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10th March 2014 

Dear Gemma Gallacher,  

RE: Dersalloch Wind Farm, South Ayrshire, proposed by ScottishPower Renewables, 

This letter is part of an objection to the above proposal, made on behalf of two organisations 
based in Straiton: Save Straiton for Scotland, and VisitStraiton.  

Save Straiton for Scotland is a campaign group formed at a public meeting in Straiton in 
February 2013 to combat the large number wind farms proposed near the village. It has a 
website at http://savestraitonforscotland.com/. The campaign group does not take a stance on 
the issue of wind energy in principle, and there are different views on the question of wind 
power amongst its supporters. The campaign is motivated by the conviction that it is 
inappropriate to site large wind farms in beautiful countryside, such as that around Straiton: 
with rich and varied wildlife; important historic buildings and designed landscapes; and with a 
history of scenic and active tourism dating back at least to the 18th century. Although Straiton 
is the home of the campaign, we have many supporters in other nearby communities,  
including Crosshill, Kirkmichael, Patna and Dalmellington. 

VisitStraiton is an informal group of tourism businesses based in or near Straiton. The 
principal presence of the group is its website http://visitstraiton.com/. VisitStraiton was also 
formed in early 2013. The group has no position on wind energy in principle but has opposed 
all the wind farm proposals to date in the vicinity of Straiton as we feel that they are 
completely inappropriate for our very scenic area, and would damage a very healthy tourism 
industry.  

It seemed appropriate in the case of the Dersalloch proposals to combine the objections, as a 
large part of the combined objection relates to the question the likely effect of tourism on 
nearby businesses, the Galloway Forest Park and the Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park – a 
question raised, but inadequately addressed, in the AEI provided by ScottishPower 
Renewables [SPR] dated 3rd Feb 2014

1
. 

The objection is in three separate sections: 

Section 1 A response to the AEI supplied by SPR (Addendum 3) – centering on the 
issue of the Dark Sky Park, the Scottish Dark Sky Observatory and the likely 
effects on tourism. 

Section 2 A request that the Reporter also consider legislative and planning issues 
arising since the last full assessment of the Dersalloch proposal in 2007.  

                                                      
1
 The AEI consists of SPR's 'Response to South Ayrshire Council Objection' (Dersalloch Windfarm 2012 

ES Addendum, dated February 2013) and the associated documents and reports of Addendum 3, 
accessed at http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Business-Industry/Energy/Infrastructure/Energy-
Consents/Applications-Database/Wind/Dersalloch-Index March 2014. 

mailto:representations@scotland.gsi.gov.uk
http://savestraitonforscotland.com/
http://visitstraiton.com/
http://savestraitonforscotland.com/
http://visitstraiton.com/
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Business-Industry/Energy/Infrastructure/Energy-Consents/Applications-Database/Wind/Dersalloch-Index
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Business-Industry/Energy/Infrastructure/Energy-Consents/Applications-Database/Wind/Dersalloch-Index
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Section 3 Our representation that the consultation undertaken by SPR with local 
communities has not been adequate, and has not been in the spirit of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1997, the Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006, 
Scottish Planning Policy 2010, Planning Advice Note (PAN) 81, Community 
Engagement Planning and Planning Advice Note (PAN) 3, Community 
Engagement. This consultation is the first opportunity for both our groups to 
make our representations – given the lack of proper community consultation 
to date, we feel that we, and other local people, should be given the 
opportunity to comment fully on all aspects of the proposal.  

Also part of our application are four Appendices: 

Appendix 1 A petition, signed by 1828 people in 2013 – 2014 (1145 on paper, 683 
online), requesting that turbines are not constructed near Straiton and near 
the Dark Sky Park 

Appendix 2 An opinion poll of all residents of Straiton, conducted by Save Straiton for 
Scotland with the assistance of the community council in 2013, which shows 
92.5% opposition to the Dersalloch proposal 

Appendix 3 Illustrations and maps 

Appendix 4 Wind Farm Development and Tourism in Straiton, report by VisitStraiton, 
revised edition, June 2013 
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Section 1 

 

Dark Sky Park Extension approved by IDA in 2012 

An extension to the Dark Sky Park was approved by the International Dark Sky Association 
[IDA] in 2012, with the support of landowners and South and East Ayrshire Councils. The 
following is the IDA's statement on the extension, warmly recognising its importance:  

'Galloway IDSP Extends Borders, Adds Observatory' 

The International Dark Sky Association is proud to present the Galloway Dark Sky 
Park Extension. Borders of the original International Dark Sky Park (IDSP) have been 
extended to include the recently finished Scottish Dark Sky Observatory (SDSO). The 
location of this observatory is strategically placed for access to some of the darkest 
skies in Scotland as well as easy access for the majority of Scotland’s population, 
making it the perfect combination to educate the public about the importance for dark 
skies. 

Steve Owens, member of the IDSP committee, says about the park, “The Galloway 
Forest Dark Sky Park, established in 2009 by Forestry Commission Scotland, has 
300 square miles of superb dark skies—some of the best in Europe…This addition to 
Europe’s only ‘gold tier’ Dark Sky Park is the first time one has ever been awarded 
and it comes with the support of the landowners and South and East Ayrshire 
Councils. This extension of the boundary is a welcome addition to those dark skies 
and a sign that more and more people are recognizing the value of a truly dark sky. 
As communities around the Park experience the environmental benefits of dark skies, 
especially new employment from astro-tourism and a global reputation for the 
guardianship of something very special, we hope that we will be able to protect ever 
wider areas through further designations.”

2
 

SPR provides a small map of the proposed wind farm in relation to the Dark Sky Park, 
including the extension.

3
 However, the map is very inadequate as an aid to assessing the 

likely impact of Dersalloch on the Dark Sky Park, and so we have drawn up an alternative – 
Map 1 (below), based on East Ayrshire’s map of the Dark Sky Park extension from its Main 
Issues Report of 2012 (reproduced as Map 2, below). 

                                                      
2
 The International Dark-Sky Association: Press Release, 5th October 2012. 'Galloway IDSP Extends 

Borders, Adds Observatory' 
3
 SPR's 'Response to South Ayrshire Council Objection' (Dersalloch Windfarm 2012 ES Addendum, 

dated February 2013), fig. 1 
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Map 1 

also reproduced in larger format, in Appendix 3: Maps & Illustrations, p. 2 
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Map 2 
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Visual Impact of rotating turbines occluding the night sky 

Whilst the Dersalloch AEI and the associated reports by Dr Stuart Lumsden and Professor 
Woan discuss the Dark Sky Park and the Scottish Dark Sky Observatory in terms of the 
visibility of turbines and the provision of infra-red lighting, the visually disruptive effect of large 
turbines continually moving and occluding the night sky is not discussed. This effect would 
clearly be extreme in the immediate vicinity of the turbines and for a considerable radius from 
them. Only when the viewer is completely out of line of sight of any of the turbine blades 
would the effect attenuate. We suggest the Dark Sky Park would no longer be suitable for 
night-sky viewing within a considerable distance of the turbines as planned, and that this 
would destroy the integrity of the existing boundaries of the park, and put its value and status 
in question.  

Affected Viewpoints within the Dark Sky Park 

1. Viewpoints from the SPR ES Addendum of 2012 

The viewpoints published as part of the SPR ES Addendum of 2012 are few in number and 
do not represent many of the key viewpoints which are relevant for a fair assessment of the 
visual impact of the proposal, whether by day or night. Some are also inadequately presented 
by today’s standards. 

Key viewpoints omitted 

Scottish Dark Sky Observatory (view illustrated Appendix 3, p. 7) 

No viewpoint is published in the 2012 ES Addendum of the view from the Scottish Dark Sky 
Observatory. A wireframe privately supplied by SPR is reproduced in our Appendix 3, 
page 7. 

In respect of the Dark Sky Park, this is clearly an important viewpoint, though it is by no 
means the only one within the Dark Sky Park which causes concern. The wireframe shows 
that 21 turbines will be visible from the SDSO, most of them to hub height, and many showing 
the full height of the turbine from the base. 

Published viewpoints 

Two of the viewpoints selected by SPR for its ES in 2006 and re-photographed for the 2012 
Addendum are in the Dark Sky Park and one is just a few metres from the boundary. They 
are: 

Viewpoint 3 Craigengillan (just outside the DSP) 
Viewpoint 4 Knockdon to Dalcairney footpath 
Viewpoint 12 Tairlaw Toll 

See Map 1 (above) – and also the larger scale version of this map reproduced as p. 2 of our 
Appendix 3. The photomontages from these viewpoints are reproduced as pp. 4–6 of our 
Appendix 3. 

These are certainly potential viewpoints for night-sky viewing. They would clearly be very 
severely affected indeed: no one would wish to contemplate the night skies from anywhere 
near any of these viewpoints. 

It should also be noted that viewpoints 18 and 19 (Cornish Hill and Merrick) from the original 
SPR applications are within the core area of the Dark Sky Park, and serve to remind us that 
Dersalloch would be visible from many key locations within the core area of the Dark Sky 
Park (its greatest asset) and not just from the more easily accessible Buffer Zone. 
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Some of the photographs, as mentioned above, would not conform to the guidelines produced 
by SNH for photography in relation to wind farm viewpoint assessment. The photograph from 
Tairlaw Toll, for example, is marred by the scrub and weed growth in the foreground, which 
conceals much of the impact of the turbines, an impact which will be very considerable on the 
steep descent out of the Galloway Forest, past Tairlaw Toll and into the pastures of the 
Girvan valley.  

2. Viewpoints suggested by the Forestry Commission 

The forestry commission lists ten sites on its map and website for viewing the night skies from 
within the Dark Sky Park. The SPR addendum, and the Lumsden and Woan reports all state 
that the Dersalloch turbines would not be in line of sight of any of the 10 sites marked as 
suitable for viewing on a Forestry Commission map. 

The ten sites are various referred to as “the ten FCS identified locations”, “the marked 
observing sites”, and “designated ‘potential viewing sites’”. 

The most explicit in attributing significance to these ten sites is the Lumsden report:  

“The potential that the Dersalloch Windfarm LEDs might be directly visible from the 
Observatory on the Craigengillan Estate and from the ten marked locations for 
viewing the night sky on the Galloway Forest Park's map of potential viewing sites as 
defined on their website was analysed. There will be no direct line of sight between 
the marked Dark Sky Park locations in the Galloway Forest Park and any of the 
Dersalloch Windfarm LEDs.”

4
 

In fact, these ten sites are of very minor importance within the Dark Sky Park, and the lack of 
visibility of Dersalloch from any of them is of very little significance. The approach of SPR and 
the Lumsden report completely overstates the importance of these 10 sites, which are in no 
sense "designated" but which are marked on the map only because of convenient nearby 
parking: The Forestry Commission confirms that there are numerous other sites suitable for 
safe viewing – on its website, in its Stargazers Welcome Pack, and directly to us by personal 
communication: 

“There are also a number of places where you can see the stars without any 
problems by stepping out from the car or walking. All forest roads in the park are 
accessible by foot, bike or horse, but vehicle access is controlled by permissions. The 
exceptions are forest drives ...” etc.

 5
 

“On a clear night you can see a spectacular dark sky from anywhere within Galloway 
Forest Dark Sky Park. The main roads through the park (the A712 which runs east to 
west through the park, between Newton Stewart and New Galloway, and the A714 
which runs north to south along the western edge of the park) offer access to many 
lay-bys and car parks, and you can drive into the heart of the park along the Glentrool 
road ... As well as the main roads (open all year round), there are two forest drives: 
Raiders Road and Carrick. Along these drives there are plenty of opportunities to stop 
and get out and look up ... There are many other forest roads within the park where 
you can explore on foot, by bicycle, or on horseback, but cars are not permitted on 
any of these smaller tracks.”

6
 

                                                      
4
 Lumsden report, page 5 

5
 Forestry commission "where to view" instructions at http://www.forestry.gov.uk/darkskygalloway 

accessed 14th March 2014 
6
 Galloway Forest Dark Skies Park - Stargazers Welcome Pack: Science and Technology Facilities 

Council 2010, available from the GFP website at http://www.forestry.gov.uk/forestry/INFD-85BKE7 

 

p. 3 

http://www.forestry.gov.uk/darkskygalloway
http://www.forestry.gov.uk/forestry/INFD-85BKE7
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We received the following confirmation from Keith Muir, Head of Tourism, Galloway Forest District, and 
the principal author of the Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park.  

"Yes you are spot on. The sites were chosen as good locations where the public can easily and 
safely stop to observe the dark skies. The principle is that the boundary of the dark sky park is 
what is important and indeed a certain mileage out with it as well which stops the stray light 

element interfering with the intrinsically dark skies that we have." 
7
 

There are hundreds of safe, easily accessible sites within the Dark Sky Park which will be 
within direct line of sight of the turbines. 

3. Other likely popular Viewpoints  

As mentioned above, it is important to note that the ten map sites listed by the Forestry 
Commission are not "designated" as the sole suitable sites, but are just a few suggestions 
marked on the map because of the convenient nearby parking which they offer. Of particular 
concern are the following easily accessed routes, which will certainly be amongst those used 
by visitors in search of the Dark Sky experience.  

1. The Carrick Forest Drive, including the sections of road from the A713 junction to 
Loch Doon, and alongside Loch Doon. 

2. Dalcairney to Knockdon footpath, highly impacted by the Dersalloch proposal: see for 
example Viewpoint 12 of the SPR 2012 Addendum (reproduced as p. 5 of our 
Appendix 3). 

3. The cycle and footpath from Loch Bradan to Loch Doon, on the lower slopes of 
Craiglee, marked on OS maps, signed as a cycle path by the Forestry Commission. 

4. The road from Tairlaw Bridge to Knockdon and up to Loch Bradan. 

5. The cycle- and footpath around Loch Bradan 

6. The car park at the Loch Bradan dam above Knockdon 

7. The track beyond the Loch Bradan dam / Knockdon dam car park – which contains 
sites frequently used for wild camping.  

Nos. 1-3 of the above locations can be accessed from both the Dalmellington and the Straiton 
side. Most popular and significant of all is the impact on the Carrick Forest Drive. This road 
will be one that most users of the Dark Sky Observatory will encounter, and many visitors 
already come to view Loch Doon under night skies as well as during the day. Stunning night 
sky photos of Loch Doon are easy to find online.

8
 

Nos. 4-7 of the list are accessible from the Straiton side: and consist of those roads and paths 
well-used already by visitors – principally walkers, cyclists, anglers and wild campers. They 
represent the nearest access point to the Dark Sky Park for those staying in a holiday cottage 

                                                      
7
 Keith Muir, Head of Tourism, Recreation & Communications, Galloway Forest District: email of 10th 

March 2014. Our email question to him was as follows: 
 “There is one small point that I would be really glad if you could clarify: the SPR addendum and 
the reports by Dr Lumsden and Professor Woan all refer to the fact that the Dersalloch turbines are not 
visible from the 10 “designated” potential viewing sites marked on the Forestry Commission’s Dark Sky’s 
leaflet map.  
 Looking at the map myself, and reading your website page, it seems to me that the viewing 
sites are suggested by the Forestry Commission for the convenience of those driving into the park to 
see the dark skies – being near car parks and relatively easy to access.  
 As your website says, there are other locations you can safely drive to that aren’t listed on the 
map – and of course many more if you are on foot. 
 It strikes me that to emphasise that the Dersalloch turbines are not visible from the 10 
suggested viewing sites on the map slightly misses the point of the Dark Sky Park – namely that the 
whole are is good for star-gazing and that the best conditions of all can be found in the core area.  
As I say, this is just for clarification on the purpose of the 10 listed viewing sites on the map.” 
8
 See, for example, the beautiful photos of Loch Doon and nearby places – including the Dark Sky 

observatory, at http://www.flickriver.com/places/United+Kingdom/Scotland/Bellsbank/ 

http://www.flickriver.com/places/United+Kingdom/Scotland/Bellsbank/
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in Straiton – where many businesses now report growing trade as a result of the Dark Sky 
Park.  

All of these easily accessible points for viewing lie within the "Buffer zone" of the Dark Sky 
Park. However, numerous viewing sites within the core area of the Dark Sky Park, its most 
prized asset, are also within sight of the proposed Dersalloch wind farm, and would suffer 
from the visual intrusion of rotating turbine blades against the night sky.  

Omission of key viewpoints from those published by SPR 

We disagree totally with the SPR AEI in its conclusions on the subject of tourism in general 
and Dark Sky Tourism in particular, but agree with the general tenor of the SPR AEI in 
respect of the importance of understanding (and reviewing) tourism in the area generally 
because of what this may tell us about the likely effects of Dersalloch on the Dark Sky Park. 
Paragraphs 20, 21, 41 and 42 of the “Response” contain many general reflections on tourism.  

As a consequence, taking our lead from the types of material on general tourism in the area 
presented in the SPR AEI, we consider it highly relevant to this particular consultation to 
present the following comments on viewpoints and their significance in the context of tourism.  

The following viewpoints are crucial for an understanding of the likely effect of Dersalloch on 
scenic tourism to the area, and the detrimental effect that it will have on the hills which form 
the gateway to the Galloway Forest by day and the Dark Sky Park by night. 

a) Altizourie (view illustrated Appendix 3, p. 8) 
No viewpoint is published from the Kirkmichael to Straiton Road – for example where 
it emerges from trees just above Altizourie and from where there is an extensive and 
much admired view of the whole of the Monument Hill, the upper Girvan valley, 
Bennan Hill, and the woods and fields of the Blairquhan estate, with Blairquhan castle 
also visible through the trees. This view would be completely transformed – for the 
worse – by the Dersalloch turbines. The existing view is illustrated in our Appendix 3, 
page 8. 

b) Bennan Hill (view illustrated Appendix 3, p. 9) 
Bennan Hill is accessed by the Straiton paths network – one extension path goes to 
the viewpoint near the summit. The view from Bennan hill has been admired for 
centuries. In 1845, the minister at Straiton wrote; “Craigengower, or hill of the goats, 
rises immediately behind the manse, to the height of 1300 feet. Bennan hill, half a 
mile south of the village, on which a small obelisk was built about fifty years ago is 
about 1150 feet high. From both these hills, there are fine views of Ayrshire, the Firth 
of Clyde, Arran, and part of the coast of Ireland.”

9
 Bennan hill extends up the Girvan 

valley towards the holiday accommodation complex at Balbeg, where there are four 
holiday properties to rent, sleeping up to 38 people – facilities include children’s 
playparks, a loch with hides for bird-watching, riding and quad-biking – much of 
Bennan hill is used by guests for walking, riding and quad-biking.  

c) A713 
The crucial viewpoints from the A713, the main tourist route from the Central Belt to 
Dumfries and Galloway are inadequate as published. 
 
Viewpoint 02 (Loch Doon): the very important view over Loch Doon from the A713 
(figure 6.11) is shown only as a single wireframe. This view is one of the highlights of 
the whole A713 tourist route from either direction. We feel it is inadequate to publish 
such a view only as a wireframe. (reproduced in our Appendix 3, p. 10)  
 
Viewpoint 06 (A–D) (Patna) (reproduced in our Appendix 3, p. 11) 
this view, which shows the dominance of the turbines above Patna, is taken from very 

                                                      
9
 from Second Statistical Account of Scotland 1845, The Rev Robert Paton, Minister, Parish of Straiton. 
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near the A713: however, the photo shows only a pot-holed single-track minor road in 
the foreground, which gives the impression that the view is obtained only from a 
minor road. The A713 (presumably just a few yards away to the right of the 
photographer), is invisible. A viewpoint as important as this should make it quite clear 
what is at stake, and how frequently it would be encountered. If taken from a major 
tourist route, this should be visually evident.  

Key Concepts I : the concept of the Dark Sky Park as offering "beautiful" night skies 

It is important to note that the concept of Dark Sky Parks around the world is not about their 
utility to professional astronomers, but to remind the ever-more urbanised citizens – 
particularly of the developed world – what the night sky actually looks like in its pristine state. 
Public access observatories, of which that at Craigengillan was the first in the world, can 
greatly assist this educational and touristic brief.  

Forestry Commission Scotland stated in its original application for Dark Sky Park status: "The 
presence of stunningly beautiful [our emphasis] night sky is a natural phenomenon that 
could be lost if action is not taken now."

10
 

The International Dark Sky Association states at the very head of its page on Dark Sky Parks: 
"an International Dark Sky Park is a location of exceptional nighttime beauty [our 
emphasis], dark skies education, and preservation of the nighttime environment."

11
 

The night sky as something of almost overwhelming natural beauty is at the heart of the Dark 
Sky concept.  

Night skies have been regarded as a thing of wonder for millennia across all different human 
cultures. Dark Sky Parks are an attempt in developed nations to preserve something of that 
wonder for new generations. They are a meeting point for aesthetic and spiritual 
contemplation that crosses all cultural and generational boundaries. They allow scientists to 
unravel the mysteries of space and time, they allow atheists and those of all religions to 
contemplate the unknown and unknowable, and they allow a new generation of children to 
develop a sense of wonder at their own existence within the cosmos. 

This sense of wonder is dependent upon the beauty of the Dark Skies.  

Beauty as a construct 

The eminent astro-physicists who have commented on the infra-red light issue either feel 
themselves unqualified or uncommissioned to speak to the aesthetic question. This is a 
reasonable stance – however the aesthetics of the Dark Sky Park are a key component which 
should be addressed by others who are qualified.  

Dr Stuart Lumsden has commented on the Glenmount and Dersalloch proposals: Professor 
Woan has reported on Dersalloch and Burnhead. Professor Woan acknowledges explicitly in 
his report on proposed infra red lighting at the Dersalloch site that he has not been 
commissioned to discuss aesthetics: "I limit this assessment to factors that could directly 
affect observational astronomy at the site and its Gold-Tier status, and ignore any other 
aesthetic concerns" (p. 1). Professor Woan does in fact say (p. 3) that 

"The physical presence of wind turbines on the westerly horizon close to SDSO could 
be an aesthetic distraction." 

                                                      
10

 Point 6 of Forestry Commission Scotland's 'Dark Sky Park Status: Why is FCS interested in Galloway 
Forest Park containing a Dark Sky Park?' page in its original Dark Sky Park Application.  
11

 http://www.darksky.org/night-sky-conservation/dark-sky-parks accessed 18th March 2014 

http://www.darksky.org/night-sky-conservation/dark-sky-parks
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Neither Professor Woan nor Dr Lumsden in their respective reports take note of the fact that 
the aesthetic concerns which they do not discuss are in fact a key component of the Dark Sky 
Gold Tier status award – as the IDA itself makes clear. 

Given that the aesthetic connotations of the Dark Sky Park are so important, and are indeed 
embedded in the very founding principles of International Dark Sky Parks, we suggest it 
would be appropriate to commission a report on the interpolation of turbines in this setting 
from a respected professional / academic in the field of material culture and the created 
landscape who is qualified to speak to all the aesthetic implications of the proposal. 

The local planning system usually accommodates shared cultural concepts of beauty in its 
assiduous attention to the detail of what is appropriate in what particular area. For a variety of 
reasons, including aesthetic ones, the area of the proposed wind farm has been deemed 
unsuitable for large turbines by the South Ayrshire Landscape Wind Capacity Study.  

If the local planning system is bypassed in a Section 36 application, as here, we request that 
final decision-making should not be made in the absence of expert advice on the aesthetic 
implications of the proposal. Beauty is not a subjective judgement about which we can say 
nothing concrete. Art History and the study of material culture (including the study of large 
interventions in the landscape like wind turbines or skyscrapers), have a fully developed 
vocabulary and methodology for studying the "construct of the beautiful" in different cultures 
and different epochs. It is important that this is put on record to inform the decision of the 
Reporter and / or of Scottish Ministers.  

Key Concepts II : the concept of the Dark Sky Park dependent on remoteness 

Part of the essence of Dark Sky Parks is also their remoteness. The GF Dark Sky award was 
made because of the "remoteness" of the Galloway Forest, which would be severely 
compromised by large scale wind turbines. This is explicitly recognised by SPR in Technical 
Appendix B of its AEI. 

"Following a successful application to the IDA [International Dark Sky Association], 
Forestry Commission Scotland (FCS) established part of Galloway Forest Park as the 
first Dark Sky Park in the UK – the GFDSP – in November 2009. Due to its 
remoteness, [our emphasis] the GFDSP is currently one of only five “Gold Tier” Dark 
Sky Parks in the western world ... The 2009 FCS Galloway Forest District Dark Sky 
Park application to the IDA

12
 stated that “the expansion of the tourism sector is the 

primary objective of the Galloway Forest Park” and also that “Tourism is the single 
largest economic development opportunity that the region has. The addition of a Dark 
Sky Park will enhance the tourism product and assist in building the tourism industry 
over the shoulder months”. In their respective letters of support for the GFDSP 
application to the IDA, both VisitScotland and Scottish Enterprise highlighted potential 
benefits of achieving Dark Sky status to the tourism industry sector."

13
 

We can fairly say that REMOTENESS is a concept recognised by the IDA, the Forestry 
Commission, energy companies

14
, and all stakeholders as essential to the integrity of 

the Dark Sky Park, and to the tourist opportunity which it presents. 

                                                      
12

 FCS Galloway Forest District Dark Sky Park application to the IDA (2009) 
http://www.forestry.gov.uk/pdf/GallowayDarkySkyApp.pdf/$file/GallowayDarkySkyApp.pdf 
13

 'The effect of Dersalloch Wind Farm on tourism and the Galloway Forest Dark Skies Park and 
Scottish Dark Skies Observatory at Craigengillan Estate.' Technical Appendix B of the Response to 
South Ayrshire Council Objection Dersalloch Windfarm 2012 ES Addendum (ScottishPower 
Renewables): Feb. 2013, p. 2. 
14

 See the quotation from Scottish Power Renewables, above. 

http://www.forestry.gov.uk/pdf/GallowayDarkySkyApp.pdf/$file/GallowayDarkySkyApp.pdf
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Other Dark Sky Parks – Northumberland National Park 

Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park was one of the first to be designated by the International Dark 
Sky Association: and when it was built, the Scottish Dark Sky Observatory was the first public 
use observatory in the world. Above, we quoted from the 2013 Addendum to Scottish Power 
Renewables presentation on the Dark Sky Park in relation to Dersalloch. At the time the 
report was written, there were five Gold Tier Dark Sky Parks, and only one of them (the 
Galloway Forest) contained a public use observatory.  

However there are now eight Gold Tier Dark Sky parks globally, and one of them is bound to 
compete as a UK and European attraction with the GFDSP. Northumberland National Park 
and Kielder Water Forest Park were jointly awarded Gold Tier Dark Sky Park status in 
December 2013: and there is also a public-use observatory there – and they are only a 
hundred miles or so from the Galloway Forest.  

The English planning system and the English National Park system are much less likely than 
the current Scottish system to permit any turbine development near sensitive areas of the 
new Northumberland Dark Sky Park.  

To permit the development of wind farms anywhere that seriously infringes on any principal 
assets of the Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park or anywhere visible on the skyline from the Dark 
Sky Observatory or nearby viewing locations in the Dark Sky Park would seriously weaken 
the appeal of the GFDSP in comparison with that of its English neighbour.  

There is no room for Scottish Ministers to be complacent about losing the unique 
attractiveness of its wild and remote areas, including the Dark Sky Park. The Press release 
from the International Dark Sky Association already describes the Kielder Observatory as "the 
UKʼs largest and most active public observatory." It is essential that the GFDSP and the 
Scottish Dark Sky Observatory are released from the burdens of excessive speculative wind 
farm applications in order to concentrate on enhancing and marketing their unique offering.  

By even considering the construction of more wind farms on the borders of the Galloway 
Forest Dark Sky Park, the Scottish Government risk losing the initiative completely, and 
destroying the value of a key asset. 

Dark Sky Park is a valued asset for local tourism businesses. 

The Dark Sky Park has been a highly successful concept for local accommodation 
businesses on the borders of the Galloway Forest, including many in Straiton. The report 
Wind Farm Development & Tourism In Straiton, a case-study of tourist provision for the 
Galloway Forest Park and the Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park (April 2013, revised edition 
June 2013) was written, as the title makes clear, after the GFDSP designation. A copy was 
sent to SPR, but presumably too late for its evidence to be taken into account as part of the 
AEI.  

The information which it provides is highly relevant to the Dersalloch application and to this 
objection, and we request that it is taken into consideration by the Reporter. It is attached to 
this objection as Appendix 4. 

Inadequate analysis of tourism in the SPR AEI 

Tourism in general is discussed in the SPR AEI.
15

 In view of the short time available to 
prepare this objection since the AEI was publicly advertised, we have not taken the time to 
comment fully on chapter 13 of the SPR Addendum of 2012 (‘Tourism, Recreation, Socio-
Economics and Land Use’) but would like to reserve the right to add further comments at a 
later date if we feel it is requisite. Chapter 13 of the 2012 ES is, however, cursory: and we feel 

                                                      
15

 ‘Response to South Ayrshire Council Objection' (Dersalloch Windfarm 2012 ES Addendum, dated 
February 2013, p. 9, para 41 and 42 
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it sheds little additional light on the subject – as the SPR AEI comments on tourism are more 
recent, and are felt by SPR to modify the conclusions of their 2012 ES only slightly, we feel it 
is acceptable to limit our comments here to the more recent AEI document.  

We find that the AEI’s comments and conclusions do not adequately address the issue of 
effects on tourism, that they misrepresent the significance of the existing data, and that they 
give undue status to industry surveys which are not conducted according to rigorous 
procedures. 

The following are some examples of poor thinking and inadequate or misleading analysis:  

SPR state that 

“No definitive, quantitative evidence has yet been produced which conclusively 
proves that the tourism economy in Scotland is being significantly negatively affected 
by renewable development projects”

16
 

This paragraph, which purports to be significant, is meaningless. There cannot – ever – be 
any “definitive quantitative evidence” of a human absence or of the reasons for a 
hypothesised absence. A “negative effect” in terms of tourism means that people aren’t 
visiting. You cannot measure people who aren’t there, or ask the opinion of people who 
haven’t arrived.  

By contrast, we find it highly significant, and quantatively alarming, (although we freely admit 
that it is not “definitive”) that the number of overseas visitors to Scotland has been steadily 
declining between 2006 and 2012 (the latest available figure) according to VisitScotland’s 
own published figures

17
: 

Overseas 
visitors 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

trips (million) 2.73 2.79 2.48 2.56 2.34 2.35 2.23 

nights (million) 26.38 24.54 19.34 21.91 21.18 17.62 17.5 

spend (million) 1439 1367 1235 1359 1444 1490 1401 

 

This decline cannot be proven to be the result of the Scottish government’s drive to onshore 
wind, but it has occurred during the same period.  

The SPR “Response to South Ayrshire” and the associated Technical Appendix B claim that  

“The attitude of visitors to Scotland to wind farm developments is more positive than 
negative

18
 in terms of: 

 influencing decisions on where to visit or where to stay, 
 influencing decisions on making a future repeat visit, 
 the presence of wind farms in the landscape; and 
 Wind farms can, in themselves, become visitor attractions e.g. locations for 

visitor interpretation and education, and enhanced outdoor activity 
opportunities e.g. walking and cycling.” 

                                                      
16

 Ibid., p. 9 
17

 All figures taken from VisitScotland’s “Key Facts” series, accessed online at 

http://www.visitscotland.org/research_and_statistics/tourismstatistics/national_statistics/touris
m_in_scotland.aspx 
18

 See paras 42 and 48 of the SPR “Response” and page 18 of Technical Appendix B. 

http://www.visitscotland.org/research_and_statistics/tourismstatistics/national_statistics/tourism_in_scotland.aspx
http://www.visitscotland.org/research_and_statistics/tourismstatistics/national_statistics/tourism_in_scotland.aspx
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These comments are essentially nonsense. They are based on a survey by VisitScotland and 
a report by BiGGAR economics. Indeed these two sources are the only new ones discussed 
in the SPR AEI, and so are worth examining on their own merits to see first: 

 if they present any genuinely new research, and second 
 if they do, as SPR claim, demonstrate that “the conclusions of the 2012 ES 

Addendum on tourism effects remain robust”
19

 

The report by BiGGAR economics
20

 is the most easily dismissed.  

The report  

“presents research undertaken by BiGGAR Economics on behalf of RenewableUK 
and the Department of Energy and Climate Change (DECC) to assess the direct and 
indirect economic impacts of the commercial onshore wind sector in the UK in the 
decade to 2020.” 

This is an ambitious objective in a report written in 2012. Clearly, as a report commissioned 
by Renewables UK (“The voice of wind and marine energy”) it is unlikely to be completely 
objective. However, even by the standards of industry reports, it is deeply disappointing: its 
analysis of tourism as a matter of economic concern for the renewables industry is ludicrously 
inadequate.  

The BiGGAR report quotes only two sources for information on Tourism Impacts: the Moffat 
report of 2008 and the 2012 VisitScotland survey already cited, which will be discussed 
further below. BiGGAR Economics undertook no original or independent research into tourism 
impacts and either misunderstood or wilfully misinterpreted the Moffat report completely.  

The BiGGAR reports sources and interpretation of those sources is as follows:  

“A number of surveys and reports have been published that aimed to assess the 
potential impacts of wind farms on tourism. The most comprehensive is the Moffat 
Report commissioned by the Scottish Government and published in 2008. It finds 
that, based on a review of 40 studies from the UK and Ireland and reports from 
Denmark, Norway, the US, Australia, Sweden and Germany, there is no evidence to 
suggest a serious negative economic impact of wind farms on tourists. 

The Moffat Report also include a survey [sic] of 380 people, undertaken at locations 
that maximised the likelihood that respondents would have seen a wind farm during 
their visit, which found that 75% of people felt that wind farms had a positive or 
neutral impact on the landscape. 

The conclusion of the Moffat Report is that the effects of meeting targets on 
renewables on the possibility of meeting tourism impacts [sic] are so small that, 
provided planning and marketing are carried out effectively, there is no reason why 
the two are incompatible. 

The findings of the Moffat Report have been confirmed by recent research by 
VisitScotland ... etc.”

21
 

This brief analysis of the lengthy Moffat report of 2008
22

 does not fully understand the report 
or its implications. 

                                                      
19

 Technical Appendix B, p. 19 
20

 Onshore Wind: direct and wider economic impacts. BiGGAR Economics, May 2012. 
21

 Ibid. section 10.3, page 63 
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In the first instance, the most quoted finding of the Moffat report (that there will be little or no 
impact on tourism from wind farm construction) is based on the analysis of tourism in 
Scotland as a whole and is predicated on the idea of tourists relocating from those areas that 
have wind farms to those areas which do not.

23
 The Moffat report nowhere suggests that 

there will be no local effects on tourism. 

So, given that turbines are noisy, restless and industrial, and as such are at the very least an 
incongruity within or adjoining the deep peace, wildness and remoteness predicated by the 
idea of a Dark Sky Park, we can say for certain that a certain percentage of visitors will be 
completely alienated from the Galloway Forest Dark Sky Park and the Scottish Dark Sky 
Observatory if turbines appear on any of their surrounding skylines. 

In the case of the Dark Sky Park, this begs the question of where the tourists who have come 
to see the stars will relocate to if they don't like wind farms. The fact is that there is no other 
Dark Sky Park in Scotland: it is an important national asset, and any encroachment on this 
asset by wind turbines is likely to cause a nationally significant diminution of tourism – in 
this case Dark Sky Tourism.  

There is no comfort to be gained by SPR in placing such reliance on the BiGGAR report. The 
second paragraph quoted above states that “The Moffat Report [included] a survey of 380 
people, undertaken at locations that maximised the likelihood that respondents would have 
seen a wind farm during their visit, which found that 75% of people felt that wind farms had a 
positive or neutral impact on the landscape.”  

What the BiGGAR report does not mention is that “This question was not asked to those 
respondents in Dumfries & Galloway as there is only a planned wind farm for that area,” 
which reduced the sample size to 246.

24
 This goes a considerable way to invalidating the 

conclusions of this particular piece of research in relation to the Dersalloch proposal.  

The fact that at the time of the writing of the Moffat report, respondents at the Tourism 
information centres in Kirkcudbright and Dumfries (where the intercept surveys for the 
Southwest of Scotland were conducted) were considered not likely to have seen a wind farm 
is an indication of how out-of-date the findings of the Moffat report now are.  

The Moffat report's authors were fully aware that perceptions of wind farms change over time 
and depend on exposure and cumulative effect. The RWE ES also fails to mention the Moffat 
report's highly relevant finding in the same section that both the surveys conducted (Intercept 
and online) “confirm that a definite tipping point exists where Wind farm development 
becomes untenable for a significant number of visitors."

 25
 

Moffat Report predicated on the idea that local planning will prevent wind farm 
development in scenic areas.  

Second, the BiGGAR report fails to recognise that the Moffat report stresses the importance 
of continuing to adhere to local planning policies which have so far acted to prevent wind 
farms from being built in scenic areas: it is important to note too that the continuance of such 
protection is taken as a given by the report.

26
 The Dersalloch development is proposed in 

                                                                                                                                                        
22

 The economic impacts of wind farms on Scottish tourism: a report for the Scottish Government. The 
Moffat Centre for travel and tourism business development, Glasgow Caledonian University, March 
2008 [Moffat report]. 
23

 Moffat report, p. 261 
24

 Moffat report, para 4.5.2 
25

 Moffat report, p. 127 
26

 Moffat Report: p. 53: “In the UK the planning system, discussed in Chapter 13, has an important role. 
An environmental appraisal is required for all developments and where there is a significant negative 
impact on the environment the assumption is that the development will not be allowed. Given the 
assumed direct relationship between landscape and tourism, ex post findings of limited impact of wind 

farms on tourism could be taken as evidence of effective planning rather than evidence that wind farms 
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direct contravention of local planning guidance, as laid out in the South Ayrshire Landscape 
Wind Capacity Study (see section 2 of this objection), and so presents a type of development 
which was not studied by the Moffat report, which considered only those wind farms which 
had been sensitively located away from scenic areas according to local planning policies. 

The authors of the Moffat report did not anticipate anything resembling the siting of the 
Dersalloch proposal, on a major tourism route (specifically advised against by the Moffat 
report) and overlooking a Dark Sky Park, which is predicated on the idea of natural beauty 
and remoteness from civilisation and industry, and looming over Scotland’s only public-
access Dark Sky Observatory.  

Moffat Report acknowledges overwhelming evidence that wind farms reduce the value 
of scenery. 

The BiGGAR report fails to note the conclusion in the Moffat report that "The evidence is 
overwhelming that wind farms reduce the value of the scenery".

27
 We believe that this 

reduction in scenic value would be very great at Dersalloch and would be inappropriate for an 
area so valuable to Scotland as a whole. 

BiGGAR report’s naive attempts to present wind farms as a positive asset to tourism 

SPR also attempts to draw something positive from the BiGGAR report’s announcement that 
wind farms can have visitor centres, and be tourism attractions and be listed on tourism 
websites. The sole example given of a wind farm with a visitor centre which acts as a tourism 
attraction is Whitelee wind farm near Glasgow. This and two other sites (one in Northern 
Ireland, and one off the coast of North Norfolk) are listed as appearing on tourism websites.  

For those who are involved in tourism businesses in scenic areas threatened by wind farms 
these types of comparison are so inane that they almost border on the insulting.  

VisitStraiton made the following comments on Whitelee in its report on Tourism and 
Windfarms (our Appendix 4) and nothing we have read in any research since April 2013 gives 
us any reason to change our view, namely: 

“We do not doubt that in some areas, a wind farm enhances a landscape – there are 
many degraded landscapes in Scotland and in Europe more widely, where their 
presence would mark an improvement. 

The moors above Fenwick, whatever their ecological value, were never famous for 
their scenic qualities, nor were they already the destination of choice for tourists, 
active or scenic. The location (with easy access from the M77), visibility (lining the 
hills south of Glasgow), and the size of the project (the biggest onshore wind farm in 
Europe) has meant that they are an ideal venue for their successful visitor centre.  

                                                                                                                                                        
in inappropriate locations or linked in a continuous band could not have serious negative effects on 
tourism.”        contd./ 

Ibid. p. 67: “There is often strong hostility to developments at the planning stage on the grounds of the 
scenic impact and the knock on effect on tourism. However the most sensitive of these do not appear to 
have been given approval so that where negative impacts on tourism might have been a real outcome 
there is, in practice, no evidence of a negative effect.”   contd./ 

Ibid. p. 68: “Even if there is a loss of value the effect on tourism in practice is extremely small. This 
possibly reflects ... the effect of the planning system preventing seriously adverse developments.”  
        contd./ 

Ibid. p. 86: “We conclude that whilst there is evidence of a belief from local people prior to a 

development that it might be injurious to tourism there is virtually no evidence of significant change after 
development has taken place. However that is not to say that it could not have an effect, rather it reflects 
the undoubted fact that where outstanding scenery, with high potential tourist appeal, has been 
threatened, permission has been refused.” 
27

 Moffat report, p. 283 
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Clearly this success is not going to be replicated at every wind farm: in the same way 
that the visitor centre at Cruachan (the power station in a mountain) is not going to be 
replicated in every hydro-electric facility.  

Were a wind farm to be built in a scenic area with an existing active tourism, we 
suggest that it is highly unlikely that the advent of new tourism (to view the wind 
farms) would ever – if it ever came into existence at all – be likely to compensate for 
the loss of existing tourism.”

28
 

The fact that we find the BiGGAR report (on which SPR bases so many of its conclusions in 
the AEI) ill-informed and naive in its analysis of tourism is perhaps understandable. Appendix 
3 of the BiGGAR report lists its consultees and case-study data-providers. The complete 
listing is as follows: 

• BGB Innovation;  
• Collett Transport;  
• GE Power Conversion;  
• David Brown Gears;  
• Enercon;  
• EWT;  
• Global Wind Alliance;  
• Hewlett Civils;  
• Mabey Bridge;  
• Moog Insensys;  
• Morrison Construction;  
• Nordex;  
• Siemens;  
• Weir Group; and  
• Windflow.  
• Banks Renewables (Hazlehead and Marr);  
• Bro Dyfi Community Renewables (Bro Dyfi Community Renewables II);  
• Energy4All Ltd (Westmill);  
• Fred Olsen Renewables (Crystal Rig II);  
• Infinergy (Castle Pill Farm and Ferndale);  
• Isle of Hoy Development Trust (Ore Brae);  
• Methlick Farmers (Methlick Farmers Wind Energy Project);  
• Peel Energy (Scout Moor);  
• RES UK & Ireland Ltd and ESB Wind Development (UK) Ltd. (Curryfree)  
• RWE npower Renewables (Little Cheyne Court and An Suidhe);  
• Scottish Power Renewables (Arecleoch)  
• SSE Renewables (Clyde, Gordonbush and Dalswinton);  
• Wind Prospect and EDF Renewables (Burnfoot Hill). 

The list is not exactly rich in tourism businesses or tourism industry consultants. Where, then, 
does the BiGGAR report gather its information (cited in turn by SPR), that leads it to conclude 
that “Onshore wind farms can have wider positive impacts on tourism ... [and that] ... Wind 
farm projects can be used to improve tourism” ?  

The answer sadly, is in the following leading questions posed to its case study data-providers 
(the wind farm developers listed above): 

Q. 11 (pp. 72–3): 

Information on Indirect and Wider Impacts — we would like to discuss indirect and 
wider impacts with you. In particular, we are interested in: 

                                                      
28

 Wind Farm Development and Tourism in Straiton [Appendix 4] p. 26 
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 community benefit (value and model adopted) — any details of what has this 
[sic] supported would be welcome: 

 direct investment in local infrastructure (e.g. local roads, bridges, ports); 
 maintaining the viability of estates as a business and impact of this such as 

jobs, impact on tourism etc; 
 maintaining the viability / increasing productivity of other organisations (for 

example offsetting energy bills): 
 the windfarm itself attracting visitors; 
 investment in facilities for visitors such as car parks, signs, interpretation 

panel, visitor centres, way markets [sic], access management plans, 
employment of warden etc; 

 any indirect investment in local facilities or infrastructure (e.g. where access 
to the countryside has been improved, encouraging outdoor leisure activities);  

 preserving local habitat and supporting broader nature conservation such as 
employment of wildlife ranger etc: 

 use of local services (e.g. local accommodation and business services); 
 any measures taken to maximise the value of the local and regional supply 

chain and/or skills development; 
 business rates paid. 

No one could object to these types of leading question being posed to wind farm developers 
as a part of an in-house awareness exercise or as preparation for a PR release. But it is 
simply laughable to suggest that these responses can be considered to be “research” which 
demonstrates the positive benefits which wind farms can bring: still less for SPR to promote 
this “research” as demonstrating that there is nothing for tourism businesses to fear from their 
Dersalloch proposals.  

Report by VisitScotland 

This was an opinion poll commissioned by VisitScotland. The Technical Appendix claims that 
the “full results were published” in August 2012 – but this does not appear to be the case: the 
publication in August 2012 appears only to have been a repeat version of the key findings 
summary quoted by SPR.

29
 

The VisitScotland Omnibus survey reveals the following opinions on wind farms:  

  uk scotland 

would spoil the look of the countryside  18.7% 19.6% 

Yes, wind farms would be an added attraction if 
located in popular tourist areas 

Positive 21.7% 20.9% 

No, wind farms would not be an added attraction if 
located popular tourist areas 

Negative 42.8% 42.9% 

Yes, they add to my enjoyment of the UK (Scottish) 
countryside 

Positive 21.3% 21.9% 

do NOT add to my enjoyment of countryside Negative 40.8% 40.6% 

would avoid an area of countryside if there was a 
wind farm there 

 18.5% 16.6% 

 

                                                      
29

 http://www.visitscotland.org/research_and_statistics/tourism_topics/wind_farms-1.aspx 

http://www.visitscotland.org/research_and_statistics/tourism_topics/wind_farms-1.aspx
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It is completely unacceptable (and irrational) to interpret the results above as demonstrating 
that the attitude of visitors to Scotland to wind farm developments is “more positive than 
negative in terms of influencing decisions on where to visit or where to stay, influencing 
decisions on making a future repeat visit, [and] the presence of wind farms in the landscape.” 
As the green and red cells of the table above clearly show, the statistics are clear about the 
significantly greater negative connotations of wind farms in the countryside. 

In relation specifically to the question of influencing decisions on where to visit / stay and 
whether to repeat a visit, the VisitScotland survey offers the following: 

“18% of UK respondents and 17% of Scotland respondents agreed that they would 
tend to avoid any parts of the countryside with wind farms. However; a significantly 
larger proportion (55% of UK and 56% of Scotland respondents) claimed they would 
not avoid such an area.” 

The claim that people would “not avoid an area” if it contained wind farms cannot be 
interpreted as showing that they are “more positive than negative”. “Not avoiding” is not the 
same as positively seeking. 

As we will outline below, for the purposes of assessing the likely damage to tourism of wind 
farms, the figures for those who “like” or “approve of” let alone those who “would not be 
deterred by” wind farms are irrelevant, even if they are in the majority. These majorities are 
the status quo, the people who will continue to visit. What tourist businesses need to know is 
the numbers of people who will stop coming if a wind farm is built in their area. These figures 
are high and are growing, as the SPR AEI shows clearly: 

“The research published since the production of the ES Addendum (February 2012) 
suggests that for around “one in five” visitors (from a survey comprising 2,000 
interviews which were undertaken with a nationally representative UK sample with a 
further 1,000 interviews conducted with a Scotland representative sample), the 
presence of a wind farm could impact upon their decision, as to where to visit or stay 
– 18% of UK respondents and 17% of Scotland respondents agreed that they would 
tend to avoid any parts of the countryside with wind farms. This is a higher proportion 
than the “one in ten” visitors to Scotland who, it was concluded in a 2002 MORI 
Scotland survey (of 307 tourists), would not return to Scotland to visit if more wind 
farms were present

30
. 

We can confirm SPR is right in saying that this is a “higher proportion” – in fact it is nearly 
double. In just ten years, the number of those whose decision to visit or re-visit would be 
affected negatively by windfarms has doubled.  

We can find no basis on which SPR can continue to claim that this is an insignificant 
finding or predict a negligible effect.  

As for the published comment by Malcolm Roughead (Chief Executive of VisitScotland) that 
VisitScotland was, “both reassured and encouraged by the findings of this survey which 
suggest that, at the current time, the overwhelming majority of consumers do not feel wind 
farms spoil the look of the countryside” we are staggered by his lack of candour and analytical 
objectivity, and by the failure to perceive the significance to tourism businesses of growing 
active dislike of windfarms as opposed to static indifference; and we feel that it reflects very 
strongly on the lack of leadership which VisitScotland has shown and continues to show on 
this topic at national level.

31
  

                                                      
30

 see the 2012 ES Addendum section 13.5.3 paragraph 45 and Technical Appendix B, p. 19 
31

 Local tourism officers, like those of Ayrshire and Arran, can show a much more realistic and 
sympathetic appreciation of the negative effects of wind farms on tourism businesses, but in terms of 
public statements, they can be hampered by the bizarre official policies of VisitScotland nationally.  
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Keirs Hill Wind Farm: Survey of Tourism Businesses (2013) 

Keirs Hill Wind Farm is proposed by RES on a site immediately adjacent to Dersalloch Wind 
Farm – separated only by the B741 Straiton to Dalmellington road. It was first submitted for 
approval as a section 36 application in January 2013. The proposal is for 17 large turbines. 

In the main RES Environmental Statement (2013) is a report on Tourism and Socio-
Economics commissioned by RES from PBA Roger Tym, a leading development and 
infrastructure consultancy.

32
 Their report forms Chapter 16 of the main report (Vol. 2) and is 

supported by Appendices 16.1 – 16.13 in Vol. 3 (Technical Appendices).
33

 

As a part of their research on the possible effects of Keirs Hill on tourism, PBA Roger Tym 
conducted a survey of tourism businesses in the area. 87 businesses were contacted and 47 
replied (a response rate of 54%).  

The results are given as Pie charts in the original report, and reproduced here in table form:  

Table 1: Impact of Development on Individual Business Prospects
34

 

Major negative 25% 

Moderate negative 12% 

Minor negative 20% 

No impact 31% 

Minor positive 10% 

Moderate positive 2% 

Major positive 0% 

 

Table 2: Impact of Development on Ayrshire Tourism
35

 

Major negative 36% 

Moderate negative 17% 

Minor negative 17% 

No impact 26% 

Minor positive 2% 

Moderate positive 0% 

Major positive 2% 

 

Businesses were contacted in the immediate area (Dalmellington, Straiton etc.) and also in 
the wider area – for example in Ayr. The technical appendices list the businesses which were 
contacted, but do not indicate which ones responded. Given that at least 20 of the businesses 
contacted were in Ayr, which is relatively remote from the Keirs Hill development, and 
extremely unlikely to experience any direct effect from it, these negative statistics are even 

                                                      
32

 http://www.tymconsult.com/ 
33

 These documents, in the form of (very large) PDFs, can be downloaded from 
http://savestraitonforscotland.com/keirs-hill-planning-submission/ 
34

 Fig. 16.14 in RES ES Main report (Vol. 2) 
35

 Fig. 16.15 in RES ES Main report (Vol. 2) 

http://www.tymconsult.com/
http://savestraitonforscotland.com/keirs-hill-planning-submission/
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more remarkable. Perhaps because these statistics are so overwhelmingly negative, they are 
barely discussed in the RES ES and are misleadingly summarised in the text of the report: 
nor do they form part of its conclusions. This is clearly a major omission. 

However, although we may fault the conclusions which RES draws and the way in which they 
have used their evidence, we do not doubt the accuracy and validity of the raw data which the 
PBA Roger Tym Tourism Survey collected. 

We draw different conclusions, and we believe much more rational ones, from that raw data. 
The statistics show an overwhelmingly negative attitude towards the Keirs Hill proposal: 57% 
of businesses surveyed felt that Keirs Hill would have a negative impact on their business 
(25% high, 12% medium, 20% low) as opposed to 12% who expected a positive impact 
(principally during the construction phase) (0% high, 2% medium, 10% low). In relation to the 
wider area, 70% felt that impact would be negative on Ayrshire tourism (36% high, 17% 
medium, 17% low), as opposed to 4% who felt that impact would be positive on Ayrshire 
tourism (2% high, 0% medium, 2% low. It should be noted that 2% means one respondent.) 

The PBA Roger Tym business survey for Keirs Hill presents evidence of potential high 
negative impact on tourism from wind farms in this area, and as such, is of immediate 
relevance to the Dersalloch proposal, adjacent to the Keirs Hill site. 

Survey results show significant minorities oppose wind farms 

A number of recent surveys assessing reaction to wind farms have been conducted in the last 
few years.

36
  

As we have mentioned above; for the purposes of assessing the likely damage to tourism of 
wind farms, the figures for those who “like” or “approve of” or “would not be deterred by” wind 
farms are irrelevant, even if they are in the majority. These majorities are the status quo, the 
people who will continue to visit. What tourist businesses need to know is the numbers of 
people who will stop coming if a wind farm is built in their area. The statistics for these 
significant minorities are revealing: 

 Moffat
37

 OnePoll
38

 ComRes
39

 YouGov
40

 

% of opposition 
to wind farms by 
potential visitors 

25% negative 
(including 10% 
strongly 
negative) 

20% UK 
18% Scottish 

23% 26% 

 

These figures are far too high for tourist businesses to be complacent about their prospects if 
wind farms are built nearby. The average for the figures in the table above is 22.4% 

The threshold for assuming a high negative effect on business is estimated by analysts at 
15-20%

41
. Using either measure, the results for business are bad: all four development 

surveys predict that visitors will decline in proportions from 18 to 26%. They are remarkably 
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 conveniently cited in the RES socio-economic survey conducted for RES Keirs Hill wind farm by PBA 
Roger Tym. 
37

 Moffat report 
38

 for VisitScotland, April 2012, as cited in the Keirs Hill Environmental Statement, chapter 16 
39

 June 2012, as cited in the Keirs Hill Environmental Statement, chapter 16 
40

 YouGov, for Scottish Renewables, as cited in the Keirs Hill Environmental Statement, cap.16 
41

 PBA Roger Tym: based on survey evidence, as quoted in the Socio Economic report for Keirs Hill 
wind farm, uses the figure of 15%. BiGGAR Economics' threshold for the RWE ES for Glenmount 
(apparently lacking an evidential basis) is 20%. 
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consistent. In all cases, the surveys predict that visitor drop-off may be enough to endanger 
business sustainability/survival. 

As SPR itself acknowledges, the numbers of those who are avoiding areas with wind farms is 
growing, and has doubled in ten years.  

Mountaineering Council of Scotland Survey 

On 17th March 2014, a survey was published by the Mountaineering Council of Scotland. 

"A survey of nearly 1,000 climbers and hill walkers, carried out by the Mountaineering 
Council of Scotland, revealed that 68% say parts of Scotland are now less appealing 
because of wind farms. Around two thirds have already been put off by wind farms 
from visiting or revisiting places in Scotland they had visited before. 

Over four-fifths of respondents said there must be protection for National Parks, 
National Scenic Areas and Core Areas of wild land. Two-thirds want buffer zones so 
developers cannot spoil these special areas by placing industrial-scale wind farms 
around their perimeters.  

And 67% say wind farms are making Scotland as a whole a less appealing place to 
visit."

42
 

The results of this survey are clearly of great importance to the future planning of wind farm 
development around the borders of the Galloway Forest Park and Dark Sky Park. All surveys 
of tourism so far have been general surveys of tourists in general. 

Not all tourists are interested in visiting the hill country. In the case of Ayrshire there is also an 
active coast/beach tourism, golf tourism and Burns tourism for example. All of these tourists 
will have been included in the surveys done to date on the impact of wind farms on tourism. 
For example, the Dumfries and Galloway intercept surveys for the Moffat report were done in 
Tourist Information centres in Dumfries and Kirkcudbright. These may have included people 
interested in visiting wild mountain scenery, but they equally may not.  

The Mountaineering Council survey is the first to concentrate on a particular target group. It is 
a group which is highly significant for the Galloway Forest, which contains the highest and 
most rugged mountains in Southern Scotland. There will be significant overlap between this 
demographic and – more generally – the demographic of visitors to the Galloway Forest. 

The results must give weight to the idea that wind farm construction in scenic wild and 
mountain areas is a potential disaster for Scotland as a whole, not just for the local areas 
concerned.  

A PDF copy of the full Mountaineering Council Survey is available at 
http://www.mcofs.org.uk/assets/pdfs/mcofs-wind-farm-survey-report_2014.pdf and we request 
that its full conclusions are considered as they are of high relevance to this proposal. 

 

Cumulative effects on Tourism 

We have noted below that cumulative effects from wind farms approved or consented since 
2007 have not been assessed in relation to Dersalloch – and that they should be so 
assessed.  

                                                      
42

 Mountaineering Council of Scotland website http://www.mcofs.org.uk/news.asp?s=2&id=MCS-
N11385&nc= accessed March 2014. 

http://www.mcofs.org.uk/assets/pdfs/mcofs-wind-farm-survey-report_2014.pdf
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Cumulative impacts are also very important for assessing the likely effects on tourism. In 
relation to Dersalloch, and tourism in the Galloway Forest and the Dark Sky Park, we request 
that attention is paid to the following wind farms: 

 Keirs Hill (RES) 

 Glenmount (RWE) 

 South Kyle (Vattenfall) 

 Linfairn (WilloWind) 

 Knockskae (PNE) 

Assessing cumulative effects is complex, and we do not have time to enter into it fully here, 
but request the right to revisit the issue at a later date if it is necessary.  

One resident of Straiton supplied us with the following assessment of the Dersalloch proposal 
in relation to Keirs Hill, with which we agree: 

"There will be cumulative impact stemming from the scale of the Dersalloch 
development, together with the scale of the Keirs Hill development, where the 
turbines will tower above both sides of the B741 road from Dalmellington to Straiton. 
The setting of this single track road, with 150 metre high turbines to the right and to 
the left, hill top turbines with tips from 150 to 200 metres higher than the road, will be 
so radically altered that it will look to the visitor approaching from the Galloway 
Tourist Route (A713) as though they are entering a huge wind farm on its service 
road. This will intimidate visitors and act as a deterrent to continuing on to Straiton 
and the surrounding Galloway Hills and their important landscapes. This will 
potentially deprive the tourism businesses in and around Straiton of income with 
which they can grow." 

There will be similar effects in relation to all of the other wind farms listed above. In terms of 
the Dark Sky Park, the effect of Dersalloch, Glenmount and Linfairn in combination would be 
particularly destructive – see map 1 above, which shows that Dersalloch and Glenmount 
together almost surround the Scottish Dark Sky observatory. 

Linfairn is not marked on map 1, but would be immediately on the borders of the Dark Sky 
Park, around 2km from Dersalloch, just south of Straiton.  
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Section 2 

We respectfully request that the Reporter also consider legislative and planning issues arising 
since the last full assessment of the Dersalloch proposal in 2007. 

1. The Ayrshire Supplementary Planning Guidance – ‘Wind Farm Development’, now 
incorporated into the Ayrshire Joint Structure Plan. This identified Areas of Search for 
wind farms. Dersalloch Hill is not within an Area of Search, so the proposal must be 
assessed under ECON 7. ECON 7 identifies areas of potential constraint against 
which the proposal needs to be assessed. We believe that this proposal would fail the 
relevant tests of acceptability with regard to: 
· the historic environment 
· areas designated for their regional and local natural heritage value 
· tourism and recreation interest 
· communities 

2. The South Ayrshire Landscape Wind Capacity Study. 
The site of the proposed development is identified as ‘Character Type 17b: Foothills 
West of the Doon Valley’. 
This SALWCS finds NO SCOPE for large typology turbines at the proposed site. 

3. Cumulative Impact with other wind farms, both consented or in the planning system 
since 2007. 

4. The designation of the Galloway and Southern Ayrshire UNESCO Biosphere. 

5. The designation of the ‘gold tier’ Dark Sky Park, the boundaries of which adjoin the 
application site – discussed above in Section 1.  

6. The creation of The Scottish Dark Sky Observatory, one of only two publicly 
accessible, research grade observatories within a ‘gold tier’ Dark Sky Park in the 
whole world – discussed above in Section 1. 

7. The proposed development does not comply with the policies of the new South 
Ayrshire Local Development Plan, approved for submission to Scottish Ministers in 
April 2013. 

8. There has been little or no public consultation on the revised access route proposed 
in the 2012 Addendum. The route will severely impact on the communities of 
Kirkmichael and Straiton, and proper public consultation should be undertaken. 

9. We note that as part of its proposals for NPF3 and the revised SPP, the Scottish 
Government is suggesting that the boundary between communities and onshore wind 
farms should be extended from 2km to 2.5km. The distance between Straiton and the 
nearest turbine appears to be around 2.3km measured to the village war memorial, 
and 2.2km measured to the primary school. If these planning policies are 
implemented, we will be requesting the removal of the three turbines nearest to 
Straiton in order to comply with the Scottish Government’s recommendations.  

10. We are concerned that hen harrier and red kite which are protected under Schedule 1 
and also (as of March 2013) under Schedule 1A of the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 
are present on the site of Dersalloch wind farm and the hen harrier is also present on 
the adjoining proposed wind farms at Keirs Hill, Glenmount and Linfairn, and that 
construction of these wind farms will represent a breach of the law in relation to 
disturbance to these species. See below for further discussion of this. 
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It is our understanding that South Ayrshire Council has recently voted to continue its objection 
to the Dersalloch proposal. We have not yet had sight of this objection. In view of the many 
key legislative and planning changes since the last full assessment of the Dersalloch proposal 
by SAC (some of which are listed above); and the substantive changes in the access route, 
which will impact some South Ayrshire communities very severely, we consider it essential 
that the proposal should be reassessed in full, not just in relation to the Dark Sky Park. If it 
has not done so, we request that SAC undertakes to assess the proposal in the light of all 
relevant new information and all relevant changes in planning policy and legislation. If 
necessary, we request that the proposal be taken to a Public Inquiry. 

Hen Harriers at Dersalloch 

Dersalloch Wind farm: Ornithology Technical Report, prepared for CRE Energy, (November 
2006) notes that  

"A total of 50 hen harrier flights were recorded (four during the breeding period and 
46 during the non-breeding period) for a total of 86.6 mins.”

43
 

The Hen harrier was the most frequently recorded of all the Target species surveyed - more 
than three times more frequent than the nearest other species. For example, 50 flights were 
recorded for Harrier as opposed to sixteen flights for merlin (breeding within 500m of the 
site)

44
.  

Target species flights recorded 

Whooper Swan 1 

Hen Harrier 50 

Merlin 16 

Peregrine 15 

Black Grouse 8 

Barn owl 9 

Short-eared owl 6 

 

Merlin were originally considered at significant risk from the Dersalloch turbines, and 
mitigation measures were proposed, whereas no such measures were proposed for hen 
harriers.  

Flights at collision height 

The original Dersalloch Wind farm Environmental Statement
45

 reveals that the assessment of 
low "magnitude of potential collision effects on hen harrier" is not based on the fact that hen 
harrier do not forage across the site, but on the fact that the "greatest amount of flight activity 
(72%) over the site involved foraging birds at a height of less than 10m"

46
 

Nonetheless, 28% of the flights were recorded in the 10 to 100m band.
47
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 2006 Ornithology Technical report, p. 11, para 59 
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 Ibid. para 62 
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 n.d. – but presumably 2005: Chapter 8 (Ornithology) 
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 Dersalloch 2005 ES, para 8.78 
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 Birds Technical Report, (2004-5) Table 9 
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Foraging year-round and roosts of up to 7 birds in the vicinity 

The 2006 Environmental Addendum
48

 notes that: 

"Hen harriers forage over areas of open ground within and adjacent to the proposed windfarm 
throughout the year.” 

It also notes that there are two nearby roosts, one of which accommodates “up to 7 birds” – 
which is described, (very bizarrely and surely incorrectly considering the rarity and 
conservation status of the hen harrier) as a “small number”.

49
 The rarity of the bird in 

Southern Scotland is confirmed by the Dumfries and Galloway Raptor Study Group who note 
on their website that there are only 6 pairs of hen harriers in their area.

50
 In this context it 

would seem that a roost of 7 birds in the vicinity of Dersalloch contains a high proportion of 
the population of hen harriers in Southwest Scotland.  

Over the spread of documents relating to hen harriers
51

 there is confusion about how close 
the hen harrier roosts are to the proposed Dersalloch site. This is partly because the site 
layout was revised. The information on the precise location of the roosting sites is presumably 
known to the developers and is presented in confidential appendices.  

It is worth noting however, that the various radius distances within which surveys were 
conducted all omitted some at least one very significant bird roosting and nesting site – the 
crags and deciduous trees of Craig Hill - which is a unique environment not replicated within 
the survey area, but is just on its edge, and which is much frequented by raptors.  

Under the new Schedule 1A protection, harriers are protected year round, not just during the 
breeding season – and their winter roosts are highly significant. Also significant are all their 
flights over the site, not just those observed during the breeding season.  

SNH guidance is clear in its 2013 guidance for bird surveys: 

"Schedules A1 (which protect nests all year round) and 1A (which prevents 
harassment of the species all year) of the Wildlife & Countryside Act apply in 
Scotland ... from 16 March 2013 three species have been added to these Schedules; 
golden eagle to both A1 & 1A and hen harrier and red kite to 1A. Schedule 1A 
listing will increase protection to individual birds and has particular relevance 
to roosting birds (note that hen harrier, red kite and white-tailed eagle regularly 
form communal roosts) [our emphasis]."

52
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 Environmental Statement Addendum, prepared for CRE Energy, November 2006 Chapter 5 
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1. Dersalloch Wind farm Environmental Statement (n.d.) - Chapter 8 Ornithology 
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Collision risk to hen harriers not adequately assessed.  

Hen harrier is not reported as nesting near Dersalloch. However the Ornithology report for 
Glenmount wind farm reports that there is a hen harrier nest within 1.5km of the Glenmount 
site. Because of the proximity of Glenmount to Dersalloch, this indicates that the location of 
the nest may be relevant to assessing the risks to harriers at the Dersalloch site. The precise 
location of the nest is known to the developers but is presented in a confidential annex to the 
Glenmount proposal.  

Given the importance of the hen harrier and the proximity of nesting and roosting sites, we 
cannot agree that the risks to the species are low or not significant.  

The assessment of risk must take account of the deaths of two Hen Harriers at Griffin wind 
farm near Aberfeldy in 2012.

53
 

Hen Harrier collision risk incorrectly identified as low at Griffin Wind Farm 

It should be noted that the Collision risk at Griffin wind farm was considered to be low: 

"As part of the Environmental Impact Assessment for the site, the risk of Griffin wind 
farm development to Hen Harriers and other bird species was assessed. Although 
there were historical records of Hen Harriers on the site, risk to the species was 
assessed to be low"

54
 

A very recent study of hen harrier collision risk is particularly significant as it incorporates 
information on the hen harrier deaths at Griffin wind farm and produces a new model for 
assessing flight risk to harriers which indicates (as the unexpected harrier deaths also 
suggest) that the risk of collision is substantially greater than has been anticipated.  

"Due to the Hen Harrier’s conservation status, an urgent assessment of any potential 
threats to the population is pertinent in order to accurately predict and reduce fatality 
rates. The impact of wind farms on birds is highly variable and subsequently efforts 
have been made to categorize risk of collision with turbines to individual species, 
based on available information (Madders & Whitfield 2006

55
; Pearce-Higgins et al. 

2009
56

). Hen Harriers have until now been considered to be of low to medium risk of 
collision with wind turbines, based on the majority of observed flights being hunting 
flights, which are characteristically close to the ground (<5m) (Whitfield & Madders 
2006b). Recently, two Hen Harrier fatalities at a wind farm in Perthshire, Scotland, 
both at a time of year when display flights are common, have cast doubt on this 
evaluation. Collision risk may be considerably higher during the display and soaring 
flights in spring and early summer than during the rest of the year (Whitfield & 
Madders 2006b)."

57
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Mortality of only a few hen harrier individuals may have impact at population level 

"The effects of mortality of only a few individuals of this species could be noticeable at 
the population level, with a lower number of breeding birds, lowered breeding 
success and lowered survival all being potential impacts."

58
 

Raptor collisions with wind turbines not dependent on abundance 

Attention should be paid to the fact that raptor collisions with turbines are not dependent on 
abundance, but on the flight behaviour, weather and topography.

59
 Therefore, "when 

attempting to predict the impacts of a wind-farm proposal, it is inadequate to assume that 
collision mortality will increase with bird abundance. ... differences in mortality are equally or 
more likely to be related to species-specific flight behaviour and morphology, weather and 
topography around the wind farm." 

This bears out, in more general terms, the proposition by Whitfield and Madders and by 
Nicola Stanek, that specific flight behaviours bring great risk to hen harriers at certain times of 
year.  

Risk assessment for Hen Harrier cannot be accepted 

The 2006 ES Addendum states that 

“In conclusion, taking into account the low vulnerability of hen harriers to turbine 
collision apparent from previous studies and the small amount of time that birds 
would be potentially at risk at Dersalloch, the magnitude of collision effects on harrier 
is considered to be low. Although hen harrier is a species of high Nature 
Conservation Importance, these effects are judged to be not significant under the 
terms of the EIA regulations.” 

This assessment has been shown to be out of date in every aspect.  

1. Recent studies, and the deaths of harriers at Aberfeldy, have shown that the hen 
harrier does not have a low vulnerability to turbine collision, as previously thought.  

2. The time during which birds are potentially at risk at Dersalloch must now include all 
their flights, year-round, not just during the breeding season, to comply with 2013 
updates to their legal protection.  

The risk hen harriers has not been correctly assessed by SPR. We consider that a new risk 
assessment is essential, paying due heed to the new legislative requirement.  

Cumulative effects 

Hen harrier have been observed during the ornithological surveys at Dersalloch, Glenmount, 
Keirs Hill and Linfairn. All four ES statements tell us that the expected impact of their 
particular wind farm on hen harriers is low or negligible. None of them considers the risk to 
hen harriers, or any other species, in conjunction with the cumulative risks presented by other 
nearby wind farms. This assessment is clearly inadequate. 

It is essential that the cumulative impact of all four wind farms is considered, given the 
protected status of the species.  

We would respectfully ask that the Reporter consider the ornithological reports of all four 
windfarms in conjunction with each other, and in conjunction with the confidential appendices 
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which give the locations of nest and roost sites. Unless the information is collated in this way, 
it will be impossible to assess the risks properly.  
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Section 3 

FIRST CONSULTATION FOR BOTH GROUPS 

As you will see from the dates of their formation, this letter represents the first opportunity for 
either of the two Straiton groups to consult on the issue of Dersalloch wind farm.  

POOR LOCAL CONSULTATION RECORD FOR SPR 

As far as we are aware, consultation between SPR and the local communities which will be 
affected by Dersalloch wind farm has been poor – certainly well below the level which is 
expected of energy companies beginning their scoping process nowadays. There is no record 
of any public consultation exercises or exhibitions listed on SPR’s Dersalloch website. 
Community councils were contacted and the original ES was made available at the Straiton 
Stores and Post Office. We believe that a public meeting was held at an early stage of the 
proposal’s many modifications in Straiton village hall, but no exhibition of the proposals in a 
form which allowed people to inform themselves fully. Positive press releases were then sent 
to the Carrick Gazette misrepresenting public opinion in Straiton. We do not feel that these 
procedures were adequate, fair or appropriate. Ignorance of the proposals and their 
implications in Straiton was widespread.  

Since then the record of public consultation has not markedly improved. The addenda of 2006 
and 2012 were also made available at Straiton Stores. SPR also complied with legislation by 
advertising opportunities to comment on various addenda, including the latest, in the 
Edinburgh Gazette, which is not widely read in Straiton.  

The Edinburgh Gazette is available online, but it should be noted that there were very few 
broadband connections in Straiton before c. 2008. This means that for most people in the 
village there was effectively little or no access to the web as a source of information before 
that time – something which should have made it even more incumbent on SPR to consult 
fully and advertise in a manner which enabled local people to respond.  

Digital copies of the original ES, and the 2006 addendum do not appear to be available, even 
now. The 2012 Addendum is available digitally, but not online. Our request for copies of this 
digital material was not met, which significantly disadvantaged us in the preparation of this 
objection.  

There has been very little, if any, public consultation in Straiton and Kirkmichael about the 
most recent changes in the 2012 Addendum, including the change in the access route, which 
will severely impact both those communities as well as property owners on the route between 
the two villages. A public exhibition of the maps and photomontages has still to take place. 

In respect of any obligation to conduct a public consultation programme for the proposed 
Dersalloch Wind Farm SPR appears to have complied only with the bare minimum of the 
requirements set out by the Scottish Government and / or determined locally by SAC. No 
meaningful dialogue with the local community has been established. The following is a review 
of Public Consultation guidance and legislation at both national and local level. The 
Dersalloch proposal has been under consideration for some time, and legislation has been 
updated during that period. Each update has stressed more forcefully the importance of 
establishing a dialogue with the local community. We would suggest that SPR has failed to 
establish any dialogue of quality with the residents of Straiton.

60
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Scottish Government Legislation 

The proposed Dersalloch Wind Farm would have an installed generating capacity of more 
than 50MW in capacity and will therefore be determined by the Scottish Ministers under 
Section 36 of the Electricity Act (Scotland) 1989. Under this legislation, we understand that 
there are no legal or statutory requirements for a developer to undertake community 
consultation. This is unlike applications made under the Town and Country Planning Act. 
Therefore the guidance on pre-application consultation offered by Scottish Government for 
developers making a Section 36 application is limited. Guidance available refers more to the 
process of consultation as an application makes its way through the determination stages. For 
example, specific guidance exists relating to advertising the proposed development and in 
ensuring that the application and ES are available to view at accessible locations. 

However, consultation should more fairly be conducted in the spirit of existing legislation for 
wind farm applications determined under The Town and Country Planning Act 1997, which is 
summarised below. The planning system in Scotland was radically reformed with the creation 
of the Planning etc. (Scotland) Act 2006, which set out to make the planning system more 
efficient and inclusive. This Act places an obligation on developers to consult those 
communities which may be affected by proposed developments. Scottish Planning Policy 
2010 sets out the requirements for developers on community engagement, highlighting the 
importance of early and meaningful consultation and providing a legal obligation on 
developers to engage with local communities; 

“Effective engagement with the public can lead to better plans, better decisions and 
more satisfactory outcomes and can help to avoid delays in the planning process. It 
also improves confidence in the fairness of the planning system. The Scottish 
Government expects engagement with the public to be meaningful and to occur from 
the earliest stages in the planning process to enable community views to be reflected 
in development plans and development proposals.” (Scottish Planning Policy, 2010) 

Planning Advice Note (PAN) 81, Community Engagement Planning was revoked in 2010 and 
replaced with Planning Advice Note (PAN) 3, Community Engagement. 

PAN 3 (2010) provides guidance on consultation to local authorities for development plan 
preparation, developers, and community councils and communities on getting involved in 
planning issues. PAN 3 (2010) highlights the ten National Standards for Community 
Engagement, developed by Communities Scotland. This provides a useful framework to help 
plan, monitor and evaluate community engagement. The ten standards are as follows: 

 Standard 1: Involvement  
 Standard 2: Support  
 Standard 3: Planning  
 Standard 4: Methods  
 Standard 5: Working Together  
 Standard 6: Sharing Information  
 Standard 7: Working with Others  
 Standard 8: Improvement  
 Standard 9: Feedback  
 Standard 10: Monitoring and Evaluation 

PAN 3 (2010) sets out the legal requirements for pre-application consultation for applications 
made under the Town and Country Planning Act which must be met by the developer. In brief 
these are to formally consult the community council, hold one public event and submit a Pre-
Application Consultation report. 

Engagement must be meaningful and proportionate, happen at an early stage and be 
inclusive. The report should include response to comments made and how the proposals may 
have changed as a result. 
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The legislation and guidance outlined above applies only to planning applications made under 
the Town and Country Planning Act 1997. Although the legal requirements and guidance on 
pre- application consultation do not apply to the Dersalloch Wind Farm proposal, we feel that 
SPR could have come much further than they have to engage with the spirit of this guidance. 

Local Authority Guidance 

The proposed Dersalloch Wind Farm site is within the SAC local authority area. However, it 
adjoins the EAC local authority area, and so East Ayrshire is also an important consultee. As 
the proposed development would generate more than 50 MW of installed capacity the 
application will be determined by the Scottish Ministers under Section 36 of the Electricity Act 
(Scotland) 1989. However, best practice in consultation would also involve SPR in 
recognising the guidelines set out to developers by SAC and EAC. 

i) South Ayrshire Council Guidance 

 At least one meeting with Community Council prior to the public event. 
 Invite all adjoining neighbours to public event in writing informing them of 

development proposals and what opportunities they have to comment on proposals to 
prospective applications and the relevant timescales. 

 The Council may require that additional consultation activity is undertaken and each 
applicant will be advised accordingly.  

ii) East Ayrshire Council Guidance  

In its guidance to developers East Ayrshire Council sets out additional requirements 
“recommended as good practice” above and beyond the statutory obligations. This includes:  

 At least one meeting with Community Council prior to the public event 
 Establish with Community Council if there are other local groups that should be 

included in the consultation process 
 Invite all adjoining neighbours to the public event by writing to inform them of the 

development proposals and what opportunities they have to comment  
 

SPR consultation on Dersalloch completely inadequate 

In the light of the above, it appears that SPR consultation process on Dersalloch has been 
seriously lacking. We are not aware of any public meetings occurring – certainly since 2007: 
nor of any exhibitions showing maps and images of the proposal. The fact that the large, 
complex and unwieldy ES documents, further complicated by all the many addenda and 
revisions, were available to view in the Straiton shop and the Dalmellington library, is almost 
an irrelevance.  

The lack of material online or in digital form is almost total. We tried to contact William Black 
of SPR by email and by phone during the preparation of this objection, to ask for his 
assistance in supplying digital material. We received no reply. The SPR Dersalloch website 
supplies only the Non-Technical summary, location map and location plan, and a promise of 
an interactive map to come shortly – a promise which has been unfulfilled for at least the last 
year.  

We feel that the complete lack of the type of consultation which should by undertaken by 
responsible developers – and the consequent inability of most members of the public to make 
any informed assessment at all of the Dersalloch proposals must be considered as relevant – 
and would request that the Reporter consider all and every objection on any issue regarding 
Dersalloch, as the current objections are in many cases the first opportunity which people 
have had to make their feelings known.  
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This letter of objection is sent on behalf of the committee and supporters of the Save 
Straiton for Scotland campaign. 

Save Straiton for Scotland Limited is a company limited by guarantee. Registered in 
Edinburgh number SC442516. Registered office 18 Main Street Straiton Ayrshire KA19 7NF. 

It is also sent on behalf of the following members of the group VisitStraiton: 

Philippa Baird 
Glengill 

John Elverson 
Sclenteuch 

Peter and Dorothy Hadden 
The Buck, Main St., Straiton 

Kate Hamilton  
Rigg B&B 
http://www.rigghouse.co.uk/  

Bea Holden  
Holly Tree Cottage 
http://www.straiton.org.uk/  

Sir Patrick & Lady Hunter Blair 
Milton Blairquhan Estate  

Kathleen Good 
Craigview Cottage  

Jonathan Meuli 
Genoch Cottage 
http://www.genochcottage.com/ 

Jennie and Roy Morrison 
Fowler's Croft 

Irene Munro 
Hazel Lodge B&B  

Andrew Sinclair 
Balbeg Holidays 
http://www.balbeg.co.uk/  

Nancy Smillie  
Old Toll Cottage 
http://www.glasgowholidaylets.com/ 

 
 

http://www.rigghouse.co.uk/
http://www.straiton.org.uk/
http://www.genochcottage.com/
http://www.balbeg.co.uk/
http://www.glasgowholidaylets.com/

