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EnergyConsents@scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Dear Sir

Response to Scoping Opinion Request for Proposed Section 36 Application for the Proposed Kyllachy Wind Farm.

I am writing to your request for comments from the Mountaineering Council of Scotland [MCofS] on the above scoping opinion request.
The MCofS is recognised by the Scottish Government as the representative body for hillwalkers, climbers and ski-tourers.  We have over 10,500 members and aim to represent the interests of all the estimated 400,000 mountaineers who regularly visit the hills in Scotland on issues relevant to the access to, and conservation of, Scotland’s mountaineering environment.
The MCofS as an organisation is generally supportive of renewable energy technologies when we feel they are appropriately located and designed so that they do not adversely affect the natural environment. We define appropriate locations as those that have no impact on wild land character, or areas of relatively wild land where human influence to date has been fairly limited, or areas of landscape value and significance. We recognise the role renewables may play in reducing harmful emissions, and their potential to contribute to the achievement of some anthropogenic climate change amelioration, and the opportunities they could offer to achieve security, independence and sustainability of supply.  Scrutiny of our website at http://www.mcofs.org.uk/access-and-conservation.asp illustrates our position statements, the views of members and articles from previous issues of our quarterly journal.  Very many mountaineers have concerns that there are undesirable costs, including the loss of visual amenity and the permanent detrimental effects on Scotland’s renowned and globally important landscapes, in particular wildness.  The MCofS responded in some detail to the Highland Renewable Energy Strategy 2006 and more recent planning documentation from this local authority, plus consultation documents from SNH and SPP, so we are familiar with the issues involved in renewable developments both in the area and elsewhere in Scotland.

We should like the following to be taken into account in the preparation of the EIA and the ES.

5.2 Landscape and Visual

We are concerned that this development will have significant visual impact, especially when taken in combination with the cumulative impact from other wind farms, including the Farr WF.  

For LVIA purposes, we consider that the industry standard lens always used is inappropriate.  For instance, in this case the proposed turbines will be easily visible with the naked eye of receptors from the Monadhliath Munros [eg Carn Sgulain 683 059] and the Cairngorm National Park summits such as Carn Ban Mor [893 972], yet the ZTV impression will present an unrealistically minimized impact.  This enables the developer to assess an impact as being of low significance, whereas the reality on the ground for receptors is much greater, and the viewpoint sensitivity will be high. In addition the magnitude of change from certain viewpoints for receptors will be high. In this instance, this wind farm will impact on the tourism and mountaineering experience from elevated ground at some distance to the south and south west of it – much more so than the Farr WF whose turbines stand on slopes with a more northerly aspect and away from the southerly viewpoints.

We note the selection of preliminary viewpoints in Table 5-1.  The MCofS would be prepared to help select and evaluate the appropriateness of a final list of viewpoints.

Designated Sites:
We note the sites depicted in KW2a and KW2b and while the proposed development does not impinge directly on any of the SSSIs or the SAC/SPA/Ramsar sites it is very close to Areas of Great Landscape Value, a Wild Land Search Area (SAWL) and the Cairngorm NP Boundary.  It should be noted that the purpose of SNHs SAWL are not intended as a pseudo-designation defining the location of wild land. They were mapped roughly as a starting point for discussions. Both SPP and NPF2 require consideration of wildness character, which is not restricted to SAWL, so wildness should be considered in this context.  The sensitivity of these receptors is of High Magnitude.  It should be noted that the visual impact is not merely appreciated on reaching a summit or some other destination; the whole journey should be considered. The receptors indicated on KW2b will be somewhat less impacted.

Cumulative Impact:

We note the extensive list given on page 14 and are concerned about the increased visual impact this development would have on the landscape.  Obviously, we recognise that it would be unrealistic to expect any viewpoint in this area to be unaffected by human impact of some sort. Although this wind farm would be adjacent to the Farr wind farm this might to some extent have less combined visual impact than its cumulative impact with the others listed. It would have been helpful if a map had been included to illustrate the relative positions of all these wind farms, although the information is available on the internet, with a little searching, but in the ES, this must be made explicit with a map. We consider that this wind farm will contribute considerable visual intrusion to the landscape character over a wide area, and have significant impact on the landscape experience and visual amenity in views from the national park. The characteristics of the landscape extend beyond the administrative boundaries of the national park.

Hilltracks:

In addition, there would be intrusion of permanent upland tracks and the MCofS has policy/position statements on our opposition to the proliferation of these. These must be included in the visualisations for their additional impact to be clear.

5.3 Ecology and Ornithology 
We note that there is more work to be done in this area and should have preferred it if this could have been scrutinised at the scoping stage.  For example, it is stated that the results of the baseline habitat survey have yet to be received, and on page19 it states that it was proposed to undertake surveys for breeding waders during April – July 2010 – this data should therefore be available and should have been included given that the Scoping Report is dated October 2010 and was issued in March 2011.

Protected Species Surveys:
We would make the following comments:
We note that there is a regionally, perhaps nationally significant Water Vole population in the vicinity.  We will be interested in seeing the results of survey work and examining the proposed mitigation methods to be used if required. It is important that migration routes are protected to allow for interbreeding between colonies to ensure viability.  Similarly we will be interested in the future Pine Martin data and any proposed mitigation.  We note that it is not proposed to do any specific survey work for wild cats and would urge that the ecologists rigorously note relevant sightings of signs of the presence of this species, so that consideration can be given to their protection and any mitigation felt necessary can be devised should they have a presence in the area..

The MCofS would be pleased to examine further details in the EIA and ES on these matters.

5.5 Geology, Hydrogeology and Hydrology 
The MCofS will comment on this and the Peat Slide Risk Assessment once the EIA and the ES have been produced.
The benefits of renewable developments are reliant on the greenhouse gas emission savings from replacing carbon releasing energy production from unsustainable fossil fuel sources with renewable energy sources.  This advantage can be offset and negated to a greater or lesser extent through development on peaty substrates which disrupts the carbon sink attributes of the peat when it is disturbed. 
5.9 Socio-economics

We note that under 5.9.2 Method of Assessment and Reporting, that recreational and tourism uses of the site and surroundings will be identified. Throughout both construction and operation the legislation of the Land Reform [Scotland] Act 2003 (LRA) will need to be complied with.  Access rights apply to this area, as with most areas of land and inland water in Scotland.  Unobstructed access along tracks must be maintained throughout the construction and operational phases, and we recognise that occasionally a suitable alternative may need to be provided for a period of time. This must be explicitly recognised and provision must be made for this where there is no active construction works.

Please do not hesitate to contact me to discuss any of the above issues further.  The MCofS will be pleased to comment further should there be any future EIA and ES documentation relating to this proposal.
Yours sincerely

Beryl Leatherland 

Access and Conservation Advisory Group

[mcofs@chway.plus.com]
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