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1 Introduction 

1.1 Introduction 

1.1.1 Energy Isles Ltd (hereafter referred to as “the Applicant”) intend to apply to the Scottish Ministers for 

consent for the construction and operation of Yell Wind Farm (hereafter referred to as the “Proposed 

Development”), on a site approximately 1.5 km west of Cullivoe and 1.1 km south of Gloup (refer to 

Figure 1). 

1.2 Background 

1.2.1 The Applicant submitted an EIA Scoping Report for the Proposed Development in October 2017 to the 

Energy Consents Unit (ECU). The Applicant then provided a revised layout in February 2018 and 

received an EIA Scoping Opinion in April 2018. 

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

Development. It summarises the design iteration process which the Applicant has undertaken to date 

and how the Applicant intends to respond to the points raised within the EIA Scoping Opinion. 

2 Design Iterations 

2.1 Scoping Design 

2.1.1 In October 2017, as part of the EIA Scoping Report, the Applicant submitted an indicative turbine 

layout for the Proposed Development of 63 turbines (refer to Figure 2). The Applicant then revised 

this design to a 50 turbine layout upon which the EIA Scoping Opinion was based (refer to Figure 3).  

2.2 EIA Scoping Opinion Comments on Design 

2.2.1 The following comments were received from ECU and consultees on the design of the Proposed 

Development presented in the EIA Scoping Report. 

Table 1 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Design 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA 
Consultation 

Energy 
Consents 
Unit (ECU) 

Each of the turbines of the 
proposed wind farm being 200m 
in height, will be required to be 
fitted with aviation lighting that 
meets the requirements of 
Article 219 (medium intensity 
(2000 candela) steady red lights 
mounted as close as possible to 
the top of the structure and at 
intermediate levels not 
exceeding 52 metres). 

5 The Applicant is consulting 
with CAA on the 
requirements for lighting.  

CAA 

Shetland 
Islands 
Council (SIC) 

The EIA Report must address 
mitigation, including 
the removal of turbines from 
particularly sensitive locations 
within the application 
site, in an attempt to reduce any 
potential damage to key species 
from the proposal. 

A7 The Applicant has removed 
and re-located turbines as 
part of the design iteration 
process to reduce impacts on 
key species. 

N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA 
Consultation 

Scottish 
Envionment 
Protection 
Agency 
(SEPA) 

A minimum buffer of 50m around 
each loch or watercourse. If this 
minimum buffer cannot be 
achieved each breach must be 
numbered on a plan with an 
associated photograph of the 
location, dimensions of the loch 
or watercourse and drawings of 
what is proposed in terms of 
engineering works. 

A35 The design of the Proposed 
Development has considered 
a minimum buffer of 50 m 
round all watercourses and 
waterbodies and 100 m 
round watercourses and 
bodies within the catchment 
for Gossa Water. Where 
possible the Applicant has 
located turbines outside the 
water catchment area as 
recommended in the scoping 
response.  

N/A 

SEPA Watercourse crossings must be 
designed to accommodate the 
0.5% Annual Exceedance 
Probability (AEP) flows, or 
information provided to justify 
smaller structures. 

A35 All watercourse crossings will 
be designed to accomodate 
0.5% AEP. 

N/A 

ScotWays It is advisable to set back all wind 
turbines a minimum distance, 
equivalent to the height of the 
blade tip, from the edge of any 
public highway. 

A83/ 
A85 

All turbines are greater than 
200 m from all public 
highways. 

N/A 

 

2.3 Design Iterations  

2.3.1 Since the submission of the EIA Scoping Report and the receipt of the EIA Scoping Opinion the 

Applicant has undertaken multiple design iterations to maximise the capacity of the Proposed 

Development while minimising the environmental impacts. The main iterations are described below 

and shown on Figures 2 to 6. These iterations have taken into consideration the on-site environmental 

constraints as they have been gathered (refer to Figure 7) 

Table 2 – Design Iterations to Date 

Design Iteration No. 
Turbines 

Date Description 

A (Figure 2) 63 November 
2017  

Original scoping report design maximising capacity on 
the site. 

B (Figure 3) 50 February 
2018 

Turbines removed and re-located to take into 
consideration the following: 
- reduction of turbines in the south to avoid 

constaints with the RSPB reserve south of Gossa 
Water; and  

- reduction of turbines in the north to move the 
development away from the settlement at Gloup. 

C (Figure 4)  36 August 2018 Turbines removed and re-located to take into 
consideration the following: 
- 500m buffer around red-throated diver nests; 
- turbines moved away from Gossa water catchment 

area and key sensitive areas; 
- water course buffers; 
- moving turbines away from the south-west coastline 

at Gerherda; and 
- consolidation of the array towards the central 

moorland of north Yell to enhance the design of the 
Proposed Development with the underlying 
character of the landscape and the prevailing 
topography. 
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Design Iteration No. 
Turbines 

Date Description 

D (Figure 5)  29 September 
2018 

Turbines removed and re-located to take into 
consideration the following: 
- movement of turbines to the north and northwest 

moves the footprint of the array to the west of 
Sandwater Hill and Moss Houll which mark the 
ridgeline between the moorland of central north Yell 
and the east facing moorland slopes along the north 
east coast of Yell; 

- adjustment of turbines in the north of the array has 
moved turbines away from the open headland at 
North Neaps and the coastal edge at Vigon and 
Burgi Geos and back into the central moorland hills; 

- moved away from Cullivoe to reduce residential 
visual amenity impacts; 

- moved turbines south-west away from the 
monument at Gloup; 

- north-eastern turbines removed to allow passage to 
the west by red-throated divers; 

- turbines shifted to avoid wet peat where possible; 
- turbines removed from the Farmed Settled Lowland 

Coast Landscape Character Area. 

E (Figure 6) 29 October 2018 Turbines re-located to take into consideration the 
following: 
- ensure that turbines were not located between two 

moderate slopes; 
- moved to ensure the hardstanding does not cross 

gullies; 
- moved to avoid pool complexes; 
- moved to ensure outwith 50m of burns. 

 

2.4 Future Design Iterations 

2.4.1 The Applicant is continuing to gather environmental baseline information and will continue to amend 

the design based on environmental constraints identified. Details of these additional design iterations 

will be provided within the EIA Report. Figure 7 shows the known environmental constraints. 
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3 Planning and Policy 

3.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on planning policy. 

Table 3 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Planning Policy 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU Consideration should also be given to the policies, guidance and 
Planning Advice Notes referred to in the following sections of the 
consultation response from Shetland Islands Council: 
- section 2 Policy Context, sub-sections 2.2. 2.3 & 2.4; 
- section 3 Landscape & Visual , sub-sections 3.3 & 3.3; 
- section 7 Marine Planning, sub-section 7.3; 
- section 10 Cultural Heritage & Archaeology, sub-section 10.3 & 
10.6. 

8 These will be considered in the EIAR. N/A 

ECU The following should also be fully considered: 
- Scotland’s National Peatland Plan (as recommended in the SNH 
response to the Scoping consultation); 
- The Scottish Government’s Draft Peatland & Energy Policy 
Statement (as recommended in the SNH response to the Scoping 
consultation). 

8 These will be considered in the EIAR. N/A 

4 EIA Report Requirements 

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

Table 4 – EIA Scoping Opinion – EIAR 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU All the specific elements of the proposed wind farm for which 
Electricity Act section 36 consent (and deemed planning permission) 
is applied for must be detailed and made clear in the EIA report. 

4 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

ECU Full details, including works to be carried out, assessments, findings, 
conclusions and mitigation (where appropriate) of all on-site 
construction should be provided in the EIA report. 

4 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU/SEPA A clear summary table, entitled Scheme of Mitigation and containing 
details of all mitigation measures associated with the proposed wind 
farm, should be included in the EIA report. 

4/A38 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

ECU The cumulative impacts of all consented and proposed 
developments in Shetland should be assessed and presented in the 
EIA report 

7 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

ECU When finalising the EIA report, Applicants are asked to provide a 
summary in tabular form of where within the EIA report each of the 
specific matters raised in this Scoping Opinion has been addressed 

8 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

ECU It should be noted that to facilitate uploading to the Energy 
Consents Unit’s portal, the ES and its associated documentation, 
when submitted, should be accompanied with a CD containing the 
ES and its associated documentation divided into appropriately 
named separate files of sizes no more than 10 megabytes (“MB”). 
This will also assist SNH and other consultees. 

8 The EIAR and all associated documentation will 
be divided into files of less than 10 MB and 
appropriately named. 

N/A 

SIC The EIA Report should consider the effect of the proposal on this 
site and propose mitigation measures. As part of the assessment of 
reasonable alternatives, specifically in relation to this section, the 
Planning Authority should expect to see how the design and layout 
of the turbines, roads, buildings and other constructions has 
minimised the overall disturbance to and displacement of, peat. 

A5 This will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

SEPA All maps must be based on an adequate scale with which to assess 
the information. This could range from OS 1: 10,000 to a more 
detailed scale in more sensitive locations. Each of the maps below 
must detail all proposed upgraded, temporary and permanent site 
infrastructure. 

A35 All maps will be at appropriate scale. N/A 

Shetland 
Amenity 
Trust 
(SAT) 

All aspects of associated infrastructure detailed need to be assessed 
in terms of their respective and cumulative impacts on natural 
heritage. 

A86 All aspects of infrastructure will be assesed in 
the EIAR. 

N/A 
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5 Landscape and Visual 

5.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on the landscape and visual assessment. 

Table 5 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Landscape and Visual 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU With regards to selecting and finalising viewpoints to be included in 
the EIA report the Applicant should consult with Shetland Islands 
Council and Scottish Natural Heritage. This includes viewpoints in 
respect of night-time aviation lighting. 

4 Consultation has been undertaken with SNH 
and SIC and viewpoints agreed.  

N/A 

ECU/SIC As advised and recommended by Shetland Islands Council, as the 
proposed wind farm will be within an area adjacent to Remote High 
Cliffs seascape character type, the LVIA should include an 
assessment of its impact on the sense of openness and exposure in 
relation to the aspects of this particular seascape character type 

4/A21 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

ECU Illuminating the turbines at night could result in significant effects 
and consequently, there is a requirement for an assessment of the 
landscape and visual effects arising from the visible lighting at the 
proposed wind farm. This will include the effects that the lighting 
will have on Landscape Character, Landscape Setting of Heritage 
Assets and on Visual Amenity. 

5 This will be included within the EIAR.  Consultation has been 
undertaken and viewpoints 
agreed  with SIC and SNH to 
determine the appropriate 
viewpoints for this assessment. 

SIC 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Some documents referred to in “4.2 Relevant Guidance and Advice” 
have been superseded. Recommend using: 
Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape, SNH 2017 
(rather than the 2014 version stated) 
 
Shetland Local Development Plan – Onshore Wind Energy 
Supplementary Guidance, SIC 2018 (rather than the 2014 version 
stated) (From SNH 2017 Guidance) 
 
Considerable road widening may be required to facilitate turbine 
access. These effects should be considered by the LVIA. 
 
Planning permissions should therefore contain a condition limiting 
the distance that turbines can be microsited without a requirement 
for further permission. 

A3/A20 Noted, the most recent version of the 
document will be used. 
 
 
Noted, the most recent version of the 
document will be used. The design of the 
Proposed Development has taken the 
guidance into consideration.  
 
Effects will be considered in the LVIA. 
 
 
A 100 m micro siting tolerance would be a 
normal allowance for a wind farm consent, 
with any variation between 50-100 m only 
being permitted following written approval of 

N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

the SIC, with variations of between 1-50 m 
being permitted without approval.  

SIC The report notes that the development is proposed in an area partly 
within and adjacent to both the Gloup Voe and Bluemull Sound 
Local Landscape Area (LLA) and the West Sandwick to Gloup Holm 
LLA, identified in the draft Supplementary Guidance Local 
Landscape Areas (2014).  
 
The designation statement for each LLA sets out their special 
qualities and the impacts of the development on these should be 
assessed in the EIA Report. The EIA Report should also assess how 
the development will take account of the Development Guidelines 
as part of the assessment of reasonable alternatives required by the 
EIA 2017 Regulations, which I consider relates to mitigation by 
design considering (but not limited to) the location, size and scale of 
the development. 

A4/A21 The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 
(LVIA) will include an assessment of effects on 
the Local Landscape Areas. 
 
 
 
The design development of the wind farm in 
relation to landscape and visual effects will be 
set out in EIA Report.  This has been reviewed 
and the design iterations and alternative 
layouts considered to accomodate landscape 
constraints.  
 
 

N/A 

ECU The LVIA should include an assessment of the proposed 
development’s impact on its sense of openness and exposure in 
relation to these aspects 

A4 The LVIA will include an assessment of effects 
on Landscape Character and also the Ronas Hill 
and North Roe wild land area. 

N/A 

Scottish 
Natural 
Heritage 
(SNH) 

The LVIA should include a lighting impact assessment, including a 
baseline assessment. 
 
Discussion of case-specific permissibility issues for proximity 
activated lighting should be taken forward with the Civil Aviation 
Authority (CAA) 

A42 A night time lighting assessment will be 
included as part of the LVIA.  The assessment 
will be based on the final lighting design which 
will be agreed with the CAA.  The assessment 
will include night time lighting visualisations. 

Further consultation with CAA 
will be undertaken. 

SNH The assessment of impacts on landscape character proposed in para 
4.4.1 of the scoping report should include assessment of how the 
landscape character areas combine to contribute to the wider 
landscape character of Yell, and in turn how the development 
would impact upon this. 

A42 The SNH report, A Landscape Character 
Assessment of the Shetland Isles, 1999 defines 
a broad landscape unit for the whole of Yell as 
the Yell Peatlands.  An assessment of effects 
on this broad landscape character unit, as well 
as the composite Landscape Character Types 
will be included in the LVIA. 

N/A 

SNH The Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZVT) map included in the scoping 
report is too small a scale to be useful for identifying viewpoints. 
Hard copies of more detailed ZTV information (as set out in our 
Visual Representation Guidance) are required before we can advise 
further on viewpoints for use in the assessment of the 
development, cumulative assessment and nighttime assessment. 

A42 A detailed ZTV will be included within the EIA 
Report. 

Revised ZTVs were issued to 
SNH and Shetland Island 
Council (SIC) in June 2018 and 
subsequent agreement has 
been reached on the location 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

of viewpoints and also night 
time lighting viewpoints. 
The final scope of the 
cumulative LVIA will be 
confirmed with SIC and SNH. 

 

6 Ecology and Nature Conservation 

6.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on ecology and nature conservation. 

Table 6 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Ecology and Nature Conservation 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU The EIA report should include details and conclusions of an 
Environmental Impact Assessment dealing specifically with the 
potential effects the proposed wind farm will have on the East 
Mires Special Area of Conservation 

6 This will be included within the EIAR N/A 

ECU The EIA report should contain a section which specifically 
considers fish – especially salmon and trout - and fisheries 
concerns and detail steps to be taken to ensure that adequate 
mitigation measures are in place to safeguard watercourses and 
fish populations therein. 

7 This will be included within the EIAR. Electro-
fishing and fish habitat surveys have been 
undertaken. 

N/A 

SIC Incomplete listing of designations. Suggest replace SACs with 
“Natura sites”. 
Also, I suggest the existing site has a much greater zone of 
influence than 250m. 
 
Replace “relevant authority and local structure plans” with 
“relevant authority and local development plans”. 
 
Replace “UK Biodiversity Action Plan” with “Scottish Biodiversity 
List” 

A5/a2
1 

All requests of modifications are noted and will 
be updated in EIA reporting. 

N/A 

SIC The applicants should include an analysis of how the peatland of 
higher value for biodiversity (e.g. peat land that comprises intact 

A5 This will be included within the EIAR N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

blanket bog, deep peat (already stated at 14.1.3) or exhibits more 
diverse biology) has been conserved during the design process. 

SIC The applicants should prepare a habitat management plan for the 
whole site to show how the specific mitigations concluded to be 
necessary as part of this process will be achieved and also to set 
out how areas of degraded blanket bog will be restored across the 
site. 

A5 This will be included within the EIAR N/A 

SIC The Planning Service recommends that the hydro morphological 
approach as endorsed by JNCC should be used to assess the 
existing blanket bog habitat resource and impacts upon it 

A5 This approach will be followed. N/A 

SIC The EIA Report should assess the potential impacts of any siltation 
run-off from the development site into nearby Basta Voe and 
Whale Firth given the aquaculture developments located there 
and since both areas are designated as Shellfish Water Protected 
Areas under the Water Environment (Shellfish Waters Protected 
Areas: Designation) (Scotland) Order 2013. 

A9 This will be included within the EIAR N/A 

SEPA We would request that in the ES the turbine locations and other 
infrastructure be overlaid on the maps in the Phase 1 Habitat 
Survey and NVC classification to make the ecological assessment 
easier. 

A33 Request noted and within EIA Report.. N/A 

SEPA More detail on the survey findings will be required e.g. Section 
6.5.9. states that there are seven NVC communities which are 
potentially highly groundwater dependent but no 
names/categories are provided. There are also other habitats 
potentially highly groundwater dependent such as M10a and 
M32a that cannot be found on the map. 

A33 Request noted. This will be detailed in the 
ecology chapter 

N/A 

SEPA Given the proximity of some turbines to the site boundary e.g. 
T15, T58 the NVC survey needs to extend beyond the site 
boundary where the distances require it. 

A33 Noted. The NVC survey have been extended to 
include areas within 250m of turbines  

N/A 

SNH We note that there is no reference to a Habitat Management Plan. 
Given the scale of the proposal and its likely impact on important 
habitats, this will be essential. 

A41 A Habitat Management Plan is being authored.  Consultation has been 
undertaken with SAT, RSPB 
and SEPA. Consultation will 
be undertaken with SNH. 

SNH Otters - once the layout of turbines, tracks and other 
infrastructure is finalised, a corridor extending at least 100 metres 
on each side of the proposed access tracks and the area within 
250 metres of each turbine base should be surveyed for otters to 
allow impacts on any otter holts within the site to be mitigated by 

A43 An otter survey has been completed that 
identified the usage of the site by otters. The 
report outlines any holts within the site and will 
recommend a pre-construction survey of all 
infrastructure and 250m to allow for likely 

N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

micrositing (or a species protection plan to be drawn up and 
license applied for, if disturbance will occur). 

colonisation of new areas of the site in the 
intervening period. 

Marine 
Scotland 

A number of watercourses drain the proposed development site in 
which salmon and trout populations have been recorded. 
Both species should be carefully considered throughout the 
proposed development. 

A53 Fish surveys have been undertaken in July and 
September 2018. 

N/A 

Marine 
Scotland 

We recommend site characterisation surveys of fish populations. 
Information from these surveys is necessary to assess the 
potential impacts of the proposed development on fish 
populations and to establish appropriate site specific mitigation 
measures and an integrated water quality and biotic 
(macroinvertebrate and fish populations) monitoring programme.  
For the latter, we suggest pre-construction baseline surveys to be 
carried out at least 12 months prior to construction commencing, 
during construction and for at least one year after construction is 
complete.  
Further sampling maybe required one to two years prior to 
decommissioning.  
Water quality monitoring should be carried out at a minimum of a 
monthly frequency with electrofishing surveys carried out in late 
summer/autumn and macroinvertebrate sampling in spring 
and/or autumn.  
Watercourses likely to be impacted, both within and downstream 
of the development area, should be sampled along with control 
sites and sites where an impact is unlikely. 

A53 Fish surveys have been undertaken in September 
2018. The data will be used to inform the EcIA, 
identify any mitigation and monitoring that may 
be required  

N/A 

Marine 
Scotland 

The potential cumulative impacts of the present proposal and 
adjacent developments should be discussed in the EIAR and 
further considered in the selection of control sites for the 
monitoring programmes. 

A54 Cumulative assessments will be carried out and 
reported within the EIAR 

N/A 

Marine 
Scotland 

We note there are small areas at risk of localised flooding and 
encourage the developer to consider the potential impacts of 
flooding on fish populations and to propose appropriate 
mitigation measures. 

A54 Noted. This will inform site layout and be 
considered within the assessment 

N/A 

ECU/RSPB Potential biosecurity risks associated with the use of 
contaminated plant, machinery other equipment or materials. 

7/A58 Noted. This will be addressed in the EIAR N/A 

SAT One hopes that cumulative impacts on the natural heritage will be 
considered appropriately. 

A87 Noted. Cumulative impacts will be assessed in 
the EIAR. The developments to be assessed 
cumualtively will be agreed with SNH. 

SNH 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No. 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SAT The term open moorland is vague. The site comprises blanket mire 
or blanket bog would be a more accurate description and would 
better denote the organic nature of the soils (peat) that will be 
encountered. 

A87 Noted. The EIAR will describe peatland habitats 
accordingly 

N/A 

SAT There is no proposal to survey lower plants, notably bryophytes, 
or invertebrates. This would seem to be an omission. Given the 
habitat quality, and northern latitude, it is possible that the mire 
could hold species of importance in a British context. 
 
 
There is no reference to the Scottish Biodiversity List which is 
surprising. 

A87 The NVC survey includes bryophytes. 
Invertebrate surveys have not been requested by 
statutory consultees. However, the potential for 
invertebrates of nature conservation interest to 
be present on site will be discussed in the EIAR. 
 
Noted. The EIAR will use the Scottish Biodiversity 
List as a key reference when evaluating nature 
conservation features 

N/A 

SAT Much of the area is active blanket mire – an European Priority 
Habitat. Aerial photographs suggest that much of this blanket mire 
is intact, or relatively intact. Its importance should be assessed in a 
local and national context, especially given its proximity to East 
Mires – a Special Area of Conservation on account of its blanket 
mire interest. 
 
We are unaware of any systematic survey that has assessed the 
quality of this area and compared it to SACs designated for their 
blanket bog interest in Shetland. 

A87 The EIAR will evaluate the importance of the 
blanket mire in a local and national context 

N/A 

 

7 Ornithology 

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

Table 7 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Ornithology 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page No Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU The EIA report should include a full Environmental Impact 
Assessment dealing specifically with the potential effects the 
proposed wind farm will have on the Bluemull & Colgrave Sounds 
proposed Special Protection Area (“the proposed SPA”). As 
recommended by RSPB Scotland, this should demonstrate that the 

6 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 
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integrity of the proposed SPA will not be affected and that its 
conservation objectives will not be undermined. Potential impacts 
on all species of birds who have statutory protection and those for 
which there is conservation interest should be fully assessed and 
details of appropriate mitigation provided. 

ECU The EIA report should include details and conclusions of an 
Environmental Impact Assessment dealing specifically with the 
potential effects the proposed wind farm will have on the Yell 
RSPB Reserve especially the Lumbister section 

6 The modification to the site boundary in 2018 
means the site is no longer in close proximity 
of the RSPB reserve. The two vantage point 
survey locations and breeding bird activity 
was collected despite the boundary alteration 
and will help inform the potential impacts of 
the proposed development of birds in the 
Lumbister section of Yell. 

N/A 

SIC Figure 7 Ornithological Designations – there seems to be some 
confusion with the key and Bluemull and Colgrave Sounds pSPA is 
not listed. Since Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas (IBAs) are 
mentioned it would be helpful to know where these are. 

A7/A22 Request noted and figure will be updated in 
EIA reporting. 

N/A 

SIC The applicant should also take account of local information and 
knowledge that may be imparted during the public consultation 
period in developing the proposals. 

A6 This will be taken into consideration as it 
arises. 

N/A 

SIC The EIA Report will have to demonstrate that the proposed 
development will not affect the integrity of the application site or 
undermine its conservation objectives. The EIA Report will need to 
address the project’s potential for impacts on the SPA’s red-
throated diver population. In particular, as a consequence of 
collision with turbines, as well as disturbance-displacement from 
breeding lochs, and from the effects of increased energetic 
demands arising from turbines acting as a barrier between marine 
foraging areas and freshwater breeding sites during the chick-
rearing period. The EIA Report will need to include sufficient 
information for a full Habitats Regulations Appraisal, either to 
demonstrate that there is no likely significant effect on the SPA, or 
to allow the Scottish Ministers to carry out an Appropriate 
Assessment. 

A6 The EIAR will include an HRA. N/A 

SIC Should any blasting be proposed as part of the development, the 
EIA Report should assess the disturbance impacts of any such 
operations on the surrounding designated sites and their 
protected features. 

A9 The Applicant has not yet determined 
whether blasting will be required. If it is 
required this will be included within the EIAR. 

SNH 
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SIC/SNH Impact on the adjacent Bluemull and Colgrave Sounds proposed 
Special Protection Area (pSPA), which is identified as a foraging 
area for breeding red-throated diver. The EIA must therefore be 
able to demonstrate that the development will not have an 
adverse effect on the integrity of the site. 

A8/A40 Diver flightlines were collected from six 
vantage points during the 2016 and 2018 
breeding seasons. 
Diver flightlines were collected from a diver 
specific VP in Graveland SPA. 
Focal diver lochan surveys were undertaken 
on all breeding lochans for 2018 and where 
applicable (birds present) from 2016 between 
May and August 2018. 
A total of approximately 700 red throated 
diver flights have been collected to help fully 
understand the usage of the site and 
surrounding area. 
The EIAR will include a Habitats Regulations 
Appraisal of the anticipated effects on 
Bluemull and Colgrave Sounds pSPA. 

Consultation was undertaken 
to agree the survey 
requirements and further 
consultation will continue to 
be undertaken on the 
potential effects to red-
throated divers. 

SNH Collision risk assessment requires flight lines to be divided into 
three bands: below rotor height, within rotor envelope and above 
rotor height. As the exact dimensions of the turbines are not 
known at this stage, flight line data should be recorded in a 
manner that will allow them to be banded to match the range of 
likely turbine designs in order to make an accurate assessment of 
collision risk for each. 

A43 All ornithology surveys during the breeding 
season 2018 were undertaken collecting all 
flights split into 10m height bands. Once the 
turbine specification is finalised the data can 
be merged in order to create height bands as 
stated in preparation for CRM. 

N/A 

SNH Flight line records should also be used to assess displacement and 
barrier effects, with particular regards to red-throated diver. 

A43 Diver flight lines and patterns have already 
and will further be integrated into the design 
of the windfarm. Strong flight patterns will be 
used to prevent any barrier effects of turbines 
being located between diver lochans and 
feeding grounds. 

N/A 

SNH The assessment of cumulative impacts should include 
consideration of all major developments, not only wind farms and 
their associated structures, including power lines. On the basis of 
the numbers of nesting territories identified in the initial breeding 
bird survey of the site we consider the key species red-throated 
diver, merlin, golden plover, dunlin. 

A43 Cumulative impacts of other windfarms and 
major infrastructure will be considered within 
the EIA reporting. 

N/A 

RSPB We wish to highlight the following particularly significant 
environmental issues associated with this proposal:- 

 The proximity of the Bluemull and Colgrave Sounds proposed 
Special Protection Area. 

A58 Two years of breeding bird surveys, breeding 
raptor walkover surveys, two breeding season 
vantage point surveys, one non-breeding 
season vantage point survey, a focal lochan 

Consultation was undertaken 
to agree the survey 
requirements and further 
consultation will continue to 
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 The presence of a number of important bird species breeding 
in the area. 

 The potential for in-combination or cumulative effects with 
other windfarms (proposed, consented and already 
constructed) and other developments. 

 The potential for impacts on the Lumbister section of the Yell 
RSPB Reserve, which is located directly to the south of the 
proposed development. 

diver survey and a winter walkover survey 
have all been completed between April 2016 
and September 2018 as agreed with SNH.  
 
The data collected covers all the species 
outlined and the reporting will analyse and 
outlinw the potential risks and proposed 
mitigation to all the key bird species at species 
level at the site.  
 
The modification to the site boundary in 2018 
means the site is no longer in close proximity 
of the RSPB reserve. The two vantage point 
survey locations and breeding bird activity 
was collected despite the boundary alteration 
and will help inform the potential impacts of 
the proposed development of birds in the 
Lumbister section of Yell.  

be undertaken on the 
potential effects to red-
throated divers. 

RSPB The EIA should assess the potential impacts of the proposed 
development in relation to all these issues. 
Special Protection Areas (SPAs) including the Bluemull and 
Colgrave Sounds proposed Special Protection Area (pSPA) 

A58 As discussed above, bird surveys have been 
undertaken to collect data on flight activity 
and breeding location of all designated 
species of the aforementioned SPAs that are 
present in this part of Yell. 

Further consultation will be 
undertaken with SNH on the 
potential effects on the SPA 
and pSPA. 

RSPB RSPB considers it important that additional vantage point surveys 
are undertaken at a variety of locations to determine if red–
throated diver breeding within the proposed development area 
are foraging within the pSPA. 
Full consideration is required of all potential breeding locations 
within 9km of the pSPA. 

A58 Diver flightlines were collected from 6 
vantage points during 2016 and 2018 
breeding seasons. 
Diver flightlines were collected from a diver 
specific VP in Graveland SPA. 
Focal diver lochan surveys were undertaken 
on all breeding lochans for 2018 and where 
applicable (birds present) from 2016 between 
May and August 2018. 
A total of approximately 700 red throated 
diver flights have been collected to help fully 
understand the usage of the site and 
surrounding area. The survey effort outlined 
in the scoping report was agreed by SNH.  

N/A 

RSPB The EIA Report will need to include sufficient information to 
inform a full Habitats Regulations Appraisal under the terms of the 

A59 To be confirmed and completed following 
relevant consultation. 

Further consultation will be 
undertaken with SNH on the 
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Habitats Regulations, either to demonstrate that there is no ‘likely 
significant effect’ on the pSPA and the SPAs listed in Table 7.1 of 
the scoping report, or to allow the Energy Consent to carry out an 
Appropriate Assessment 

potential effects on the SPA 
and pSPA. 

RSPB It is noted that in Figure 7 of the scoping report the area of the 
pSPA is shown in solid yellow but it is not referred to either on the 
map or in the rest of the document. In addition, in Figure 7 the 
area identified as a Marine Protected Area is incorrect and while 
referred to as a National Nature Reserve in the text this is not 
reflected in the key for Hermaness 

A59 Request noted and figure will be updated in 
EIA reporting. 

N/A 

RSPB The area supports breeding populations of a number of important 
bird species. The proposed development area is particularly 
important for red-throated diver and also supports merlin, dunlin 
and golden plover, all of which are listed in Annex I of EU Directive 
2009/147/EC on the Conservation of Wild Birds (‘the Birds 
Directive’). Red-throated diver, merlin and whimbrel are also 
included in Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, 
which affords them special protection whilst breeding.  
 
A number of other species of conservation interest are also likely 
to be present within or adjacent to the area, including (but not 
restricted to) arctic skua, arctic tern, curlew, great skua, lapwing, 
oystercatcher, redshank, skylark and snipe. The potential impacts 
of the development on all these species, and appropriate 
mitigation should be fully considered in the EIA. 

A59 Two years of breeding bird surveys, breeding 
raptor walkover surveys, two breeding season 
vantage point surveys, one non-breeding 
season vantage point survey, a focal lochan 
diver survey and a winter walkover survey 
have all been completed between April 2016 
and September 2018. 
 
The data collected covers all the species 
outlined and the reporting will analyse and 
outline the potential risks and proposed 
mitigation to all the key bird species at species 
level at the site.  
 
 

N/A 

RSPB As well as the impacts identified in the scoping report , the 
impacts of habitat loss and fragmentation should also be 
considered due to the infrastructure that would be required and 
the change in habitat character that would occur as a result of this 
proposed development. 
 
The potential for the project to impact upon the Shetland 
populations of the species listed above through operational 
disturbance, displacement, barrier effects and risk of collision with 
turbines should be fully considered as part of the EIA. 

A59 The results of the vantage point surveys and 
breeding bird walkover will help inform the 
design of the Proposed Development in order 
to least affect the habitat character at the site 
and reduce any possible fragmentation and 
habitat loss. 
 
Outlines of mitigation measure for works at 
the site will be included in the EIAR. 

N/A 

RSPB The EIA should take into account local conditions, notably the 
foggy conditions that often occur in Shetland which could lead to 
increased collision rates. The EIA Report should fully discuss and 
detail mitigation measures, focusing on avoidance of impacts in 

A59 Noted. N/A 
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the first instance including the careful siting of turbines away from 
particularly sensitive locations, in an attempt to reduce any 
potential damage to key species arising from the proposal. 

RSPB It states in the scoping report that SNH standard ornithological 
guidance has been used and followed, including Scottish Natural 
Heritage (2014). Recommended bird survey methods to inform 
impact assessment of onshore wind farms. However, the 2014 
guidance recommends (in paragraph 3.6) that for wind farms over 
50MW, a comparable control or reference site should be selected 
and surveyed at the time of the initial surveys, to allow post 
construction monitoring. It should be confirmed whether this is 
the case here. 

A60 Surveys continued in the southern section of 
the original proposed site boundary, which 
included two of the six vantage point 
locations. In particular one vantage point 
(VP5) is now over 3km from the development 
boundary and could be used as a control or 
reference site post construction. 

N/A 

RSPB There should be no additional overhead electricity lines as part of 
this development, RSPB Scotland would expect all cables to be 
buried to avoid additional collision risk to birds, given the very 
open nature of the landscape in this area. 

A60 This is noted and will be considered. N/A 

RSPB The impacts of the proposed development upon the Lumbister 
section of the Yell RSPB Reserve to the immediate south of the 
development site will also need to be considered and assessed as 
part of the EIA. 

A60 The modification to the site boundary in 2018 
means the site is no longer in close proximity 
of the RSPB reserve. 

N/A 

SAT We assume that at least one more year of ornithological surveys 
will be undertaken as per SNH guidance, to properly inform the 
EIA. 

A87 The scope of ornithology surveys has been 
agreed with SNH.  

N/A 

SAT The assessment should not be restricted to the potential effects of 
collision risk on breeding birds on the proposed windfarm but 
must also extend to considering the impacts of displacement and 
disturbance on breeding birds at the proposed Yell Windfarm and 
its vicinity. 

A87 Noted this will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SAT It is also crucial that cumulative impacts of windfarms are given a 
thorough consideration in the EIA. These should consider the 
nearby Cullivoe windfarm, as well as the Viking and Beaw Field 
windfarms which currently have planning consent. This 
assessment should consider the cumulative impacts of collision 
risk, displacement and disturbance on breeding birds. 

A88 Noted this will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

Shetland 
Bird Club 

Raise concern on the impacts on in particular red-throated diver, 
merlin, dunlin, golden plover.  

A91 As outlined above. N/A 

Shetland 
Bird Club 

All potential impacts on red-throated divers using designated sites 
should be addressed by the EIA. 

A91 As outlined above. N/A 
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Shetland 
Bird Club 

Concerns on the effects of the wind farm on the blanket bog and 
associated breeding habitats for birds. 

A91 As outlined above. N/A 

 

8 Geology and Peat 

8.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on geology and peat. 

Table 8 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Geology and Peat 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU If they are to be used, numbers and locations of all borrow pits 
should be specified in the EIA report. 

4 This information will be included within the 
EIAR. 

N/A 

ECU Natural peat drainage channels should be preserved throughout 
the development; excavated material should not be stock piled 
in areas of unstable peat; concentrated water flows onto peat 
slopes should also be avoided. 
The EIA report will be required to assess whether there will be 
any significant effects on the qualities of this area and if so, it 
will be required to demonstrate that they can be substantially 
overcome by siting, design or other mitigation. It will also be 
required to demonstrate how the disturbance of peat and 
consequential release of carbon dioxide has been minimised and 
detail the preventative/mitigation measures to avoid significant 
drying or oxidation of peat 

5/6 This information will be included within the 
EIAR.  

N/A 

ECU A site specific Peat Management Plan as recommended by SEPA 
should be included in the EIA report as should a Habitat 
Management Plan as recommended by SNH and RSPB Scotland. 

6 This information will be included within the 
EIAR. 

N/A 

ECU The EIA Report should assess whether there will be any 
significant effects on the Class 1 peatland 

A21 Almost entire site is classed as Class 1. 
Assessment will be undertaken of impact on 
peat as site surveys determine in terms of 
depth, habitat, etc 

N/A 

SIC It is regarded by the Planning Service as essential that excavated 
acrotelm peat is carefully stored and re-used for reinstatement 
of disturbed areas. Conversely, the spreading of excavated 
catotelm peat on track verges and other areas should be 

A6 This information will be included within the 
EIAR. 

N/A 
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avoided. These aspects of the proposed development must be 
clearly addressed in the EIA Report. 

SIC The EIA Report should set down how the design of the proposed 
development has minimised the overall amount of peat that will 
require to be disposed of offsite, quantifying amounts destined 
for landfill, including locations of such destinations 

A8 This will be included in the EIAR N/A 

SEPA Required:- Peat depth survey and table detailing re-use 
proposals. 

A30 The survey will be completed in accordance 
with 2017 guidance. 

N/A 

SEPA We expect a comprehensive site specific Peat Management Plan 
(PMP). The PMP should include:- 

 Peat excavated during the development; 

 identify how the excavated peat will be managed; 

 list re-uses on site; 

 quantify how much peat used for each re-use; 

 how any stored peat will be kept wet, right way up and 
vegetated prior to reinstatement/restoration;  

 peat slide risk; 

 how handling of peat will be minimised;  

 estimate amount of peat to be taken offsite for disposal (for 
any remaining volume of excavated peat remaining after 
appropriate re-use options have been exhausted); and 

 include a contingency plan for alternative re-uses if any of 
the planned uses are not available due to subsequent 
changes. 

A31 Information will be detailed in PMP which will 
be included within the EIAR. 

N/A 

SNH Impacts on peat and peatland habitats A40 Will be presented in chapters on ecology and 
within hydrology and soils 

N/A 

SNH Our advice is that a Habitat Management Plan is also required, 
particularly to ensure that there is no overall loss of peatland 
habitat or the services that delivers, but also to take account of 
other habitats subject to loss and damage. 

A40 A Habitat Management Plan will be included in 
the EIAR which will take into consideration all 
habitat loss. 

Further consultation with 
SNH. 

SNH No reference is made to Table 1 which identifies carbon rich 
soils, deep peat and priority peatland habitat as a “nationally 
important mapped environmental interest”. This omission 
should be addressed through the EIA. 

A40 Noted this will be included in the EIAR. N/A 

SNH In Chapter 6 (Ecology and Nature Conservation), Section 6.5.1 
should include, along with other plans and policies: 

 Scotland’s National Peatland Plan  

A41 Noted – this will be included within the Ecology 
chapter of the EIAR. 

N/A 
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 Scottish Government’s Draft Peatland and Energy Policy 
Statement 

SNH The desk-based assessment (Paragraph 9.6.2) should also take 
account of the published Carbon and Peatland Map 2016  
This map indicates that almost all of the site is probably Class 1 
Carbon and Peatland, i.e. deep peat supporting priority peatland 
habitat, and thus of national importance. It is not clear to us 
how a wind farm of the size proposed can avoid this resource or 
mitigate impacts. 

A42 Noted. N/A 

RSPB We wish to highlight the following particularly significant 
environmental issues associated 
with this proposal: 

 The presence of blanket bog, of which most is likely to be 
active (i.e. currently peat forming). 

 The potential for the release of stored carbon from the 
deep peat during construction works and storage and 
disposal of excavated peat. 

A57 Active peat will be addressed in the ecology 
chapter of the EIAR. 
Carbon will be assessed in carbon calculator 
and the results presented in the EIAR. 

N/A 

RSPB The EIA Report should include: 

 The mapped extent of active peat bog within the proposed 
site; 

 Description of vegetation communities and structural 
features of the bog surface 

 Identification of the basic hydrological units of the peatland 
area 

 Peat-depth data for both the site of wind farm 
infrastructure (tracks and turbines and other infrastructure) 
and also any transmission lines 

A61 This information will be included within the 
EIAR. 

N/A 

RSPB RSPB Scotland notes and echoes Scottish Natural Heritage’s 
advice that “it is unclear to us how a wind farm of the size 
proposed can avoid this resource or mitigate impacts”. 

A61 Appropriate mitigation will be detailed within 
the EIAR. 

N/A 

RSPB We recommend that the hydromorphological approach as 
endorsed by JNCC should be used to assess the existing blanket 
bog habitat resource, and impacts upon it. 

A61 This approach will be followed. N/A 

RSPB It is considered vital that for a project of this scale that there 
should be significant peat restoration and habitat restoration 
proposals to mitigate for/offset the impacts of the development, 
although restoration commitments are not a substitute for 
appropriate siting and micrositing to avoid impacts on blanket 

A61 Information on the peat restoration proposed 
will be included within the EIAR. The EIAR will 
not include information on the financial 
commitment and this will be agreed 
seperately. 

N/A 
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bog in the first instance. Details of these measures should be 
provided in the EIA Report, and should include details of 
proposed time scales for management and ongoing financial 
commitment secured through an independent financial 
guarantee such as a bond or ESCROW. 

RSPB It is critical that excavated peat is dealt with in a sensitive 
manner to prevent further damage to blanket bog and other 
habitats in the area. 

A61 Information on the peat management will be 
included within the EIAR. 

N/A 

RSPB The scoping report states (at paragraph 3.4.5) that in the 
Shetland Islands Council draft Supplementary Planning Guidance 
for Onshore Wind Energy, the proposed development lies 
within a ‘Group 3’ area which is considered capable, in principle 
of supporting large scale wind energy development. This is 
considered to be misleading however, as the map referred to 
was produced prior to the publication of the Scottish Natural 
Heritage Carbon and Peatland 2016 map, which indicates that 
the vast majority of the proposed development area is actually 
in “Class 1 - Nationally important carbon-rich soils, deep peat 
and priority peatland habitat. 
Areas likely to be of high conservation value”. Therefore in line 
with the requirements of Scottish Planning Policy (SPP, 
paragraphs 161 and 163 and Table 1) this area should be 
identified in the spatial framework for Shetland as being within 
Group 2: Areas of Significant Protection. 

A61 The Supplementary Planning Guidance for 
Onshore Wind Energy adopted in February 
2018 shows that the site partially falls into 
Group 3 (area considered in principle of 
supporting large scale wind development). The 
adopted Guidance also shows the site partially 
falling within Group 2 Areas of Signficant 
Protection but not within Group 1 areas where 
wind farms will not be acceptable. 
A seperate Supporting Planning Statement will 
be submitted in addition to the EIAR which will 
comprehensively assess the proposals against 
all relevant planning policies and 
supplementary guidance articulated at 
national, strategic and local levels. 

N/A 

SAT One key issue that seems to be missing is the disposal of waste 
peat. 

A87 This will be covered within the EIAR. N/A 

SAT Seems to be very short on policies and documents that reflect 
the importance of peatland in terms of managing global climate. 

A87 This will be covered within the EIAR. N/A 

SAT Shetland is a UNESCO Global Geopark and this should be 
recognised in the EIA. There are over 100 geosites (sites of 
geological importance) in Shetland. The Local Authority can 
supply a list. These include all the SSSI and GCR sites 
listed in the Scoping report but also include a few more sites of 
geological importance. 

A88 This will be covered within the EIAR N/A 

SAT When identifying timetables for peat probing surveys, due 
consideration should be given to the breeding bird season. It is 
an offence to wilfully disturb Schedule 1 breeding birds during 

A88 All peat probing has and will be undertaken 
outwith the bird breeding season. 

N/A 
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the breeding season. There are Schedule 1 birds breeding on the 
site. 

 

9 Hydrology and Hydrogeology 

9.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on hydrology and hydrogeology. 

Table 9 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Hydrology and Hydrogeology 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page No Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU Clarification on the proximity of the construction compound to 
the aquatic environments and the mitigation measures needed 
to completely rule out any potential aquatic pollution events 
should be provided in the EIA report. 

4 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

ECU Locations of groundwater abstractions including all Private 
Water Supplies should be provided in the EIA report. 

4 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

ECU In the event that turbines T12, T36, T37, T38, T40, T48 and T50, 
associated infrastructure and other associated activities 
including access routes cannot be located outside the drinking 
water catchment area as requested by Scottish Water, a site 
specific assessment of the site specific risks and mitigation 
measures required to ensure there will be no deterioration in 
water quality and quantity should be undertaken and included in 
the EIA report. This should also include turbines T8, T35, T41 and 
T49 which Scottish Water believe are “borderline”. 

7 This will be included within the EIAR. Where 
possible the Applicant will design 
infrastructure outwith the catchment area, and 
all infrastructure within the catchment will be 
100 m from the watercourses. 

N/A 

ECU As also advised by Scottish Water, an assessment which 
determines alternative water supplies should be included in the 
EIA report as should a notice of commitment from the Applicant 
to the setting up of a contingency fund to address any impacts 
on water quality and quantity during post construction. 

7 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SIC In respect of hydrology, should a potential environmental 
impact be identified, the applicant should clearly demonstrate in 
the EIA Report that the water quality will be safeguarded during: 
the construction phase; the operational phase; and the future 
decommissioning phase of the development. 

A8 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 
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SEPA Map and assessment of all engineering activities in or impacting 
on the water environment including proposed buffers, details of 
any flood risk assessment and details of any related CAR 
applications. 

A30 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SEPA Map and assessment of impacts upon Groundwater Dependent 
Terrestrial Ecosystems and buffers. 

A31 This will be based on the ecological mapping. If 
detailed assessment of GWDTE impact is 
required then this will be undertaken.  

N/A 

SEPA The following information on borrow pits: 
- Map of size, location and dimensions. 
- A map of any stoks, soils, temporary infrastructure, 

drainage, etc. 
- Justification for each borrow pit and evidence of 

suitability of material to be excavated. 
- Ground investigation report with the exisiting water 

table. 
- Map of all drains and settlement lagoons. 
- Map of proposed water abstractions. 
- A map of pollution prevention measures. 
- A map of soil storage. 
- Details of restoration. 
- Details of rock processing. 

A31/A38 The EIAR will contain the locations of the 
proposed borrow pit search areas. Detailed 
ground investigations and assessment of these 
borrow pit search areas will be undertaken 
post-consent and information requested by 
SEPA submitted prior to construction. 

N/A 

SEPA Schedule of mitigation including pollution prevention measures. A31 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SEPA Borrow Pit Site Management Plan of pollution prevention 
measures. 

A31 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SEPA Map of proposed waste water drainage layout. A31 There is no waste water drainage proposed as 
part of the Proposed Development. All waste 
water generated as part of the Proposed 
Development will be removed from the 
Proposed Development site and appropriately  
treated. 

N/A 

SEPA Map of proposed surface water drainage layout. A31 A drainage strategy will submitted with the 
EIAR. 

N/A 

SEPA Map of proposed water abstractions including details of the 
proposed operating regime. 

A31 The operation of the Proposed Development 
will not require any water abstractions. 

N/A 

SEPA Map and assessment of impacts upon groundwater abstractions 
and buffers. 

A31 This will be included within the EIAR if 
required. 

N/A 

SEPA Decommissioning statement. A31 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

SEPA Based on the information provided at this stage it seems unlikely 
that any development will take place within 250 m of a 

A32 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page No Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

groundwater supply source; if this is the case it would be helpful 
if the ES provides evidence to confirm this. 

SEPA We would take this opportunity to highlight that the proposed 
development encompasses the entire catchment for the Yell 
drinking water supply and consultation should be undertaken 
with Scottish Water in regard to this. 

A32 Consultation will be undertaken with Scottish 
Water  

Ongoing consultation with 
Scottish Water. 

SEPA We would normally recommend that a minimum buffer strip of 
6m remains between the top of the bank and all development, 
including any lay down areas and storage of excavated 
materials, to allow natural watercourse migration and to reduce 
the impact of any overtopping. A buffer would also ensure 
adequate watercourse access for maintenance assessment and 
ensure bank stability. 

A33 This will be included within the design. N/A 

SEPA With regards to all proposed access tracks, it should be ensured 
that any new / temporary access roads are designed in such a 
way which maintains the existing ground levels and does not 
result in an elevation of the land as far as is reasonably 
achievable. This will ensure that no flood plain storage is lost as 
a result of the roads development. 

A33 Areas of floating tracks will result in raised 
track. This will be assessed for each catchment 
in terms of any impact on flooding 

N/A 

SEPA All infrastructure in the proposed development, including the 
underground cabling, should be shown in a map with the 
following buffer zones. The map should demonstrate that all 
GWDTE are outwith a 100m radius of all excavations shallower 
than 1m and outwith 250m of all excavations deeper than 1m 
and proposed groundwater abstractions. If micro-siting is to be 
considered as a mitigation measure the distance of survey needs 
to be extended by the proposed maximum extent of micro-
siting. 

A33 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

Scottish 
Water 

A review of the site layout in Figure 1 of the scoping report 
indicates that the following 10 turbines are located in the 
drinking water catchment: T10, T23, T31, T32, T39, T40, T46, 
T47, T51 and T56. Some of these turbines are located close to 
the edge of the catchment boundary. It should be noted, 
however, that catchment boundaries derived at this scale can be 
subject to uncertainty. Further assessment and ground-truthing 
may be required to confirm whether the borderline 
infrastructure is within the catchment. 

A72 also 
A80 

Details of the catchment have been provided 
by Scottish Water and will be reviewed by a 
site survey. 

N/A 

Scottish 
Water 

We would request that turbines, infrastructure and other 
associated activities, including access routes, are located outside 

A72 Some infrastructure will be located within the 
catchment and therefore appropriate 

N/A 
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of the catchment to prevent any potential impacts to source 
water quality. If this can be accommodated, Scottish Water will 
not require further involvement with the proposal, 

mitigation will be required. All infrastructure 
will be a minimum of 100 m from watercourses 
within the catchment.  

Scottish 
Water 

Scottish Water has significant concerns regarding the impact of 
this wind farm development on water quality. Yell WTW has 
been designed to work within certain water quality criteria and 
any changes to water quality may seriously impact the ability to 
provide compliant drinking water to customers. This WTW 
already experiences high concentrations of natural organic 
matter in the water, and if these were to increase, it could 
exceed the capability of the asset and our regulatory 
requirements. 

A72 Agreement on water quality limits and 
durations will be required.  

Further consultation will be 
undertaken with Scottish 
Water. 

Scottish 
Water 

According to our records, and based on information from a 
recent catchment survey, the main soil type within the 
catchment is blanket peat. There are large areas showing signs 
of peat degradation, with the peat in large parts of the 
catchment being in unfavourable condition. There is a high risk 
that any activities within the catchment that disturbs this peat, 
will increase the concentrations of natural organic matter in the 
watercourses and at our abstraction point. 

A72 Peat restoration in the catchment will be 
included in the PMP. 

N/A 

Scottish 
Water 

If this work were to go ahead, an assessment will be required to 
determine alternative water supplies. This will be in the event of 
deterioration in water quality, as a result of the development as 
a whole or a pollution event, that renders the public water 
supply un-potable. 

A72 Appropriate mitigation will be discussed and 
agreed with Scottish Water. 

Scottish Water 

 

10 Cultural Heritage 

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

Table 10 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Cultural Heritage  

Consultee Scoping Comment Page No Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

Historic 
Environment 
Scotland 
(HES) 

We recommend that the cultural heritage assessment 
is carried out by an appropriately qualified and 
experienced heritage professional and that this should 
feed into the design of the development 

A27 An appropriately qualified and experienced heritage 
professional will undertale the cultural heritage 
assessment. 

N/A 
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HES We would recommend that the potential cumulative 
impacts of the proposed development in combination 
with other developments in the vicinity be assessed. 
This should assess the incremental impact or change 
when the proposal is combined with other past, 
present and  reasonably foreseeable developments. 

A26 Potential cumulative impacts will be assessed in full 
in the EIA report. 

N/A 

HES We welcome the use of a ZTV to assist in establishing 
which historic environment assets should be assessed 
in the ES, however, we would note that even where a 
detailed ZTV indicates that no intervisibility would be 
possible from any such assets identified, the potential 
may remain for turbines to appear in the background 
of key views towards these assets, and this should be 
considered as part of the assessment. 

A27 All nationally important heritage assets within 10km 
identified and considered for potential significant 
effects. This includes consideration of the type of 
asset and how setting contributes to its cultural 
value. Where views towards the asset or between 
assets are identified as important these will be 
assessed regardless of whether or not the asset is 
within the ZTV. 

N/A 

HES We strongly welcome further consultation with 
Historic Environment Scotland. We would be happy to 
be involved in further discussions regarding this 
application and to provide comments on any interim 
material generated, such as a list of potential 
viewpoints, draft visualisations or methodology for 
assessment, as the development progresses and prior 
to the submission of any Environmental Statement or 
planning application 

A27 Consultation with HES will be ongoing.  HES 

HES The design of the scheme should take into account the 
settings of the following assets:- 

 Burgi Geos, promontory fort (SM 11274); 

 St Olaf’s Church, remains of church, Kirk Loch, 
North Yell (SM 2098); 

 Burgi Geo, broch 510m NNE of N Brough (SM 
2060); 

 Papil, remains of chapel and burial ground 120m 
WSW of, North Yell (SM 2674); 

 Bayanne House, prehistoric settlement 100m 
WSW of (SM 13125); and 

 Windhouse, broch 75m W of (SM 2093). 

A28 The design of the Proposed Development will take 
into account potential effects on the settings of 
these heritage assets.  

N/A 

 HES We would note that Burgi Geos, promontory fort (SM 
11274) is in very close proximity to the proposed wind 
farm boundary. The promontory fort is located in a 
remote and open landscape with wide ranging views, 

A28 Burgi Geos will be considered withint the EIAR and 
distance between turbines and Burgi Geos has been 
increased.  

Further consultation will be 
undertaken with HES as 
required. 
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largely unaltered by modern infrastructure. We would 
recommend that the cultural heritage assessment give 
particular consideration to the setting of this 
scheduled monument and that the design of the 
proposed scheme should take this into account in 
order to mitigate any potential impacts. 

HES We would also note that the setting of the 
monuments on the E of the island may also be 
affected by such a large wind development proposal 
and consideration should be given to these assets, 
particularly should the design of the scheme see 
turbines located to the E of 
the ridgeline in the centre of the island, and towards 
Sandwater Hill. 

 Belmont House (LB 17474); 

 Brough Lodge (LB 45269); 

 Belmont House GDL; and 

 Brough Lodge GDL. 

A28 Turbines would be located south-west of Sandwater 
Hill. Detailed consideration will be given to potential 
effects on the settings of Belmont House, Brough 
Lodge and the Brough Lodge Inventory of Gardens 
and Designed Landscape. 

N/A 

HES We would expect the assessment to contain a full 
appreciation of the setting of these heritage assets 
and the likely impact on their settings. It would be 
helpful, if the assessment identifies significant impacts 
on heritage assets, if the ES contained appropriate 
visualisations such as photomontage and wireframe 
views of the development in relation to the sites and 
their settings, illustrating views both towards and 
from the proposed development if necessary. 

A28 Visulisations and wireframes will be included within 
the EIAR as appropriate. 

N/A 

SAT The Historic Environment chapter (8) is rather thin and 
relies heavily on National guidance and advice. The 
comments below will enable it to come up to the 
standard generally expected. Relevant Guidance and 
Advice should include reference to the Shetland Local 
Development Plan, in particular policies HE1 and HE4. 
8.3.1 The Shetland SMR/HER has not been consulted 
for the Baseline Environment section. 

A89 The EIA Report chapter will refer to all relevant 
national and local guidance. 
A request for HER data was submitted to SAT on 
21st September 2018. This will be incorporated into 
the EIA Report Chapter. 

N/A 

SIC/SAT The “SIC HER” is of course housed at Shetland Amenity 
Trust and they should come directly to us for 
information and advice; 

A10A89 Shetland Amenity Trust have been consulted 
regarding HER data.  
Shetland archives have been consulted. 
A visit to the archives is proposed for October. 

A meeting will be held to discuss 
the Proposed Development in 
October 2018. 
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Shetland Archives hold maps created by Thomas Irvine 
which may cover this area, and so should be checked. 

  

SIC/SAT Proposed Field Survey Methods should include 
geophysical survey in the pockets of land where the 
terrain is suitable for this and archaeological peat 
coring (which may take the form of a suitably qualified 
and experienced archaeologist working with the team 
carrying out the environmental peat coring). 
A consideration of the impact on the settings of 
scheduled monuments in the vicinity (eg: Burgi Geos). 

A11/A90 In view of uneven terrain and peat cover it is 
unlikely that the geophysical survey would be useful 
across most of site. The walkover survey will be 
used to identify any areas of the site where such a 
survey may prove useful. 
A suitably qualified archaeologist will work with the 
team undertaking environmental peat coring and 
results incorporated into EIA report. 
Detailed consideration of potential settings effects 
on scheduled monuments within 10km including 
Burgi Geos. 

N/A 

SIC/SAT The outcome of the Desk Based Assessment, Walkover 
and Geophysics/Coring should be the 
production of a mitigation strategy which is likely to 
include: 

 The appointment of a suitably qualified and 
experienced Archaeological Clerk of Works 
approved by the Regional Archaeologist on behalf of 
the Planning Authority; 

 A strategy for any micrositing required; 

 A method statement for the following: 
- Permanent fencing; 
- Watching briefs; 
- Any Evaluation Excavation required, with the 

possible requirement for full excavation; 
- Procedures to employ in the event of 

discovery of archaeology during the 
development 

 Reporting (even if nothing found) to OASIS through 
to full post-excavation and publication if 
appropriate; 

 An Interpretative Strategy 
 
All of which to be approved in advance with the 
Regional Archaeologist on behalf of the Local Planning 
Authority. 

A11/A90 A detailed mitigation strategy will be included 
within the EIA Report Chapter. 
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11 Noise 

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

Table 11 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Noise 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SIC The Planning Service can confirm that having reviewed 
the scoping report the Council’s Environmental Health 
Service has confirmed that it agrees with the proposed 
regulation, standards and guidance to be used in the 
completion of Environmental Impact Assessment for this 
development 

A12 The assessment for noise will be undertaken in line 
with the methodology proposed in the Scoping Report. 

N/A 

 

12 Traffic and Transport 

12.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on traffic and transport. 

Table 12 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Traffic and Transport 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU/SIC The EIA report should include a Construction Traffic 
Management Plan. This document submission should 
identify the main quantities/ volumes/ weights of plant 
and materials required for the construction of the 
project along with their sources and transport routes/ 
methods to get them on-site. Any haulage of 
surplus/waste materials off-site should be similarly 
identified along with authorised disposal sites. 

7/A12 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

ECU With regards to any works to be carried out on the 
existing road between the A968 at Basta Voe and the 
B9082 at Cullivoe the Applicant should consult with 
Roads Service of Shetland Islands Council. 

7 The Applicant will consult with Roads Service of 
Shetland Islands Council 

Consultation with SIC 

ECU In the event that a new jetty is constructed on Yell for 
the delivery of abnormal roads to the island, full 

7 This application will not include a new jetty. N/A 
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No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

assessment of potential effects and mitigation proposed 
should be included in the EIA report. 

SIC The applicant should note that the existing road 
between the A968 at Basta Voe and the B9082 at 
Cullivoe is a public road. This road is not currently 
suitable for the haulage of plant and materials for any 
significant construction project. The applicant will 
therefore need to consider in the EIA Report the 
requirement to bring the road in question up to a 
suitable standard as an early part of the development. 
This work will require to be done under a Road 
Construction Consent in agreement with the Roads 
Service of Shetland Islands Council. This is a separate 
consent that will be required before any construction 
work on the project begins. 

A12 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

Transport 
Scotland 

Transport Scotland has no comment to make on this 
application nor any objection to the development. 

A93 No response required. N/a 

13 Socio-Economics, Tourism and Recreation 

13.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on socio-economics, tourism and recreation. 

Table 13 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Socio-Economics, Tourism and Recreation 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SIC Should this proposal proceed the development of an 
Access Route Plan demonstrating how access will be 
incorporated and accounted for will be sought 
and should include: 

 A map detailing the existing paths and desire lines 
on or adjacent to the site. 

 A map detailing the Core Paths, Access Routes and 
Public Rights of Way on or adjacent to the site. 

 Where applicable, a map detailing the links to 
schools, leisure and community services (including 
open space), public transport, and points of interest. 

A9 Noted. An Access Route Plan will be submitted with 
the Application. 

N/A 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SIC A report on the consultation undertaken with local 
communities and relevant recreational user groups (e.g. 
walking, cycling, equine, water sport, nature study) with 
respect to informal and formal access use. The report 
must include details of the groups consulted, the range 
of views expressed and how the development may have 
changed as a result. 

A9 Noted. A summary of all pre-application consultation, 
including recreation, will be provided in the Socio-
economic Chapter of the EIAR.   

N/A 

SIC Details of any new routes and proposed changes, 
including: 

 A map detailing the diversions and management of 
access required during and after construction 

 Path construction specifications 

 Structures, fitting and signage specifications 

 Project and delivery plan for path works 

 Future path maintenance plan, including an outline 
of who will be responsible for funding path 
maintenance, who will maintain the paths and over 
what timescale and the path maintenance schedule 
(monitoring, vegetation control, furniture 
replacement)" 

A10 Noted. This detail will be included in the Access Route 
Plan which will be submitted with the Application.  

N/A 

SIC It is expected that any windfarm access tracks 
constructed would be incorporated into the access plan 
to be developed as routes for recreation along with 
other connecting routes to make a useable recreational 
network along with other supporting information and 
infrastructure 

A10 Noted. The detail of windfarm access tracks will be 
included in the Application.  

N/A 

SIC The Planning Service looks forward to the EIA Report 
assessing a targeted socio-economic survey and report 
that takes account of the Shetland/Yell specific activities 
that may be impacted (positively and negatively) as a 
result of the development. 

A13 Noted. The Socio-economic Chapter of the EIAR will 
include an assessment of the Development which will 
target Shetland/Yell specific activities. The Socio-
economic Chapter in the EIAR will assess both positive 
and negative impacts, as a result of the Development.  

N/A 

SIC Assuming that this site boundary change is to allow for 
the creation of road access and a junction from the A968 
to access the site the development will now directly 
affect access to the core path and potentially a length of 

A19 Noted. The impact on core paths and the management 
of uses during construction and operation of the 
Development will be included in the Access Route Plan 
and in the Socio-economic Chapter of the EIAR.  

N/A 
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No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

it. Consideration will need to be given to the nature of 
these junctions and management of the range of uses 
and needs both during construction and during the 
running of the wind farm and be included in a detailed 
Access Route Plan 

ScotWays We would anticiapte that an access plan be prepared in 
consultation with the access team at the Council so that 
existing routes are taken into account and any new 
routes across the site can be linted to the existing 
network. 

A82 Noted. The Access Route Plan which will be submitted 
with the Application.  

SIC 

Visit 
Scotland 

VisitScotland would strongly recommend that any 
potential deterimental impact of the Proposed 
Development on tourism be idnetified and considered in 
full. 

A97 This will be included within the EIAR. N/A 

 

14 Shadow Flicker 

14.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on shadow flicker. 

Table 14 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Shadow Flicker 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SIC The Planning Service is content with the approach 
intended to assess shadow flicker that is set down in the 
Scoping Report. 

A13 This methodology will be followed. N/A 
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15 Residential Visual Amenity 

15.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on residential visual amenity. 

Table 15 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Residential Visual Amenity 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU Illuminating the turbines at night could result in 
significant effects and consequently, there is a 
requirement for an assessment of the landscape and 
visual effects arising from the visible lighting at the 
proposed wind farm. This will include the effects that 
the lighting will have on Landscape Character, 
Landscape Setting of Heritage Assets and on Visual 
Amenity. 

5 The residential visual amenity assessment will 
consider the effects of lighting. 

N/A 

 

16 Aviation, Radar, Television and Telecommunication 

16.1.1 The following comments were received as part of the EIA Scoping Opinion on aviation, radar, television and telecommunication. 

Table 16 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Aviation, Radar, Television and Telecommunication 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

ECU Applicants should demonstrate that a solution to 
potential aviation issues is either agreed or well 
advanced, prior to submission of the application. On 
that basis, it is strongly recommended that the 
Applicant in this instance provides Scatsta Airport with 
the information highlighted by Scatsta Airport in section 
d. Insufficient. Information in its consultation response 
and that the Applicant thereafter engages with Scatsta 
Airport with a view to exploring all/any mitigation 
options and agreeing a solution which will ensure that 
the proposed wind farm will cause no deterioration or 
adverse impact to the Airport’s operability 

4 Applicant is undertaking an aviation assessment and 
has already consulted with Scatsta Airport. 

Consultation will be undertaken 
with Scatsta Airport. 
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Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

Scatsta 
Airport 

As noted in the body of this letter, there is insufficient 
information provided in a number of respects in order 
to enable proper assessments of the Application to be 
undertaken. Accordingly, Serco reserves all rights it may 
have to examine any additional information provided in 
response to this letter and to make further submissions 
to the Scottish Ministers in connection with the 
Application with regard to proposed mitigation in order 
for the Development to comply with Scatsta Airport 
safeguarding requirements. 

A17 Applicant is undertaking an aviation assessment and 
has already consulted  with Scatsta Airport. 

Consultation will be undertaken 
with Scatsta Airport. 

NATS 
Safeguarding 

The Proposed Development does not conflict with our 
safeguarding criteria. 

A55/ 
A56 

No response required. NATS will be re-consulted on the 
final layout. 

Atkins 
Global 

Atkins have no obejction to the proposal in relation to 
micro-wave links operated by Scottish Water. 

A45 No response required. Atkins Global will be re-
consulted on the final layout. 

BT The project will not cause intereference with BT’s 
current and planned radio networks. 

A46/ 
A47 

No response required. BT will be re-consulted on the 
final layout. 

Joint Radio 
Company 
(JRC) 

The proposal is cleared with respect to radio link 
infrastructure operated by the local electricity utility 
and Scotia Gas Networks. 

A48/ 
A50 

No response required. JRC will be re-consulted on the 
final layout. 

 

17 Other Issues 

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

Table 17 – EIA Scoping Opinion – Other Issues 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

SIC Carbon Displacement - the applicant states that the 
carbon balance will be tested using the Scottish 
Government model. This is acceptable and the outcome 
of these calculations should be included and 
conclusions summarised in the non-technical summary. 

A6/A23 This will be included in the EIAR and the Non-
Technical Summary. 

N/A 

SIC Good construction, practices, site management and 
adherence to appropriate conditions relating to 
mitigatin should be sufficient to ensure that dust 

A13 The distance between the residential properties and 
the closest turbine is greater than 1 km. The distance 
between the entrance to the site and the closest 

N/A 



 

Project number: 11075 
Dated: 20/10/2018 

34 ITPENERGISED 

 

Consultee Scoping Comment Page 
No 

Response to Consultee Further EIA Consultation 

emissions are controlled. However, it is recognised by 
the Planning Service that there is the potential for 
emissions from plant and machinery to impact upon 
neighbouring land uses depending on the site 
layout/construction work and relationships with 
dwellinghouses etc. These are aspects of a 
development that should be considered within the 
body of the EIA Report. 

residential receptor is approximately 250 m, 
therefore under the Institue of Air Quality 
Management (IAQM) guidance on the Assessment of 
Dust from Demolition and Construction (2014)., the 
sensitivity of the area to dust soiling would have a 
maximum of medium and for human health would be 
low . The Applicant will implement the good-practice 
mitigation measures and site-specific mitigation 
measures outlined in the IAQM guidance to minimise 
these identified risks such that the residual impact of 
dust is negligible and therefore not significant. These 
will be detailed in the CEMP. The Applicant therefore 
does not intend to undertake an assessment of air 
quality emissions from the Proposed Development 
within the EIAR. 
Other emissions from construction such as noise and 
fluids will be assessed within the appropriate chapter 
of the EIAR and mitigation detailed within the EIAR 
and the CEMP. 

SAT Calculations (for the carbon calculator) presented in the 
EIA should highlight the pitfalls in the calculator and 
present a mix of scenarios from best to worst case. 

A87 The Applicant will complete the carbon calculator 
online as required by the ECU.The outputs of the 
carbon calculator and a link to the online portal will 
be provided in the EIAR. 

N/A 
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! Turbines - Layout A

Layout A - 63 Turbines submitted as part of the 
EIA Scoping Opinion Request in October 2017.
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! Turbines - Layout B

Layout B - 50 Amended turbines submitted as part 
of the EIA Scoping Opinion Request in February 
2018.
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Layout C
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! Turbines - Layout C

Layout C - 36 turbines. Layout amended to reduce 
ornithology and hydrology impacts.
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Layout D
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! Turbines - Layout D

Layout D - 29 turbines. Layout amended to increase 
the distance between turbines between the 
Proposed Development and Cullivoe and North 
Neaps.
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Layout E
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! Turbines - Layout E

Layout E - 29 turbines. Layout amended to minimise 
hydrology & peat impacts.
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Figure 7
Environmental Constraints
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Ornithology

Unsuitable (standing water)

Cultural Heritage

Hydrology

600m buffer around Scheduled 
Monuments

# Listed buildings

Scheduled Monument

Site boundary

500m protected species buffer 

600m buffer around listed buildings

Gossa Water Catchment
Watercourse
50m buffer around watercourses (100m 
within Gossa Water catchment)

Geomorphology
Some constraints (anastomosing 
drainage, possible standing water)

Significant constraints (summit pool 
complex, frequent standing water)

Some constraints (major drainage 
pathways, possibly significant water flows)

Peat
Unstable
Marginally unstable

Noise & Shadow Flicker
600m buffer around residental properties
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