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Background

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 and the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997, for
permission to construct and operate Culachy Wind Farm (hereafter referred to as the
‘Proposed Development’), at site centre British National Grid (BNG) 237813 801506, near Fort
Augustus, in the area of the Highland Council (THC).

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.

This Pre-Application Consultation (PAC) Report has been prepared by ITPEnergised on behalf
of the Applicant and illustrates the consultation undertaken by the Applicant to date and how
this consultation has informed the design process and finalised layout of the Proposed
Development.

The Applicant

Fred. Olsen Renewables Limited 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 of Scotland in
particular.

With over twenty-five years’ experience in consenting, developing and operating wind farms,
Fred. Olsen Renewables is one of very few developers that take a project all the way from
initiation and development, through to operation and ultimately decommissioning.

The company continues to operate Scotland’s first consented wind farm, Windy Standard Wind
Farm in Dumfries and Galloway.

In the UK, Fred. Olsen Renewables’ operational portfolio comprises over 500 MW across nine
wind farms. Internationally Fred. Olsen Renewables operates over 780 MW of renewable
energy projects.

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

Fred. Olsen Renewables is committed to maximising opportunities for the local supply chain.
This will require all main contractors where possible to spend at least 30% of the contract value
locally and incentivising all contractors to use local content.

Fred. Olsen Renewables is a wholly owned subsidiary of Bonheur ASA and is responsible for
the group’s renewable energy activities.

Site Description

The Proposed Development site (“the site”) is located within the Culachy Estate, hereby
referred to as ‘the Estate’.
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The site is located approximately 900 m south of Fort Augustus, with the closest turbine located
6.5 km south of Forth Augustus, in THC area in close proximity to Loch Ness and the Great
Glen. The site is located across two wards within THC. The proposed turbines are located within
Ward 11: Caol and Mallaig, whilst the site access and some of the associated infrastructure is
located within Ward 12: Aird and Loch Ness.

The Estate boundary is an area of approximately 3,040 hectares (ha) and the site boundary is
approximately 682 ha. The site is on rolling upland moorland and elevation varies from 200 m
to 650 m Above Ordnance Datum (AOD). The north-east boundary of the Estate runs along
the River Tarff. The Estate is primarily a stalking estate with a number of projects within the
carbon sector and conservation.

A number of tributaries to the Black Burn intersect the site in the north, and the water courses
Allt Lagan a Bhainne and Allt Coire Uchdachan intersect the site in the south.

There are sixteen Scheduled Monuments within 5 km of the site, including 5 designated
sections, approximately 9 km, of the Corrieyairack Pass which runs through the Estate.

The site lies partially within Wild Land Area (WLA) 19: Braeroy — Glenshirra - Creag Meagaidh.
Glen Tarff Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Ness Woods Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) overlap the Estate boundary but are out with the site. There are some
areas of Ancient Woodland within the site.

The Beauly-Denny 400 kilovolt (kV) overhead line runs broadly north-south across the site to
the west of Wade’s Road and the Corrieyairack Pass.

Overview of the Proposed Development

A full description of the Development can be found in Chapter 3: Project Description of the
EIA Report submitted as part of the S36 application. The Proposed Development will consist
of:

e Eight stand alone, three bladed horizontal axis wind turbines up to 200 m tip height, each
with a generating capacity of approximately 7.2 MW;

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

e 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 and potential
excavations/borrow workings.

Purpose of Pre-Application Consultation (PAC)

The Applicant is committed to engaging with and seeking the involvement of local communities
through the development process and understand the value of effective consultation. This PAC
Report explains how consultation undertaken by the Applicant has informed the finalised layout
of the Proposed Development throughout the design iteration process.

This PAC Report is in addition to the Gatecheck Report submitted by the Applicant to the
Energy Consents Unit (ECU) in October 2022. PAC Reports are a mandatory requirement for
‘Major’ planning applications as set out in The Town and Country Planning (Development
Management Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013. PAC Reports are not a legal
requirement for applications made to the Scottish Ministers under S36 of the Electricity Act
1989. Nevertheless, the Applicant is committed to community engagement and as such has
prepared this PAC Report in line with best practice to provide information on all activities
undertaken to engage with the local community and demonstrate where local feedback has
been considered throughout the design iterations of the Proposed Development.



1.5.3.

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.

2.0verview of Statutory Consultation

2.1.
2.1.1.

Introduction

This Chapter sets out the pre-application consultation undertaken by the Applicant with respect
to statutory and non-statutory regulatory authorities and interest groups.

2.2. The Highland Council Pre-Application

2.21.

2.2.2.

2.23.

A virtual Pre-Application meeting took place with THC on 3 November 2021 with key
consultees NatureScot (NS), the Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) and Historic
Environment Scotland (HES) where an introduction to the Proposed Development was
provided, along with an outline of the survey efforts undertaken to date. The Applicant’s
ornithology consultant had previously consulted with NS in August 2021, prior to the pre-
application process to inform the scope of ornithology surveys required for the Proposed
Development. The proposed scope of the forthcoming EIA Report was also discussed in detail.

Prior to the Pre-Application meeting, the Applicant provided THC with figures illustrating the
proposed layout and key constraints within and immediately surrounding the site. Wirelines of
the views of the Proposed Development from Fort Augustus and the A87 were also provided.
It should be noted that at this stage in the project, the proposed development consisted of up
to 10 wind turbines at 200 m tip height.

A pre-application response was issued by THC on 15t December 2021 (ref:21/04202/PREMAJ)
and the advice received during the meeting was a key consideration to 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. EIA Scoping

2.31.

2.3.2.

2.3.3.

2.3.4.
2.3.5.

The purpose of EIA Scoping is to provide information on the likely environmental implications
of a Proposed Development and determine the scope and extent of issues to be addressed.

Following the initial THC pre-application process in November 2021, the Applicant wrote to
key stakeholders in November 2021 including NS, SEPA and HES to advise them of the
emerging plans for the Proposed Development and submission of the EIA Scoping Report. A
meeting was also held with the Energy Consents Unit in January 2022 to formally introduce
the project.

The EIA Scoping Report was subsequently submitted along with a request for an EIA Scoping
Opinion to the ECU on 2nd February 2022 and registered under reference ECU00003423.

The scoping layout consisted of 10 turbines at 220 m tip height.

A Scoping Opinion was issued by the ECU in May 2022 and included responses from the
organisations outlined in Table 2.1 below.



Table 2.1 — EIA Scoping Respondents

Consultee

Aberdeen International Airport

Marine Science Scotland

British Telecommunications plc

Mountaineering Scotland

Crown Estate Scotland

NATS Safeguarding

Defence Infrastructure Organisation

NatureScot

Edinburgh Airport

Ness District Salmon Fishery Board

Fisheries Management Scotland

RSPB Scotland

Glasgow Airport

Scottish Water

Glasgow Prestwick Airport

Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society

Historic Environment Scotland

Scottish Environmental Protection Agency

Highlands and Islands Airports

The Highland Council

Lochaber District Salmon Fisheries Board

Transport Scotland

2.3.6.

throughout the scoping process.

Details of relevant consultations and the measures taken to address the advice received
through the EIA scoping process have been detailed in the Gatecheck 1 Report submitted by
the Applicant to the ECU on 27t October 2022. Chapter 4: Approach to EIA of the EIA Report
also provides specific details on where the EIA has responded to the advice received

2.4. Overview of Continued Consultation

2.41. The Applicant has been actively engaged with key consultees throughout the Pre-Application
process and through the EIA Scoping process. Beyond these formal engagement platforms,
the Applicant continued to engage in further consultation to confirm and agree the scope of
technical surveys and approach to the EIA Report.

2.4.2. A summary of this consultation is provided in Table 2.2 below.

Table 1.2 - Record of Engagement

Consultee Date ‘ Persons Description of Correspondence
Energy January Applicant to ECU Project introduction meeting.
Consents Unit | 2022
(ECU)
The Highland August Applicant to THC Notice of application.
Council (THC) | 2021

November | Applicant to THC Request for pre-application advice.

2021




February Environmental Consultation and agreement on scope of noise
2022 Health Officer assessment. Agreed to scope out baseline
(EHO) and noise survey.
Applicant’s Noise
Consultant
April 2022 | EHO and Request for and receipt of Private Water supply
Applicant’s Geology | information.
Consultant
June 2022 | EHO and Consultation and agreement to adopt below a
Applicant’s Noise 10bB approach for the assessment of
Consultant cumulative noise at residential receptors.
June 2022 | Applicant’s Consultation request on the proposed final
Landscape viewpoint list.
Consultant to THC
Landscape Officer
October Applicant and THC | Offer and agreement to meet for a project
2022 Planning Officer update and policy context review. Call set up
for 22" November 2022.
November | THC Planning Response to Gatecheck 1 Report requesting a
2022 Officer to Applicant | Baseline Tree Survey to be included as part of
the EIA.
November | Applicant, EIA Project update meeting to discuss layout
2022 Technical Leads change from 10 turbines at 220 m tip to 8
and THC Planning turbines at 200 m tip. Update provided on
Officers Landscape and Visual, Ecology, Ornithology,
Hydrology, Peat, and Cultural Heritage
assessments.
June 2023 | Applicant’s EIA Project update email and offer to meet and
Lead to THC discuss design freeze and assessments to be
Planning Officers submitted as part of application.
June 2023 | THC Planning Informed that we would be assigned case
Manager to officer on submission and there was no
Applicant’s EIA availability to attend a meeting before
Lead submission.
September | Applicant’s EIA Submission timescale update and offer to
2023 Lead to THC discuss with THC planning team or provide any
Planning Officers further details ahead of submission.
November | Applicant’'s EIA Queries about submission to THC planning
2023 Lead to THC portal, hard copy requirements, and sending of
Planning Officers confidential appendix.
Nature Scot August Applicant’s Consultation and agreement of survey work to
(NS) 2021 Ecology/Ornithology | be undertaken. Agreement of single year of
Consultant and NS | survey work given previous survey work
undertaken for 2014 application.
November | Applicant to NS (via | Notice of application. Response from NS
2021 THC pre-application | stating happy to engage further.

advice)




June 2022

Applicant’s
Landscape
Consultant to NS

Consultation and agreement on the proposed
final viewpoint list.

October Applicant’s EIA Offer and agreement to meet for project
2022 Lead to NS progress update. Meeting held on 18" October
2022.
October Applicant, EIA Project update meeting to discuss change in
2022 Technical Leads layout and update given on Landscape and
and NS Visual, Ecology, Ornithology, Hydrology, and
Peat assessments.
August Applicant’s Project update email to inform NS of finalised
2023 Landscape layout including overview of design process
Consultant to NS and the landscape and visual strategy of the
Proposed Development. Requests final
comments ahead of submission.
SEPA November | Applicant to SEPA Notice of application.
2021 (via the THC pre-
application advise)
October Applicant’s EIA Offer and agreement to meet for project
2022 Lead to SEPA progress update. Meeting held on 26" October
2022.
November | SEPA to Applicant Views on design chill layout; good to see
2022 existing track being used where possible,
requested for T1 and T2 to be on same spur of
track to reduce number of watercourse
crossings, requested for track to be floated
over area of deep peat to T2.
Request for a follow up meeting once phase 2
peat probing is completed and tweaks to
design have been made. Meeting scheduled for
18t December 2022.
December | SEPA to Applicant Request for further update once all
2022 infrastructure design details are confirmed.
June 2023 | Applicant’s EIA Consultation on final layout. Meeting scheduled
Lead to SEPA for July 2023.
July 2023 | Applicant’s EIA Figures of the Proposed Development provided
Lead to SEPA ahead of the scheduled meeting,
July 2023 | SEPA to Applicant Requests additional information on private
water supplies (PWS) and peatland restoration.
July 2023 | Applicant, EIA Project update meeting to discuss layout and
Technical Leads infrastructure changes and other technical
and SEPA issues including peatland restoration, PWS,
watercourse buffers and ground water
dependent terrestrial ecosystems (GWDTE).
July 2023 | SEPA to Applicant Correspondence following up project update

meeting providing further comment on the




Proposed Development’s layout and technical
issues, as outlined above.

August Applicant’s Correspondence outlining the hydrological
2023 Hydrology assessment of GWDTEs and PWS.
Consultant to SEPA
September | Applicant’s EIA Update provided on infrastructure changes
2023 Lead to SEPA relating to bridge design. Final meeting
requested and scheduled for September 2023
ahead of project submission.
September | SEPA to Applicant’s | Agreement to the approach of the PWS
2023 Hydrology assessment. Further information requested
Consultant regarding National Vegetation Classification
(NVC) habitats present on site.
September | Applicant’s Further information regarding NVC habitats
2023 Hydrology provided.
Consultant to SEPA
September | Applicant, EIA Project update meeting to discuss final layout
2023 Technical Leads and infrastructure changes, focusing on
and SEPA previous comments and recommendations
provided by SEPA.
October SEPA to Applicant Further correspondence regarding GWDTEs.
2023 Agreement that GWDTEs can be scoped out of
further assessment or mitigation.
October Applicant’s EIA Correspondence following up on project update
2023 Lead to SEPA meeting providing further comment and
rationale on the final design of the Proposed
Development.
HES November | Applicant to HES Notice of application.
2021 (via the THC pre-
application advise)
September | Applicant’'s Heritage | Consultation on proposed visualisations and
2022 Consultant to HES scope of heritage assessment.
October Applicant’s Heritage | Offer and agreement to meet/call to discuss
2022 Consultant to HES design. Meeting scheduled for November 2022.
November | Applicant’'s Heritage | Consultation following update meeting on
2022 Consultant and reducing scope of setting assessment to
HES include only the five designated sections of the
Corrieyairack Pass. Comparative wirelines
were sent showing views from heritage assets
within the Great Glen.
January HES to Applicant’s Agreement to reduce scope of setting
2023 Heritage Consultant | assessment to the five designated sections of

the Corrieyairack Pass. Requested for
photomontages to be produced for each
cultural heritage VP.




May 2023 | Applicant’s Heritage | Consultation on final layout including
Consultant and photomontages and offer of site visit.
HES

June 2023 | HES to Applicant’s Provides initial comment on photomontages
Heritage Consultant | and accepts offer of site visit. Reserves full
comment on final layout until site visit has
taken place. Site visit arranged for late June
2023.

July 2023 HES to Applicant’s Informs the Applicant of a completed site visit
Heritage Consultant | and expresses concern regarding the impact of
the Proposed Development’s design on the
Corrieyairack Pass. Requests and additional
wireline of the Corrieyairack Pass.

July 2023 | Applicant’'s Heritage | Provides the additional wireline requested and
Consultant to HES offers further discussion if required.

District Salmon | September | Applicant’s Ecology | Consultation and agreement that 2014 baseline
Fisheries 2022 Consultant to Ness | fish survey data to be comprehensive and still
Board

District Salmon relevant for the Proposed Development.
Fishery Board

Civil Aviation October Applicant’s Aviation | Consultation on aviation lighting design of the
Authority 2022 Consultant to CAA Proposed Development.
(CAA)

June 2023 | CAA to Applicant’'s | Agreement of proposed lighting scheme.
Aviation consultant

2.43.

24.4.

As a result of the feedback received during this consultation process and site surveys informing
design, the Applicant is now seeking consent under S36 for eight turbines at 200 m tip height,
a reduction from the original proposal first presented to key stakeholders.

The design evolution of the Proposed Development is summarised in Chapter 4 of this PAC
Report and is discussed further in Chapter 2: Site Selection and Design of the EIA Report.

3.Community Consultation

3.1.
3.1.1.

3.1.3.

3.1.4.

Introduction

This Chapter sets out engagement activities undertaken by the Applicant with the local
community, key stakeholders and community groups, including community councils, to inform
the design process.

Community engagement is a key element of the consenting process, and, at all times, the
Applicant has sought to ensure that the local communities are fully informed of the Proposed
Development, provided with opportunities to provide comment on the proposals, receive early
notification of events and any changes to the proposals and the application timeframes have
been communicated.

The Applicant has sought to build relationships with the local communities surrounding the
project, pursuing local opinion and addressing questions about the proposals.

Communicating information about the project has been at the forefront of engagement and the
Applicant has employed a number of methods to communicate locally — newsletters to all



3.1.6.

households within a 10 km radius of the wind farm; a dedicated project website
(www.culachywind.co.uk), a regular column in Lochaber Life and updates in the Ness News.
This has been combined with regular telephone calls, email contact and face-to-face meetings.

The Applicant has sought at all times to provide a dedicated point of contact — telephone
number and email address — and encourage local residents to get in touch. The project website
has also provided a useful stream of information about the Proposed Development, events
and background information.

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

3.2. Community Councils

3.2.1.  The Applicant recognises that the communities closest to the proposals are represented by a
variety of organisations, including community councils. The Applicant identified the community
councils within a 10 km radius of the wind farm site as being:

e Fort Augustus and Glenmoriston Community Council

e Glengarry Community Council

e Spean Bridge, Roy Bridge and Achnacarry Community Council
e Laggan Community Council

e Stratherrick and Foyers Community Council

3.2.2. Prior to the submission of the Scoping Report to the ECU, the Applicant engaged
representatives of the local community councils to inform them of the proposals and request
the opportunity to engage with members. This contact was subsequently continued throughout
the consultation process.

3.2.3. Engagement with community councils largely took the form of face-to-face meetings,
telephone calls and written updates. This was supplemented with ongoing one-to-one
engagement with members of the local community, other groups and key stakeholders, as
required.

3.2.4. The applicant has been in discussion with local groups regarding the establishment of a
Community Liaison Group to continue this community engagement beyond the pre-application
phase, maintaining updates on the Proposed Development as the project progresses.

3.2.5. As a result of this outreach the Applicant has undertaken a number of meetings with
Community Councils.

Table 3.1 - Summary of Community Council Meetings

Date ‘ Group Description

21t February 2022 Fort Augustus Community Council Informal meeting — introduction to
team.

23" February 2022 Fort Augustus Community Council Attendance at virtual Community
Council meeting — introducing the
proposals.

22" March 2022 Glengarry Community Council Informal meeting — introduction to
team.

10" May 2022 Glengarry Community Council Informal meeting — update on the
project.
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29" September 2022

Fort Augustus Community Council

Attendance at Community Council
meeting — providing an update on
proposals.

3 October 2022

Glengarry Community Council

Attendance at Community Council
meeting — providing update on
proposals.

Achnacarry Community Council

3" April 2023 Glengarry Community Council Informal meeting — an update on the
proposals.
4™ April 2023 Spean Bridge, Roy Bridge and Informal meeting — an update on the

proposals.

3.3. Wider Engagement

3.3.1.  The Applicant has sought to engage the wider community, reach out to local interest groups
and interact with key local stakeholders including ward councillors and local MSPs and MPs
throughout the consultation process.

3.3.2. This has included regular written updates on the proposals; invitations and notifications of key
events; and offering one-to-one meetings throughout the consultation process.

3.3.3.  As aresult, this has involved in the Applicant supporting a number of local initiatives, attending
a range of meetings and continuing to build relationships across the community. Details of
which are below.

Table 3.2 - Summary of Wider Engagement
Date Group Description

2" February 2022

Councillor David Fraser & Councillor
Margaret Davidson

Introduction to the project.

10t May 2022

Fort Augustus Heritage Group

A visit to key assets in proximity to
the site and exploring opportunities to
address any concerns.

26" July 2022

Glengarry Community Woodland

An introductory meeting, learning
about goals and understanding
opportunities to work together.

26" July 2022

Glengarry Shinty Club

An introductory meeting, learning
about work with young people across
region and identifying opportunities to
work together.

28" July 2022

Lochaber Environmental Group

An introductory meeting, learning
about work across the region and
identifying opportunities to work
together.

3 Sept 2022

Invergarry Produce Show

Attending the produce show and
encouraging visitors to attend
forthcoming exhibitions.

23" October 2022

Glengarry Shinty Club Open Day

Attending the open day and engaging
attendees.
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12" December 2022 | Glengarry Community Woodland A visit to the woodland, meeting the

team and exploring opportunities to
support the initiative with community
benefit from Culachy Wind Farm.

3" April 2023 Glengarry Shinty Club An informal update meeting.

3" April 2023 Glengarry Community Woodland An informal update meeting.

3.4.
3.4.1.

3.4.2.

3.4.3.

3.4.4.

3.5.
3.5.1.

3.5.2.

3.5.3.

3.5.4.

3.5.5.

Supply Chain Engagement

The Applicant has been actively pursuing engagement with the local supply chain surrounding
Culachy Wind Farm. Communication surrounding the project has encouraged local suppliers
to register their services with the Applicant and to discuss the opportunities to be involved in
the construction and operation of the wind farm.

The Applicant held a supplier drop-in session in Fort Augustus Village Hall on Wednesday 24t
May 2023. Visitors to the event were able to meet with representatives from Fred. Olsen
Renewables and discuss the opportunities that the wind farm will present.

The Applicant worked with the Inverness Chamber of Commerce and the Lochaber Chamber
of Commerce to promote the event to their membership. In addition, it was advertised in the
Inverness Courier and online, which can be found in Appendix 4.

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.

Public Consultation Events

In addition to direct engagement with stakeholders, the Applicant held a series of events
staggered throughout the consultation process. This consisted of two rounds of events,
comprising two days in different locations — Invergarry Community Hall and Fort Augustus
Community Hall.

These events were designed to attract local residents and key stakeholders and provided the
opportunity to meet with members of the development team, view the proposals, ask questions
and submit their views.

The events were advertised through a variety of communication methods. These included:

e A newsletter issued to all households within 10 km of the wind farm site;
e Advertising in the Inverness Courier;

e Promotion in the Ness News and Lochaber Life;

e Social media promotion; and

e Direct engagement with key stakeholders including community councils, ward councillors,
MSPs and MPs.

Members of the public who were unable to make the event were encouraged to view the
materials online on the official project website. There was also the opportunity to submit
questions via email, text and/or call an available team member with any queries and request
additional information.

First Round of Public Exhibitions

The first round of public exhibitions was held following the submission of scoping. These took
place on:
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3.5.6.

3.5.7.

3.5.8.

e 20th April 2022 - 11am — 7pm at the Glengarry Community Hall
o 21st April 2022 - 11am — 7pm at Fort Augustus Village Hall

The purpose of the exhibition was to outline draft proposals for the site and gain initial
feedback. The exhibition materials are included in Appendix 5.

Visitors to the events were able to speak to members of the Fred. Olsen Renewables team,
who were accompanied by the technical team, have their questions answered and provide
their feedback — either at the event, online or by post.

A total of 18 members of the public attended the events. A total of 10 feedback forms were
completed. A summary of the questions answered by the attendees are shown in Figures 1-
3 below.

Figure 1 — Answers to the question ‘Do you agree that there is a

need to generate more renewable energy?’
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Figure 2 — Answers to the question ‘Do you support onshore

wind farms as a source of renewable energy?’

riyuirc o = AIDWEID W LI yucsuvll U yvu

support our proposals?’

Figure 3 — Answers to the question ‘Do you support our
Proposals?
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3.5.9.

Attendees were also asked to leave any initial comments or questions about the Proposed

Development. Their feedback is summarised in Table 3.3 below.

Table 3.3 - Summary of Written Feedback from First Consultation Event

Feedback Question Public Response

Yes No Unsure

Do you have any initial
comments or
questions on the
proposal presented?

6 4 0

Comments/Questions

We should be exploring gas and oil in our north sea. Myself and other local
people are very concerned about the access for this site. Ardachy Road is a
historic single-track road in a very tranquil area of the historic village. | am
concerned that these turbines will be visible from Loch Ness. | am concerned
about how the electricity generated will be fed into the transformer station. | am
very concerned about all this traffic yet again rumbling through our 1936 swing
bridge outside my home. We also have the proposed Loch Long Hydro which
will impact on the traffic along the A82 considerably. The Corrieyairack Pass is
an ancient right of way and Wades Road, which is going to be crossed or
parallel with yet even more roads on the hillside.

| believe projects like these can shape and improve the world that we live in for
future generations. Renewables are key for the local community for
sustainability going forward.

It would adversely impact the Ardachy Road which is a beautiful and historical
part of Fort Augustus' Heritage. The character of this part of the village will be
spoilt.

Should be lower — visibility.

My concern is about the proliferation of wind farms in the area and their
efficiency in producing energy. Visual impact and access issues are important
to be. Very disappointed that it is visible from high level route of GGW near Fort
Augustus. Concerned about impact on eagles as there are more and more wind
farms appearing which cut down on the safe places for them to fly.

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?

Community benefit funding for solar panels is a great idea!

The community company have consistently done an excellent job at allocating
financial benefit and improving and creating projects for the community.

Transparency with the local community and help them understand why it is so
important.

Happy with proposal as detailed in leaflet.

Save the planet.
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Any further comments

Can we get smaller detail maps on leaflets please. They often seem to be too
big scale. Thank you.

Keep looking at new sustainable ways to produce energy that could benefit the
local and wider community in Scotland.

There are too many wind farms around the Loch Ness area and the substation
at Auchterawe is already huge and should not expand further. We walk the
Great Glen Way and don’t wish to see more turbines in the hills.

Not sure that wind energy is the most efficient way forward - not as sustainable
as nuclear plants and hydro for example. Think we need a variety of sources
of energy.

Helpful people to talk to and very knowledgeable.

Second Round of Public Exhibitions

3.5.10. Two further public exhibitions were held in October. These events were held:

e 24t October 2022 - 11am — 7pm at Fort Augustus Village Hall
e 25" October 2022 - 11am — 7pm at the Glengarry Community Hall

3.5.11. These events were intended to inform the local community of the design changes which had
been made and demonstrate how the Applicant had considered the comments received to
date. The exhibition materials can be found in Appendix 6.

3.5.12. A total of 23 members of the public attended the events, and 18 feedback forms were
completed. A summary of the questions answered are shown in Figures 4-6 below.
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Figure 4 - Answers to the question ‘Do you agree that there is a

need to generate more renewable energy?’

Figure 5 - Answers to the question ‘Do you support onshore

wind farms as a source of renewable energy?’
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Figure 6 — Answers to the question ‘Do you support

our proposals?’

3.5.13. As with the first round of public exhibitions, attendees were asked to leave any initial comments
or questions about the Proposed Development. Their feedback is summarised in Table 3.4
below.

Table 3.4 - Summary of Feedback from Second Consultation Event

Feedback Question Public Response

Yes No Unsure

Do you agree that 18 0 0
there is a need to
generate more
renewable energy?

Do you support 15 1 2
onshore wind farms as
a source of renewable
energy?

Do you support our 15 0 3
proposals?

Do you have any initial | 4 14 0
comments or
questions on the
proposal presented?
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Comments/Questions

The proposal is less invasive than several other wind farms around the Great
Glen.

The community company responsible for distributing the money needs to
ensure as wide a remit as possible to make it easier to claim money.

Great presentation, engaged, caring at the community presentation.

Thank you for your interactions with the community.

I'm very pleased that all our electricity comes from renewable sources.

As a representative of the local shinty club we have appreciated the interest &
involvement shown in our club - not just ticking a box but genuine interest.

If you can access the site via the A82 - No problem.

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?

A more tangible benefit directed to those who are affected most should be
considered e.g., a local energy discount scheme, a voucher scheme for
postcode area residents to buy renewable/electrical goods.

The local community council. | am well versed in how to arrange any community
benefit.

Consult as widely as possible. The community council and community
woodlands are not the only agencies and have controversial agendas.

I'll go away and think about this. Feel free to contact me by emails to chivvy
me.

Any support to the community is brilliant, however accessing funds via
community companies is very difficult.

As manager of the community benefit, we have a lot of projects that will be
supported by your funding.

Any further comments

| am concerned about the cumulative effect of so many wind farms proposals
in the area. Planners need to consider this and take it into account.

A pleasure to chat to all you folk. Thank you.

Please can you keep me informed of the traffic management proposals on
Ardachy road.

Fred Olsen Representative very helpful.

I'm impressed by your outreach efforts and | wish you well.

Thank you for your support.

If the Ardachy Road is used for diggers, lorries and large vehicles to access
the site then | am strongly opposed.
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4.Design Iteration

4.1. Summary of Design Iteration

4.11.

The Applicant has considered a number of alternative turbine layouts and infrastructure
designs for the Proposed Development, the final layout being the seventh design iteration. The
design process began in early 2022 and has been fully informed by the EIA process and
feedback received from stakeholders and through consultation with the local community.

Table 4.1 gives a summary of the key design amendments which have been informed by
feedback received through the consultation process.

The most significant alteration is the reduction in the number of turbines from the originally
proposed 10 turbines and the reduction in the tip height of the turbines from 220 m to 200 m.
The has been influenced by the concerns raised from stakeholders and the community about
visibility from Fort Augustus and throughout the Great Glen. The Applicant has aimed to create
a compact layout to minimise visibility from within the area of Fort Augustus, scattered
settlement and surrounding road network within the Great Glen.

Chapter 4: Approach to EIA of the EIA Report also provides specific details on where the
EIA has responded to advice and comments received from the EIA Scoping process. Chapter
2: Site Selection and Design provides further information on the overall rationale behind the
deign evolution.

Table 4.1 — Design Response to Feedback Received

Consultee Response

SEPA - concerns related to Comments were taken into consideration during the design of proposed
infrastructure sited on deep new tracks and the layout. Tracks have been amended to minimise the
peat and watercourse number of watercourse crossings and to be floated over areas of deep
crossings peat wherever possible. The construction compounds, substation and

energy storage facility have been sited to avoid watercourses, areas of
deep peat and to minimise impacts on sensitive habitats.

THC — concerns relating to Redesign saw turbines removed and set further back from the west of
Wild Land, Special the site and from higher elevations in the south- east, tip heights were
Landscape Areas (SLA), and | also reduced to 200 m to minimise view from the settled areas and
views from settlements and surrounding road network within the Great Glen.

the Great Glen Way.

The layout has been compacted to contain effects on wildness qualities
to the northern corner of WLA19 which largely aligns with areas where
the Beauly — Denny Overhead Line incurs baseline influence.

Creating a compact layout also minimises effects on the nearby Loch
Lochy and Loch Oich SLA and Loch Ness and Duntelchaig SLA.

HES - visibility from assets By setting back turbines from the west of the site and reducing the tip
within the Great Glen (inc. height of the turbines all visibility of the Proposed Development has
Caledonian Canal, Torr been largely reduced from heritage assets within the Great Glen.
Dhuin, Kilwhimen Barracks,
Invergarry Castle and
Cullochy Locks)

Public Consultation — Redesign saw removal of the turbine furthest west and a shift of all other
concerns raised about turbines further south to reduce visibility from Fort Augustus and other
visibility from residential settled areas within the Great Glen.

properties.
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5.Community Benefit

5.1.1.

The Applicant is focussed on ensuring that its wind farms are an asset to the local area,
supporting the local economy and helping the local community to realise its ambitions. Every
year the applicant provides over £600,000 to eligible communities surrounding its wind farms,
amounting to more than £7m to date.

The proposed development would deliver a community benefit package of £5,000 per MW,
approximately £280,000 per annum. This would amount to more than £9m throughout the 35
year lifespan of the wind farm.

The Applicant is committed to working closely with the communities surrounding the wind farm
to ensure that the community benefit can help to address identified local challenges.

The Applicant recognises that the communities surrounding the wind farm face different
challenges and have different levels of identified capacity locally. The Applicant would work
with these communities to identify their priorities and how they would best benefit from
additional funding.

Overall, the Applicant is focussed on ensuring that the community benefit funding can support
community ambition, help communities to be sustainable and create economic opportunities
locally.

6. Summary and Conclusion

6.1.1.

The Applicant has proactively engaged from the early stages of the project with a wide range
of local residents, interest groups and community councils regarding the Proposed
Development. Successful community consultation and information events were held where
feedback on the proposals was gathered and taken into consideration.

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

From the outset, the Applicant has undertaken comprehensive and inclusive consultation and
has sought to ensure that all those with an interest in the proposals have had an opportunity
to review and comment through appropriate and varied channels. The Applicant is committed
to ongoing engagement and consultation with key stakeholders throughout all phases of the
development process.
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Appendix 1: Project Website
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Appendix 2: Lochaber Life Advertising

April 2022
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June 2022
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August 2022
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December 2022
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March 2023
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May 2023
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Appendix 3: Ness News Advertising

March 2022
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September 2022
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Appendix 4: Supply Chain Engagement

Advert
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Social Media Engagement
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Event Images
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Appendix 5: First Round Exhibition Materials

Newsletter
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Brochure
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Exhibition Boards
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Feedback Form
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Advertising — Inverness Courier
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Event Images
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Appendix 6: Second Round Exhibition
Materials

Newsletter



63

Brochure
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Exhibition Boards
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Feedback Form
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Advertising
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Event Images
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