Study Area and Core Paths 

within the more immediate site context. 

Landscape impacts will also be 

considered in Chapter 5. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Recreational amenity will also be 

considered in the EIA Report as part of 

Chapter 12 Socio-economics, Tourism, 

Recreation and Land Use chapter. 

Visit 

Scotland 

VisitScotland strongly agrees with the advice 

of the Scottish Government –the importance 

of tourism impact statements should not be 

diminished, and that, for each site 

considered, an independent tourism impact 

assessment should be carried out. This 

assessment should be geographically sensitive 

and should consider the potential impact on 

any tourism offerings in the vicinity. 

A tourism impact assessment will be 

provided in the EIA Report as part of 

Chapter 12 Socio-economics, Tourism, 

Recreation and Land Use. 

2.10 Other Considerations (including aviation and 

telecommunication) 

The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on other 

considerations (including aviation and telecommunications). 

Table 11: EIA Scoping Opinion – Aviation 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Ministry of 

Defence 

Subject to the conditions detailed in 

Appendix A of the MOD scoping response, 

the MOD has no concerns to the proposed 

development 

Noted. 

The addition of turbines in this location has 

the potential to introduce a physical 

obstruction to low flying aircraft operating in 

the area. The MOD will request that Proposed 

Development turbines will be fitted with 25 

candela omni-directional red lighting or 

infrared lighting with an optimised flash 

pattern of 60 flashes per minute of 200ms to 

500ms duration at the highest practicable 

point.  

Since receipt of the Scoping Opinion the 

Applicant has further engaged with MoD 

and provided a lighting plan on 

22/10/2021 in accordance with their 

scoping comments. Further details will be 

included in Chapter 13 Other 

Considerations of the EIA Report. 

Edinburgh 

Airport 

I can confirm the location of this 

development falls out with our Aerodrome 

Safeguarding zone for Edinburgh Airport 

therefore we have no objection/comment. 

Noted. 

Glasgow 

Airport 

Site is outwith obstacle limitation surfaces for 

GA, outwith radar consultation area for GA 

and is within the Instrument Flight Procedure 

area for GA and may impact upon 

procedures. Engagement with GA 

recommended to fully assess potential 

impact. Final position confirmed upon full 

planning application. 

The Applicant is engaging with Glasgow 

Airport to discuss the potential impacts 

on the Instrument Flight Procedure area. 

Glasgow 

Prestwick 

Airport 

(GPA) 

Preliminary Line of Sight (LOS) analysis at the 

proposed turbine tip heights of 149.9m for the 

Sandy Knowe Wind Farm Extension – 

indicates that all 6 turbines would be visible 

to the GPA primary radar(s), and we request 

the Developer engages with GPA on this 

Engagement with GPA is ongoing. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

matter – to allow a more detailed radar LOS 

modelling assessment to be undertaken to 

establish the visibility (or otherwise) of the 

proposed scheme to GPA’s primary radars. 

Given the tip height (149.9m) of the 

proposed turbines, we also request that the 

Developer engages with GPA to establish 

fully if the proposed development is likely to 

have any impact on our published Instrument 

Flight Procedures (IFP’s) – both conventional 

and RNAV/RNP published IFP’s as published 

in the UK Aeronautical Information 

Publication (AIP) for GPA (EGPK). 

A review of all published Glasgow 

Prestwick Airport IFPs has been 

undertaken as requested by the airport 

safeguarding team. Nine specific 

procedures were identified within five 

nautical miles of the proposed turbines. 

The minimum vertical clearance 

between an aircraft on any of these 

procedures and the highest proposed 

turbine tip is approximately 2600 feet (792 

metres). It is likely that the procedures 

could comfortably accommodate the 

wind farm. 

Engagement with GPA is ongoing. 

A preliminary ATC Operational Assessment 

indicates that this is an area of airspace 

where GPA provide an air traffic service, and 

as such if the turbines are visible to our 

primary radar then mitigation will be 

required. 

Engagement with GPA is ongoing to 

identify mitigation requirements. 

Should this proposed development result in a 

full Section 36 Planning Application, it is likely 

GPA would object to the development until 

such times as the aviation safety matters 

detailed above were appropriately 

addressed. 

Engagement with GPA is ongoing to 

address matters appropriately. 

NATS It has been determined that the terrain 

screening available will not adequately 

attenuate the signal for Lowther RADAR, and 

therefore this development is likely to cause 

false primary plots to be generated. A 

reduction in the RADAR’s probability of 

detection, for real aircraft, is also anticipated. 

Noted. Engagement with NATS is ongoing 

to identify potential mitigation 

opportunities. 

There is also an unacceptable impact 

anticipated on the Prestwick Centre Radar 

Engagement with Glasgow Prestwick is 

ongoing. 

NATS objects to the Proposed Development 

given the above comments 

Noted.  It is anticipated that technical 

mitigation is available to address the 

potential impacts. 

BT The Proposed Development should not cause 

interference to BT’s current and presently 

planned radio network. 

Noted. 

JRC This Proposed Development is cleared with 

respect to radio link infrastructure operated 

by Scottish Power and Scotia Gas Networks 

Noted. 

Vodafone Vodafone require 100m clearance from tip of 

any turbine blade to fixed link radio path 

Previous engagement with Vodafone on 

06 November 2020, noted a maximum 

separation distance between the link 

and rotor distance of ‘at least 50m from 

the first Fresnel Zone of each link in 

question’. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

Through further engagement with 

Vodafone following their scoping 

response, it was agreed on 09 September 

2021 via email correspondence that a 

50m buffer from the first Fresnel zone of 

each link in question can be acceptable. 

The Design Chill layout has been sent to 

Vodafone for comments given changes 

to turbine locations. 
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3 Design Iterations 

3.1 Scoping Design   

In May 2021, as part of the Scoping Report, the Applicant submitted an indicative 

turbine layout for the Proposed Development comprising of six turbines. This will form an 

extension to the existing Sandy Knowe Wind Farm which contains 24 turbines. 

The following comments, set out in Table 12, were received from the ECU and 

consultees on the design of the Proposed Development presented in the EIA Scoping 

Report. 

Table 12: EIA Scoping Opinion – Design 

Consultee Scoping Comment Applicant Response 

ECU Scottish Ministers request SEPA’s advice 

provided in the Scoping Opinion is reviewed 

with regards to the proposed site layout 

SEPA’s advice has been taken into 

account in the design iteration process 

(refer to Section 3.2) and will be 

presented within the EIA report (Chapter 

3 Project Description and Design 

Evolution). 

SEPA New turbines and associated infrastructure in 

the western portion of the site would be on 

an area of peat bog and marshy grassland. 

The applicant should give consideration to 

how the site can be designed to avoid 

direct impacts.  SEPA also note that the road 

between T7 to T1; the road from T2 to T3, and 

T3 itself all appear to be on peat of about 

2m depth. They suggest these pieces of 

infrastructure should be removed or moved 

onto less valuable areas. 

This feedback has been taken into 

account in the design iteration process 

(refer to Section 3.2) and will be 

presented within the EIA Report (Chapter 

3 Project Description and Design 

Evolution). 

NatureScot NatureScot note that T3 is in an area of deep 

peat, therefore advise that micrositing T3 to 

avoid disturbance of deep peat is prioritised. 

As per above. 

ScotWays Extract from the Welsh Assembly 

Government’s Technical Advice Note on 

Renewable Energy (TAN 8) Proximity to 

Highways and Railways: 

“It is advisable to set back all wind turbines a 

minimum distance, equivalent to the height 

of the blade tip, from the edge of any public 

highway (road or other public right of way) 

or railway line.” 

ScotWays is likely to object to any proposal 

where the above principle is not followed 

This has been considered as part of the 

design process. No turbines are within 

149.9m of any public highway (road or 

other public right of way). 

3.2 Design Iterations  

Since the submission of the EIA Scoping Report and following the receipt of the EIA 

Scoping Opinion, the Applicant has undertaken design iterations to refine the design of 

the Proposed Development while minimising the environmental impacts. The main 

iterations are described below and shown on Figures 2 and 3. These iterations have 

taken into consideration the existing tracks and on-site environmental and engineering 
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constraints, including avoidance and/or appropriate buffering of watercourses, 

sensitive habitats and areas of deep peat. 

Table 13: Main Design Iterations to Date 

Layout 

No. of 

Turbines 

Tip 

Height 

(m) Design Changes 

1 (Scoping 

Layout) 

6 149.9m Initial feasibility based on preliminary environmental and 

technical consideration with the intention of sharing 

infrastructure components with Sandy Knowe Wind Farm 

where practicable in order to minimise the potential 

impact on sensitive receptors. 

2 (Design 

Chill) 

6 125m to 

149.9m 

Turbines 

All turbine IDs renumbered to sequentially follow the Sandy 

Knowe turbine numbering. 

T25 (previously T1) 

- Moved to shallow gradients on opposite side of 

communication link constraint 

- Moved to shallower peat based on interpolated 

range surface 

- Moved within broadly similar NVC habitats (M20a), 

but the new location increases the distance from 

highly GWDTE 

T26 (previously T2)  

- T25 has been moved to the opposite side of the 

communication link constraint therefore T26  

required to be moved to maintain optimum 

turbine spacing  

- Moved east to shallower gradients and avoiding 

additional watercourse crossing (with limited 

space for turbine construction area outside 

watercourse buffers) 

- Moved to slightly shallower peat based on 

interpolated range surface 

- Moved within same habitat type (M20a) 

T27 (previously T3) 

- Moved to small pocket of shallower peat (0.6-1m) 

based on interpolated range surface  

- Moved to small strip of semi-improved grassland / 

non-qualifying NVC habitat 

T28 (previously T4) 

- Maximum tip height reduced from 149.9m to 125m 

to reduce residential amenity effects 

T29 (previously T5) 

- Moved south to increase distance to residential 

receptors and avoid peat >0.5m based on 

interpolated range surface 

- Maximum tip height reduced from 149.9m to 125m 

to reduce residential amenity effects 

- Moved further south to increase the distance from 

a sensitive ornithology constraint 

T30 (previously T6) 

- Moved east to avoid flush habitat whilst 

maintaining distance to sensitive residential 
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Layout 

No. of 

Turbines 

Tip 

Height 

(m) Design Changes 

receptors; now located on modified bog. 

- Maximum tip height reduced from 149.9m to 125m 

to reduce residential amenity effects 

 

Hardstands 

T25 (previously T1)  

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid highly GWDTE and deeper areas of peat 

based on interpolated range surface 

- Positioned cross slope to minimise cut and fill 

requirements 

T26 (previously T2)  

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid highly GWDTE.  

- Positioned to minimise cut and fill requirements 

based on slope. 

- Positioned to maintain a maximum buffer of 50m 

from watercourses. 

T27 (previously T3) 

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid highly GWDTE and deeper areas of peat 

based on interpolated range surface. 

- Positioned cross slope to minimise cut and fill 

requirements. 

T28 (previously T4) 

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid highly GWDTE and deeper areas of peat 

based on interpolated range surface. 

- Positioned cross slope to minimise cut and fill 

requirements. 

T29 (previously T5) 

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid deeper areas of peat based on 

interpolated range surface. 

- Positioned cross slope to minimise cut and fill 

requirements. 

T30 (previously T6) 

- Hardstand area introduced and positioned to 

avoid deeper areas of peat based on 

interpolated range surface. 

Access Tracks 

Track between T25 and Sandy Knowe Wind Farm 

infrastructure has been re-routed to avoid deeper peat 

based on interpolated range surface. 

Given the movement of T25, the track between T25 and T26 

was redesigned to avoid deep peat where possible based 

on interpolated range surface. 

The track between T26 and T27 has been routed on <0.5m 

peat depth based on based on interpolated range 

surface. 

Track west of T27 on the approach to T28 has been routed 
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Layout 

No. of 

Turbines 

Tip 

Height 

(m) Design Changes 

to maintain a maximum buffer of 50m from identified 

cultural heritage assets. 

To avoid M6 habitat, the three-way junction on the track 

approaching T29 and T30 has been removed and the track 

to T29 realigned to avoid the M6 habitat. Turning heads 

were then introduced at each turbine location at T29 and 

T30. 

Battery Storage 

Battery storage was considered as part of the design chill 

layout to be located in the area of the existing Temporary 

Construction Compound next to the substation at Sandy 

Knowe. Further details of the storage capacity will be 

provided in the EIA. 

 

3 (Design 

Freeze) 

6 125m to 

149.9m 

Turbines 

T25  

- Moved approximately 5m southeast to marginally 

shallower peat 

T26 

- No design iterations noted 

T27 

- Moved 25m west to allow a better alignment of 

the hardstand while still in shallow peat following 

detailed peat probing  

T28 

- Moved 15m southeast to shallower peat following 

detailed peat probing 

- Turning head moved into shallow peat following 

detailed peat probing 

T29 

- Moved turbine 28m southwest to allow for the 

hardstand realignment 

T30 

- Slight movement to take into consideration of the 

hardstand area movement 

 

Hardstands 

T25 

- Hardstanding moved slightly southeast to keep 

temporary working areas outside GWDTE 

T26 

- Hardstanding mirrored to place track on NW side 

of the hardstand area. This allows track alignment 

to avoid GWDTEs north and south of T26 

- Tracks and turning head  moved onto shallower 

peat areas following detailed probing 

 

T27  

- Installation area rotated to avoid crossing 

watercourse whilst avoiding cultural heritage 
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Layout 

No. of 

Turbines 

Tip 

Height 

(m) Design Changes 

feature  

 

T28  

- Installation area rotated to be slightly closer to 

orientation of contours without entering deeper 

peat 

 

T29  

- Hardstanding mirrored to place track on NE side of 

the hardstand area and locate hardstanding on 

shallower peat 

 

T30 

- Rotated the boom assembly points and 

reorientated hardstanding slightly (this required a 

2m change to the turbine coordinate) to locate 

on locally shallower peat whilst avoiding sensitive 

habitats 

 

Access Tracks 

Tracks between turbines microsited onto locally shallower 

peat following detailed peat probing. 

Track between T27 and T28 has been realigned to avoid 

deeper areas of peat, including a section of floating track 

over peat greater than 2m depth. This impinges slightly on 

the 20m cultural heritage receptor buffer zone. This asset is 

of low or negligible importance, however, provision for 

fencing/demarcation under archaeological supervision 

prior to construction commencing will be considered. 

T29 – T30 junction relocated to shallower peat 

 

Borrow Pit 

The existing borrow pit that is used for the construction of 

Sandy Knowe Wind Farm has been considered as part of 

Design Freeze. The Applicant is considering the use of the 

borrow pit for extraction of materials and for peat 

reinstatement as part of the Peat Management Plan for the 

Proposed Development. This will be considered as part of 

Chapter 8 Hydrology, Hydrogeology and Soils. 

 

Battery Storage 

There are no amendments for battery storage. 

 

Application Boundary 

The Application boundary was modified to include the 

consented Sandy Knowe boundary (‘The Proposed 

Development Site’). 

For the purpose of describing the Proposed Development, 

baseline conditions and survey extents, an area has been 

illustrated as the “Proposed Development Footprint” which 

encompasses the proposed infrastructure which includes 
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Layout 

No. of 

Turbines 

Tip 

Height 

(m) Design Changes 

any land used for turbines, hardstanding, site access or 

where construction work is carried out. It also includes 

areas of Sandy Knowe such as consented / constructed 

tracks, temporary construction compounds and substation. 

The Proposed Development Site and Proposed 

Development Footprint are illustrated on Figure 4. 

3.3 Design Freeze Summary 

The Applicant has recently confirmed Design Freeze which consisted of further 

refinements of turbine locations, hardstand and track alignments. The main approach 

to design freeze was a balancing act between constraints applied for design chill (such 

as high valuable habitats, GWDTEs and residential visual amenity), more specifically 

peat depths following detailed phase 2 peat probing. 

Therefore, the Proposed Development in its current form consists of three turbines up to 

a maximum 125m tip height; three turbines up to a maximum of 149.9m; battery storage 

and associated infrastructure. The Proposed Development will have an indicative 

output of approximately 21.6MW and an indicative battery storage capacity of 28.4MW. 

The combined export capacity will not exceed 50MW.   

The associated infrastructure includes: 

• Use of existing; consented / under construction; and proposed access tracks; 

• Construction of turbine foundations and crane hardstandings; 

• Underground cabling;  

• Use of an existing borrow pit;  

• Use of existing and consented temporary storage compounds (two); and 

• Up to three watercourse crossings. 

The Design Freeze Layout is shown on Figure 4. 

3.3.1 Battery Storage 

An indicative 28.4MW battery storage facility is proposed on the eastern temporary 

construction compound adjacent to the existing substation. It would be installed after 

the completion of the construction of the wind farm on the hardstanding created for 

the compound. 

The battery storage facility would provide back-up power to National Grid for the 

benefit of providing stability to the electricity supply network and the integration of 

more renewable energy generation. 

Details of the battery storage facility including indicative dimensions will be presented in 

Chapter 3 Project Description and Design Evolution of the EIA Report. 
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4 Next Steps 
In accordance with the advice from the ECU on next steps from receipt of the Scoping 

Opinion, this section provides a timeline for the submission of the application with 

anticipated dates for adverts, consultees list, and proposed locations of EIA Report for 

public viewing. 

4.1.1 Adverts and EIA Report for public viewing 

The Applicant intends to lodge the Section 36 application in Q2 2022. 

The Electricity Works (Miscellaneous Temporary Modifications) (Coronavirus) (Scotland) 

Regulations 2020 notes temporary amendments to the Electricity Works (Environmental 

Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017. For instance, there is a temporary 

relaxation to ensure that copies of the EIA Report are available for inspections at a 

place or address during the Emergency Period. The Emergency Period means the 

period beginning on 24 April 2020 and ending on the date on which Part 1 of the 

Coronavirus (Scotland) Act 2020 expires in accordance with section 12 of that Act; 

which is currently March 2022. 

Given the uncertainty over COVID-19 restrictions at the point of submission of the 

application, the Applicant will provide the hard copy of the EIA Report in public area(s) 

if required by regulations.  

In any case, the EIA Report will be made freely available online on the dedicated 

project webpage (https://sandyknowewindfarm.com/), as well as the ECU and the 

Dumfries and Galloway Council planning portals. 

In accordance with The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) 

Regulations 2017 (Section 14), the application for Section 36 consent will be advertised 

in the Edinburgh Gazette for two consecutive weeks, a national newspaper for one 

week, and at least one local newspaper for two weeks.  

The dates for the advert publication are yet to be determined and will be agreed with 

ECU at a time closer to the submission date. 

https://sandyknowewindfarm.com/
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Appendices 

Appendix A. Marine Science Scotland EIA Checklist 

MSS Standard EIA Report Requirements Provided 

in 

applicati

on 

YES/NO 

If YES – please 

signpost to relevant 

chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or 

provided different 

to MSS advice, 

please set out 

reasons 

1. A map outlining the Proposed 

Development area and the proposed 

location of: 

• The turbines, 

• Associated crane hard standing areas, 

• Borrow pits, 

• Permanent meteorological masts, 

• Access tracks including  

• Watercourse crossings, 

• All buildings including substation, battery 

storage; 

• Permanent and temporary construction 

compounds; 

• All watercourses; and 

• Contour lines. 

Yes The EIA Report will 

contain a map 

illustrating the 

Proposed 

Development in 

Volume 3, Figures. 

The map will also 

clearly distinguish 

between what is 

newly proposed and 

what will be utilised 

from the existing 

Sandy Knowe 

infrastructure such as 

access tracks and 

substation.  

The Proposed 

Development will 

also be described in 

Chapter 3 Project 

Description and 

Design Evolution. 

 

n/a 

2. A description and results of the site 

characterisation surveys for fish (including 

fully quantitative electrofishing surveys) and 

water quality including the location of the 

electrofishing and fish habitat survey sites 

and water quality sampling sites on the map 

outlining the proposed turbines and 

associated infrastructure 

Yes This will be presented 

in Chapter 6, 

Ecology and a 

Technical Appendix 

of the surveys will be 

provided in Volume 2 

with a full summary 

of the site 

characterisation 

surveys for fish and 

water quality.  

A separate map 

showing the location 

of the electrofishing 

and fish habitat 

survey sites and 

water quality 

sampling sites will be 

provided in Volume 

3. 

n/a 
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MSS Standard EIA Report Requirements Provided 

in 

applicati

on 

YES/NO 

If YES – please 

signpost to relevant 

chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or 

provided different 

to MSS advice, 

please set out 

reasons 

3. An outline of the potential impacts on fish 

populations and water quality within and 

downstream of the Proposed Development.  

Yes This will be presented 

in Chapter 6 

Ecology. 

n/a 

4. Any potential cumulative impacts on the 

water quality and fish populations 

associated with adjacent (operational and 

consented) developments including wind 

farms, hydro schemes, aquaculture and 

mining; 

Yes This will be presented 

in Chapter 6 

Ecology. 

n/a 

5. Proposed site specific mitigation measures 

as outlined in MSS generic scoping guidelines 

and the joint publication “Good Practice 

during Wind Farm Construction” 

(https://www.nature.scot/guidancegood-

practice-during-wind-farmconstruction); 

Yes This will be presented 

in Chapter 6 Ecology 

and Chapter 14 

Schedule of 

Mitigation. 

n/a 

6. Full details of proposed monitoring 

programmes using guidelines issued by MSS 

and accompanied by a map outlining the 

proposed sampling and control sites in 

addition to the location of all turbines and 

associated infrastructure 

Yes This will be presented 

in the technical 

appendix of Chapter 

6 Ecology. 

n/a 

7. A decommissioning and restoration plan 

outlining proposed mitigation/monitoring for 

water quality and fish populations 

No n/a It is anticipated 

that this will 

addressed by a 

pre-

commencement 

condition to 

provide an outline 

plan and a 

condition requiring 

a full plan in 

advance of actual 

decommissioning.  

 

Developers should specifically discuss and 

assess potential impacts and appropriate 

mitigation measures associated with the 

following: 

Provided 

in 

applicati

on 

YES/NO 

If YES – please 

signpost to relevant 

chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or 

provided different 

to MSS advice, 

please set out 

reasons 

1. Any designated area, for which fish is a 

qualifying feature, within and/or downstream 

of the Proposed Development area. 

No n/a There are no 

designated areas 

for which fish is a 

qualifying feature 

within and/or 

downstream of 

the Proposed 

Development 

area.  

2. The presence of a large density of 

watercourses; 

No n/a There are no 

large density 
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Developers should specifically discuss and 

assess potential impacts and appropriate 

mitigation measures associated with the 

following: 

Provided 

in 

applicati

on 

YES/NO 

If YES – please 

signpost to relevant 

chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or 

provided different 

to MSS advice, 

please set out 

reasons 

watercourses 

located within or 

in proximity to the 

site 

3. The presence of large areas of deep peat 

deposits 

No   The Phase 1 

interpolated peat 

surface indicates 

that the Site does 

not comprise 

large areas of 

deep peat and 

that the main 

area of deeper 

peat to in the 

west of the site 

has been 

avoided.  

The presence 

deep peat 

deposits will be 

considered in 

Chapter 3 

Description of 

Development 

and Design 

Evolution; 

Chapter 8  

Hydrology, 

Hydrogeology 

and Soils; and 

Technical 

Appendices on 

this chapter in 

Volume 2. 

4. Known acidification problems and/or 

other existing pressures on fish populations in 

the area; and 

No n/a There are no 

known 

Acidification 

problems and/or 

other existing 

pressures on fish 

populations in the 

area. Aquatic 

surveys have 

been undertaken 

and conclude 

that the 

watercourses 

surveyed  has 

good water 

quality currently 

suitable  to 

sustain salmonid 
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Developers should specifically discuss and 

assess potential impacts and appropriate 

mitigation measures associated with the 

following: 

Provided 

in 

applicati

on 

YES/NO 

If YES – please 

signpost to relevant 

chapter of EIA Report 

If not provided or 

provided different 

to MSS advice, 

please set out 

reasons 

species of fish. 

This will be 

discussed in 

Chapter 6 

Ecology and  

Technical 

Appendices on 

this chapter in 

Volume 2 

5. Proposed felling operations. No n/a There are no 

proposed felling 

operations. 
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