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Local Review Body

West Lothian Civic Centre
Howden South Road
LIVINGSTON

EH54 6FF

18 November 2014
A meeting of the Local Review Body of West Lothian Council will be held within the

Council Chambers, West Lothian Civic Centre on Wednesday 26 November
2014 at 11:00am.

For Chief Executive

BUSINESS
Public Session
1. Apologies for Absence
2. Order of Business, including notice of urgent business
3. Declarations of Interest - Members should declare any financial and non-

financial interests they have in the items of business for consideration at
the meeting, identifying the relevant agenda item and the nature of their
interest.

4. Confirm Draft Minutes of Meeting of Local Review Body held on 29
October 2014 (herewith).

Public Items for Decision

5. CONTINUED ITEM OF BUSINESS - Notice of Review - Application
No0.0152/FUL/14 - Erection of a 74m high (to blade tip) wind turbine at
Aldi Distribution Centre, Pottishaw Road, Bathgate (herewith)

NOTE For further information please contact Val Johnston, Tel No.01506
281604 or email val.johnston@westlothian.gov.uk
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MINUTE of MEETING of LOCAL REVIEW BODY of WEST LOTHIAN COUNCIL held within
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, LIVINGSTON, on WEDNESDAY 29 OCTOBER 2014

Present — Councillors George Paul (Chair), Willie Boyle, Harry Cartmill, Lawrence
Fitzpatrick, Tom Kerr, Greg McCarra and John Muir

Apologies — Councillors Tom Conn and Angela Moohan

1. ORDER OF BUSINESS

The Chair ruled that the business on the agenda would be taken in the
following order: - Items 6a, then 6b and then 5a.

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

No declarations of interest were made.

3. MINUTE

The Local Review Body confirmed the Minute of its meeting held on 3
September 2014. The Minute was thereafter signed by the Chair.

4. NOTICE OF REVIEW - APPLICATION NO.0365/FUL/14 - ERECTION OF
A 34.2M HIGH (TO BLADE TIP) WIND TURBINE WITH ASSOCIATED
INFRASTRUCTURE AND TEMPORARY ACCESS AT EAST MAINS,
BALLENCRIEFF, BATHGATE

The Local Review Body considered a report (copies of which had been
circulated) by the Clerk and Legal Adviser to the Local Review Body
which related to a Notice of Review for the erection of a 34.2m high wind
turbine at East Mains, Ballencrieff.

Attached to the report were the Notice of Review and other relevant
review documents and the report identified the policies in the
development plan and relevant planning guidance that had been referred
to in the review documents.

The Local Review Body then considered and took into account all of the
review documents placed before it and in doing so noted that it was
necessary in terms of Section 25 of the Town and Country Planning
(Scotland) Act 1997 that the Local Review Body had regard to the
Development Plan and to determine the review in accordance with the
Development Plan unless material circumstances indicated otherwise.

The Local Review Body then considered whether the review documents
provided sufficient information to enable the review to be determined and
whether further representation or further information was needed. It also
took account of the views expressed in the Notice of Review and it agreed
that no further written representation was required.
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It was also noted that the review, in accordance with new procedures, had
been subject to an unaccompanied site visit which had taken place on the
morning on 29 October 2014.

The Local Review Body accepted and agreed with the assessment by the
Appointed Person of the proposed development against the relevant
development plan policies in relation to conformity and breach. It identified
that the key issue was the impact of the development on the countryside
setting in the Bathgate Hills, an Area of Great Landscape Value and
determined that the impact would not be acceptable. However having
reached a decision that the development was contrary to the development
plan, the LRB went on to consider whether there were material
considerations meaning that the application for review should
nevertheless be granted.

It then went on to consider whether there were material considerations
that meant the application for review should be granted. It identified a
number of material considerations as follows: - the presumption in favour
of renewable energy schemes; the wider benefits accruing from
investment in renewable energy production; the absence of objections to
the proposed development; the potential for returning gains made from
the development to preserving the surrounding countryside area; and
existing similar developments within the vicinity of the development site.

After assessing and balancing the relevant considerations, the Local
Review Body decided that the relevant material considerations were not
sufficient to mean that the application should be decided contrary to the
development plan and on balance it supported the refusal of planning
permission.

Decision

To uphold the decision of the Appointed Person and refuse planning
permission as the application did not accord with the Development Plan
and the material considerations identified did not merit the review being
granted.

5. NOTICE OF REVIEW - APPLICATION NO.0152/FUL/14 - ERECTION OF
A 74M HIGH (TO BLADE TIP) WIND TURBINE AT ALDI DISTRIBUTION
CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD, BATHGATE

The Local Review Body considered a report (copies of which had been
circulated) by the Clerk and Legal Adviser to the Local Review Body
which related to a Notice of Review for the erection of a 74m high wind
turbine at Aldi Distribution Centre, Pottishaw Road, Bathgate.

Attached to the report were the Notice of Review and other relevant
review documents and the report identified the policies in the
development plan and relevant planning guidance that had been referred
to in the review documents.

The Local Review Body then considered and took into account all of the
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review documents placed before it and in doing so noted that it was
necessary in terms of Section 25 of the Town and Country Planning
(Scotland) Act 1997 that the Local Review Body had regard to the
Development Plan and to determine the review in accordance with the
Development Plan unless material circumstances indicated otherwise.

It was noted that the review, in accordance with new procedures, had
been subject to an unaccompanied site visit which had taken place on the
morning on 29 October 2014.

The Local Review Body then considered whether the review documents
provided sufficient information to enable the review to be determined and
whether further representation or further information was needed. In doing
so, it had regard to the views expressed in the review application
regarding further procedure. It agreed that further written representative
would be required from both the Appointed Person and the Applicant in
relation to wind shear/ice throw before being able to determine the
application.

Decision

Agreed to continue the item business to the next appropriate meeting of
the Local Review to allow further written representation to be obtained
from the Appointed Person and the Applicant in relation to ice shear/ice
throw.

6. NOTICE OF REVIEW - APP NO.0135/FUL/14 - CHANGE OF USE FROM
OPEN SPACE TO PRIVATE GARDEN GROUND AND ERECTION OF A
BOUNDARY FENCE (IN RETROSPECT) AT LAND AT 12 GOLF
COURSE ROAD, LIVINGSTON

Councillors Boyle and Muir left the meeting prior to consideration of this
item of business since they had not taken part in the committee’s earlier
consideration of the review application.

The Local Review Body considered a report (copies of which had been
circulated) by the Clerk and Legal Adviser to the Local Review Body
which related to a Notice of Review for the change of use of from open
space to private garden and the erection of a boundary fence at 12 Golf
Course Road, Livingston.

Attached to the report were the Notice of Review and other relevant
review documents and the report identified the policies in the
development plan and relevant planning guidance that had been referred
to in the review documents.

The Local Review Body then considered and took into account all of the
review documents placed before it and in doing so noted that it was
necessary in terms of Section 25 of the Town and Country Planning
(Scotland) Act 1997 that the Local Review Body had regard to the
Development Plan and to determine the review in accordance with the
Development Plan unless material circumstances indicated otherwise.
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The review application had been considered at the previous meeting of
the committee when it had been agreed that an unaccompanied site visit
should take place to assist in assessing the impact of the proposed
development on residential and visual amenity and the potential loss of
open space. The site visit which had taken place on the morning on 29
October 2014. The Local Review Body then considered whether the
review documents provided sufficient information to enable the review to
be determined and whether further representation or further information
was needed. In doing so it took account of the views expressed in the
Notice of Review. It agreed that no further information was required and
that it had sufficient information to determine the review.

The Local Review Body accepted the assessment of the Appointed
Person of the development against the relevant development plan
policies, and decided that the development was contrary to the
development plan. It went on to consider whether there were material
considerations meaning that the application for review should
nevertheless be granted.

It identified a number of material considerations as follows:- he potential
for tidying and improving the appearance of the site; the possibility of
imposing conditions to ensure retention of the site as a “wild” space rather
than cultivated or landscaped garden ground; the objections made to the
proposed development, included in the review documents; the possibility
of setting a precedent in relation to further encroachment on this and
other areas of open space or amenity land; and the appearance of the
resulting development, in particular the erection of the fence along the line
of the footpath.

After assessing and balancing the relevant considerations, the Local
Review Body decided that the relevant material considerations were not
sufficient to mean that the application should be decided contrary to the
development plan and on balance supported the refusal of planning
permission.

Decision

To uphold the decision of the Appointed Person and refuse planning
permission as the application did not accord with the Development Plan
and the material considerations identified did not merit the review being
granted.
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LOCAL REVIEW BODY

APPLICATION NO.0152/FUL/14 — ERECTION OF A 74M HIGH (TO BLADE TIP) WIND

TURBINE AT ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD, BATHGATE

REPORT BY CLERK AND LEGAL ADVISER TO THE LOCAL REVIEW BODY

A PURPOSE OF REPORT

This covering report describes the documents and other matters relevant to the
consideration by the Local Review Body of this application for review of a decision
by the council’s Appointed Person. The application is for review of a refusal by the
Appointed Person for the erection of a single 74m high wind turbine at Aldi
Distribution Centre, Pottishaw Road, Bathgate.

B REVIEW DOCUMENTS

The following documents form the Review Documents for consideration by the
Local Review Body and are circulated to members with this report:-

1. The Notice of Decision by the Appointed Person, dated 18 July 2014

2. The Handling Report by the Appointed Person, dated 18 July 2014

3. Notice of Review, submitted by the Applicant, dated 26 September 2014

4. The following documents were also lodged with the Notice of Review:-

Covering letter dated 25 September 2014;
Notice of Review, dated 25 September 2014;
Copy of the original planning application dated 24 February 2014

Supporting information that accompanied the original planning
application dated 24 February 2014;

Supporting statement to the Notice of Review application;
Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment; and

Photographs and planning application drawings.

No representations were received in relation to the planning application.

1



The applicants have indicated that they consider that a hearing and site inspection
would be appropriate.

In consultation with the Chair, the Clerk determined that an unaccompanied site
visit should take place before the committee’s first consideration of the case, and
that was scheduled to take place on 29 October 2014.

The case was first considered by the Local Review Body following the site visit on
29 October 2014. The Local Review Body agreed to continue the item of business
to allow the applicant and Appointed Person to provide further written
representation in relation to “wind shear” and “ice throw” from the wind turbine. This
requirement was detailed in a Procedure Note. The applicant responded within the
required 14 days and this information was sent to the Appointed Person for
comment; further comments were received from the Appointed Person, date 3
November 2014. All correspondence referred to is attached to this report.

C DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES AND PLANNING GUIDANCE

Planning permission was refused because the Appointed Person decided that the
proposed turbine, due to its size, would be out of scale with the surrounding
environment and would appear overly dominant and be visually obtrusive in the
local landscape, particularly from views from the A7066 to the north and from the
A705 and M8 to the south. The proposal would thus have unacceptable adverse
visual impacts, contrary to policy NWR 20 (renewable energy) of the West Lothian
Local Plan.

Although there are many policies and a wide range of planning issues covered in
the review documents, members may wish to note that the application was refused
for a narrow range of reasons relating to visual and landscape impacts which were
judged by the Appointed Person to outweigh the presumption in favour of
renewable energy schemes, the wider benefits which would accrue, and the
contribution to meeting renewable energy targets.

D PLANNING CONDITIONS, LEGAL AGREEMENTS AND GOOD NEIGHBOUR
AGREEMENTS

Without prejudice to the outcome of this review, to assist the Local Review Body in
its deliberations and to assist the applicant and interested persons in securing a
prompt resolution of the review, the Planning Adviser has drafted planning
conditions which the Local Review Body may wish to consider imposing should it be
minded to grant planning permission. A copy is circulated with this report.

Developer contributions are not required in the event that planning permission is
granted.

James Millar, Solicitor/Committee Services Manager, West Lothian Civic Centre
01506 281613, James.Millar@westlothian.gov.uk

Date: 26 November 2014
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: DECISION NOTICE
WCStLOthlaIl REFUSAL OF FULL PLANNING PERMISSION

Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997, as amended

West Lothian Council, in exercise of its powers under the Town & Country Planning (Scotland) Act
1997 (as amended), refuses full planning permission for the development described below,
and in the planning application and attached docquetted plan(s).

APPLICATION REFERENCE: 0152/FUL/14

PROPOSAL AND LOCATION: Erection of a 74m high (to blade tip) wind turbine (grid ref. 296865
666470) at ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD,
Bathgate, EH48 2FB

APPLICANT: ALDI STORES LTD
REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION CENTRE
POTTISHAW ROAD
BATHGATE
EH48 2FB

g B A . R o e S S T S S N M S S O SRR,

The above local application was determined by an officer appointed by the council in accordance

with its scheme of delegation. Please see the guidance notes for further information, including how to
request a review of the decision.

Docquetted plans, relative to this decision, are identified in Annex 1, Schedule of Plans. Where relevant,
this includes the identification of varied plans.

Dated: 18/07/2014 Chris Norman
Development Management Manager
West Lothian Council
County Buildings
High Street
Linlithgow
EH49 7EZ

Signature @éml——\

Page 1 of 2
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The council in exercise of its powers under the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997

as amended) refuses full planning permission for planning application 0152/FUL/14, for the

reason(s) set out as follows:

1 The propose turbine, due to its size, would be out of scale with the surrounding
environment and appear overly dominant and visually obtrusive in the local
landscape, particularly from views from the A7066 to the north and from the A705
and M8 to the south. The proposal would thus have unacceptable adverse visual
impacts, contrary to policy NWR 20 (renewable energy) of the West Lothian Local
Plan.

ANNEX 1, SCHEDULE OF PLANS

1. Location plan 1:5000 no. 02

2. Location plan 1:2500 no. 01

3. Layout plan 1:1250 no. 03

4. Layout plan 1:500 & turbine plan & elevations no. 04
5. Service unit plan & elevations no. 05

Development Management ManAger ...............c.cciuvmiesecsmsssessssssesessessssessssssssesssssssnsesns Date: 18 July 2014
Page 2 of 2
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Council

HANDLING REPORT

Ref. No.: 0152/FUL/14 Email:  tony.irving@westlothian.gov.uk
Case Officer: Tony Irving Tel No.: 01506 282410
Ward: Whitburn and Blackburn  Member: James Dickson
Mary Dickson
George Paul
Barry Robertson
Title Erection of a 74m high (to blade tip) wind turbine (grid ref. 296865

666470) at ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD,
Bathgate, EH48 2FB

Application Type Local Application

Decision Level LIST 06/06/2014

Site Visit 08/05/2014

Recommendation refuse permission

Decision REFUSAL OF FULL PLANNING PERMISSION

Neighbour Neighbour notification procedures have been have been carried out
Notification correctly - case officer verification

Description of Proposals

It is proposed to erect a wind turbine within the employment area at J4M8. The site is a
dirtibution depot for Aldi. The base of the turbine would be at a height of approx 165m above
ordnance datum (AOD).

The turbine would have a tapered tubular tower and be 50m high to the centre of the rotor
hub. It would have three blades and with a blade radius (length) of 24m, giving a total height
of 74m. It would sit on a buried concrete foundation.

Vehicular access would be taken through the yard of the distribution depot.

The turbine would be an Enercon E48 with a rating of 800 kilowatts. It would be in place for
a maximum of 25 years after which it would be decommissioned.

Ancillary works would consist of:
1. A control building close to the turbine
2. An area of hardstanding for construction and servicing.

The application is accompanied by:

1. Associated infrastructure, planning & transport report.
2. Landscape and visual impact assessment.

-11-




3. Noise assessment
4. Habitat, birds and mammals assessment.

Site History

0009/FUL/13 Erection of a temporary 55m high meteorological mast . Granted 27/02/13.

0516/FUL/13 Erection of a 99.7 m high (to blade tip) wind turbine. Withdrawn 23/01/14.

Representations

None.

Consultations

This is a summary of the consultations received. The full documents are contained in the

application file.

Consultee Objection Comments Planning
Response

WLC No - Noted.
Transportation
WLC No Appropriate noise limits can be Noted.
Environmental achieved.
Health
Edinburgh No There is no conflict with safeguarding |Noted.
Airport criteria.
NATS (En No There is no conflict with safeguarding |Noted.
Route) plc criteria.
Ministry of No There is no conflict with safeguarding |Noted.
Defence criteria. The turbine should be fitted

with infrared lighting.
Policy

The development plan comprises of the Strategic Development Plan for Edinburgh and
South East Scotland (SESplan) and the West Lothian Local Plan (WLLP).

Relevant development plan policies are listed below.

-2

impacts with the exception of visual
impacts.

The turbine would be out of scale with
the surrounding environment and
appear over dominant and obtrusive
in the local landscape, particularly
from views from the A7066 to the
north and from the A705 and M8 to
the south. This would be to the

Plan | Policy Assessment Conform
WLLP | NWR 20 It is considered that the proposal will | No
Renewable energy - general have  acceptable  environmental




R T

detriment of the visual and
environmental quality of the locality.

e A B W

Supplementary planning guidance

Framework and Assessment Criteria
for On-Shore Wind Energy
Development in West Lothian is
applicable. This builds on the
Landscape Capacity Study for Wind
Energy in West Lothian (LCS).

The SPG/LSC identifies the site within
an urban area. The LSC at figure 6
shows the site as within an area that
has potential for wind energy
development. The landscape capacity
study however makes it clear that
each proposal will need detailed site
specific assessment. In this case it is
considered that the height of the
turbine would have adverse visual
impacts.

WLLP | NWR 26 The proposal satisfies the specific site | Yes
Renewable energy - detailed site planning considerations.
planning considerations
WLLP | NWR 27 It is considered that there will be no | Yes
Renewable energy - cumulative adverse cumulative impacts.
impacts
WLLP | IMP 10 Information on the noise impacts of | Yes
Noise the proposal has been submitted. The
turbine will have acceptable noise
impacts.
WLLP | HOU 9 The proposal is sufficiently distant | Yes
Residential and visual amenity from residential property so as to not
cause amenity problems.
WLLP | IMP 14 The council's draft SGP Spatial | In part

Also of relevance is the Scottish Government Online Renewables Advice — Onshore Wind

Turbines.

Statement / Assessment / Report

Environmental Statement

Not required.

Appropriate assessment under the Conservation (Natural Habitats, & ¢.) Requiations 1994

Not required.

-13-




Design statement or design & access statement

None submitted.

Anvy report on the impact or potential impact of the development

1. Associated infrastructure, planning & transport report.
2. Landscape and visual impact assessment.

3. Noise assessment

4. Habitat, birds and mammals assessment.

Other Considerations

N/A.

Conclusions and Reason for Decision

Section 25 of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 requires planning
applications to be determined in accordance with the development plan, unless material
considerations indicate otherwise.

It is considered that the turbine would have adverse visual impacts. Other environmental
impacts are acceptable.

The site is within an urban area. The highest nearby buildings are approx 15m high
(warehouses to north of site) and the adjacent electricity pylons are 46.5m high. The
submited LVIA includes photomontages from various locations to demonstrate that the
visual impact of the turbine would be acceptable. It is considered that from several
viewpoints (VP) the photomontages downplay the visual impact.

VP 1 & 2 are taken from the A7066 to the north of the turbine. VP 1 is directly at the large
warehouses and thus the view of the turbine is obscured by this. It is considered that from
along the A7066 to east of VP 1 there will be clear views to the turbine and that it will appear
larger and more prominent than the existing pylons. VP 2 is taken from the roundabout at
the junction of the A7066 with Simpson Avenue. This shows the existing view with the 55m
high meterological mast. VP 2 shows the 50m high hub of the turbine being considerably
below the 55m mast height. It is considered that this downplays the visual impact of the
turbine. It is considered that from this view the turbine would be more significant in scale.

VP 7 is taken from the A705 to the south of the turbine. This shows the turbine in relation to
the existing 46.5m high pylons. It is considered that this downplays the visual impact of the
turbine. It is considered that from this view the turbine would be more significant scale.

It is thus considered that the turbine would be significantly larger in scale than the existing
adjacent pylons and would have a more significant visual impact from views from the A7066
and A705 than the photomontages would indicate.

There are no viewpoints from the M8, but it is considered that the turbine would again
appear more significant in scale than the adjacent pylons.

It is concluded that from various locations in the surrounding locality (A7066, A705 and M8)

the turbine, due to its height, would appear overly dominant in the landscape and would
have an unacceptable adverse impact on the visual amenity and environmental quality of

-14 -



the locality.

The presumption in favour of renewable energy schemes, as set out in the development
plan, and the wider benefits that would accrue by the generation of electricity from a
renewable resource, as well as its contribution to meeting national renewable energy
targets, is outweighed by the adverse visual impacts that the development would have
locally.

It is concluded that the proposal would have unacceptable adverse visual impacts. The
proposal is thus considered to be contrary to local plan policy NWR 20.

There are no material considerations that outweigh the development plan presumption
against the proposal.

It is therefore recommended that planning permission be refused.

Case Officer

SENIOr OFfiCEN...cerrereeerserrassmssnssnssssrssssssnsssssssannssnsssssanasssnass Bate o it

Development Management Manager......cecicsmissssnsnsannes Date.....ccmrereeeeeenasens
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WEST LOTHIAN COUNCIL

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
Sy . 2 6 SEP 2014
%‘ West Lothian Reference No :
P e |_comMmITTEE SERvicEs Date of Recelpt

NOTICE OF REVIEW

(LOéAL DEVELOPMENT — DECISION BY APPOINTED PERSON)

This Form is for a review by the West Lothiari Council Local Review Body under Section 43A(8) of the
Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1897 in respect of decisions by the appointed person on
local development applications.

The review will be conducted under the Town and Country Planning (Schemes of Delegation and
local Review Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2008.

Please read and follow the accompanying West Lothian Council Local Review Body Guidance Notes
when completing this form. Failure to supply all the relevant information or to lodge the form on time
could invalidate your notice of review.

Use BLOCK CAPITALS If you are completing the form by hand.

PART A APPLICANT'S DETAILS  Name B LDl SieRES LD
Address __POTT I SHAW ROAD, Tunciion /ME

BATMGATE

Postcode _EM__LFB

Telephone No. (1) REFER 10 AgzenNT Below

Telephone No. (2) U
Fax: i
E-mall : {r

REPRESENTATIVE Neme. VA TAVES BRARR
oy adiress_QUAYSDE HoUSE

(27 fovnvrAnBRIDGE . EDINRURGH
Posteode __EH3 4 QG

Telephone No. (1) _© | 31 469 60073

Telephone No. (2)_€131 4-69 o9

Fax: e(3( 469 6 ool

E-mail: ﬂ%_mi&n%b_wﬂg

Please tick this box if you wish all contact to be through your representative.

ADM-000015 / 88672 i Page 1
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YES
——

(Q_g,;g:;gree to correspondence regarding your review being sent by e-mail? *

PART B APPLICANT REF. NO.

SITE ADDRESS
PoTriSttAw ROAD, TUNCTION 4-/MB
BATH4ATE, EW4E 2FB

DESCRIPTION OF ‘ERECTIenN oF F4m thgit (10 RLADE

PROPOSED . - \

DEVELOPMENT 41P) WIND TURBINE

DATE OF APPLICATION Z‘l—/ 02/201  SvBmTED

DATE OF DECISION 1€ JuLY 2014

NOTICE (IF ANY)

Puawning APPLIcATIDN REF: D152 fFin /i
ALD| REABNVALDISTRIBUTION CENTRE,

Note:- This notice must be served on the planning authority within three months beginning with the date of the
decision notice or, if no declsion notice was issued, from the date of expiry of the period allowed for determining

the application,

Type of Application (please tick the appropriate box)

Application for planning permission (Including householder application)

Application for planning permission in principle

Further application (including development that has not yet commenced and
where a time limit has been imposed; renewal of planning permission; and/or
modification, variation or removal of a planning condition)

Application for approval of matters specified in conditions

PART C TYPE OF REVIEW CASE
Refusal of application by appointed officer \/
Failure by appointed officer to determine the application within the period allowed

Conditions imposed on consent by appointed officer

ADM-000015 / 88672

Page 2
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West Lothian

Statement of reasons and matters to be raised

You must state, in full, the reasons for requiring a review of your case. You must also set out and
Include with your application all the matters you conslder require to be taken into account and
which you Intend to raise in the review. You may not have a further opportunity to add to your
statement of review at a later date. It Is therefore essential that you submit with your notice of
review, all necessary Information and evidence that you rely on and wish the Local Review Body to
consider as part of your review.

State here the reasons for requiring the review and all the matters you wish to raise. If necessary,
this can be continued or provided in full In a separate document. You may also submit

additional documentation with this form of which ten copies must be provided.

PleAse pereR 1 Tite EncLosED 'APPLLCANTSE
NoTiwce &F REVIBW STATEMEWNT wWicH
STATES iIN FUlLL THE REALHNS L
REAUIRING THE REVIEW.

Have you raised any matters which were not before the appointed | * ¥ES @
officer at the time the determination on your application was made?

ADM-000015 / 88672 Page 3
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If yes, you shouid now explain why you are raising new material, why it was not raised with the appointed officer
before, and why you consider it should now be considered in your review.

N/A

List of documents and evidence

Please provide a list of all documents, materials and evidence which you wish to submit and rely on in
your revlew. Ten (10) copies of these documents, materials and evidence must be lodged with this
notice. If necessary, this can be continued or provided in full in a separate document.

1 AfPLICANTIS NOTICE DE REVIEW STATEMENT

2 PLANNING AL PLicATian FARM

3 COVER LETTER. FRBM AGENT WLITH APPLICATION

4. PLANN NG APCLLCATIBN DRAWINGS C¥5)
5. S iTE PHOTOS

6 LANDSCAPE AND VISURL imPAcT ASSESSMENT

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

ADM-000015 / 88872 Page 4
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PART D REVIEW PROCEDURE

The Local Review Body will decide on the procedure to be used to determine your review and may
at any time during the review process ask for further information or representations. The
procedure adopted will be one or a combination of meetings; adjourned meetings; written
submissions; hearing sessions and Inspecting the land which Is the subject of the review.

Please indicate what procedure {or combination of procedures) you think is most appropriate, You
may tick more than one box if you wish the review to be conducted by a combination of
procedures.

Further written submissions .

Hearing sesslons(s) \/

Site Inspection \'/

Assessment of review documents only, with no further procedure

If you have selected “further written submissions” or *hearing sesslon(s)’, please explain which of
the matters you have inciuded in your statement of reasons you beiieve ought to be subject of
those procedures, and why.

PLEASE Retelk 1o SeEctionN 3 8F THE
ENCLOSED ALPUCANTSE Nofice of Revien
STATEMENT * wHicH EXPLAING WHY A
HEARI\NG sEsion] 1€ RERVESTED R TS CASE.

SITE INSPECTION

The Local Review Body may decide to inspect the land which Is subject to the review.

-21-

Can the site be viewed entirely from public land? *@i@
Is it possible for the site to be accessed safely, and without barriers to entry? YES

If you think the Local Review Body would be unable to undertake an unaccompanied site
inspection, please explain why that may be the case.

ADM-000015 / 88672 ' Page 6
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PART E CHECKLIST

Please mark the appropriate boxes to confirm you have provided all supporting documents and
evidence reievant to your review. Fallure to supply all the relevant Information or to lodge the form
on time could invalidate your notice of review.

Full completion of all parts of this form

Statement of your reasons for requiring a review and matters to be raised

Statement of your preferred procedure

SN

All documents, materials and evidence which you intend to rely on.
Copies must accompany this notice.

Where your case relates to another application (e.g. it is a renewal of planning permission or a
modification, variation or removal of a planning condition, or an application for approval of matters
specified in conditions), it Is advisable to provide that other application reference number,
approved plans and decision notice from that earlier consent.

H*DECLARATION***

I, the -epplieant/agent*, hereby require West Lothian Council to review the case as set out in
this form and in the supporting documents, materials and evidence lodged with it.

-23-

| have been provided with a copy of the West Lothian Council Local Review Body Guidance
Notes hefore lodging this notice.

| understand that the Council will make a copy of the notice of review (including my name,
address and other personal information), the review documents and any notice of the
procedure of the review available for inspection at an office of the Council until such time as
the review is determined, and that all of that information may also be available on the.Council
website.

Signed 4“//? QM@;I LM Date 2—5 S—Q‘ﬁfm 20“'-‘

* Delete as appropriate

Please return this completed form to :-

Val Johnston

Committee Services

West Lothian Councii
West Lothian Civic Centre
Howden South Road
Livingston

EH54 6FF

ADM-000015 / 88672 Page 8
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Applicant’s Notice of Review
Statement

Proposed wind turbine for Aldi's Regional
Distribution Centre at J4M8, Pottishaw Road,
Bathgate

On behalf of Aldi Stores Ltd

gva.co.uk/scotiand
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furbine at JAM8. Bathgate

1.2

1.3

14

1.6

1.7

1.8

Executive Summary

Aldi is seeking to review West Lothian Council's delegated decision to refuse planning
permission for a single wind turbine (74 metres) at their J4AM8 Regional Distribution
Centre (RDC).

Aldi's entire Scottish operations are run from their RDC at J4AMS8. It is a very successful
operation and is undergoing a period of sustained growth, as the business expands its
new store operations throughout Scotland. Job numbers alone at their RDC have
gone from 75 to 314 in recent years. Throughout Scotland, Aldi employs 1,600 people
across 53 stores.

The wind turbine proposals are an essential part of Aldi's business plan to deliver their
next wave of growth in Scotland. This can only be good for the longer term
sustainable future of the West Lothian economy. '

In response to increases in their energy consumption, the proposed turbine would
help Aldi generate over half (54%) of their electricity requirements on-site, through
renewable energy technology.

These type of forward-thinking renewable energy initiatives are wholly supported, in
principle, by the Scottish Government (through their Scottish Planning Policy) and by
West Lothian Council (in its adopted local plan).

Furthermore, J4AM8 is specifically identified by the council in its own supplementary
planning guidance for on-shore wind energy development and landscape capacity
study for wind energy in West Lothian, as a potential location for this type of
development.

In our view, this is in recognition of both site specific characteristics (i.e. J4AM8 could be
a suitable site for this type of development} and the energy requirements of
international businesses, like Aldi, who have chosen West Lothian as their Scottish
base. Indeed, the landscape capacity study specifically refers to the fact that, ‘The
modern technological, well designed character of these areas (i.e. including J4M8)
could make them suitable locations for the siting of wind turbines, where there may
be greater capacity than in some of the more sensitive, undeveloped countryside
locations.’

Furthermore, Aldi's own technical analysis of potential locations within West Lothian,
which could feasibly accommodate this type of development to serve the business
needs outlined above, concluded that J4M8 is one of only a very few opportunities
that exist. In this particular case, it would obviously be the most sustainable and
logical solution to deliver a wind turbine development, for Aldi, at J4MS.

Sepiember 2014 gva.co.uk 3
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Turbine ai JAM8, Bathgate

2.

2.1

22

23

24

25

26

27

Infroduction

This Notice of Review Statement has been prepared by GVA James Barr on behalf our
client, the applicant, Aldi Stores Ltd ('Aldi'}. It is submitted to request a review of West
Lothian Council's (WLC) delegated decision (on 18 July 2014) (Appendix 1) to refuse
Aldi's detailed planning application (ref 0152/FUL/14) for a single wind turbine (74m
high to blade tip). The site forms part of Aldi's Regional Distribution Centre (RDC}),
Pottishaw Road, close to Junction 4 of the M8 (J4M8), on the wesiem edge of
Bathgate, as shown in the location plan at Appendix 2.

This section of the M8 corridor is characterised by similar large industrial depots and
distribution centres stretching for several miles along the edges of both Bathgate and
Livingston adjacent to both sides of the motorway.

The site is suitably located in a commercial and industrial area, which is not sensitive in
landscape and visual terms and where there are no planning policy designations or
protections. There is a high level of man-made intervention in the area such as
pylons, telegraph poles, masts and roads in the vicinity, WLC's own Report of
Handling (at Appendix 3) confirms ‘The proposal is sufficiently distant from residential
property so as to not cause amenity problems.' {page 3)

Earlier this year on 23 January 2014, the applicant withdrew a previous planning
application at the site for a taller single wind turbine of 99.7m (to blade ftip) (ref
0516/FUL/13) due to an objection from Edinburgh Airport in respect of radar visibility
issues. The reduced height of the cumrently proposed turbine (by 25.7m) to 74m now
satisfies the airport in this regard, who have no objection to it.

It is submitted that WLC planning officers’ conclusion of an unacceptable adverse
visual impact is not sufficiently justified or sound.

The Report of Handling fails to consider, or even mention, a relevant site specific
provision regarding J4AM8 as a potential location for a ‘local landmark' wind turbine
which is identified in both WLC's own Supplementary Planning Guidance (Spatial
Framework and assessment criteria for on-shore wind energy development in West
Lothian, 2013}, and in its Landscape Capacity Study for Wind Energy in West Lothian
(2011).

These documents specifically identify ‘Junction 4 on the M8 close to the Whitehill
Industrial Estate’ as a potential location for a 'local landmark' wind turbine, in
combination with the fact that the site lies within an area, which the SPG policy
(Appendix 11) identifies as a ‘potential area for wind energy development' (This
crucial plan is shown at Appendix 4 of this statement).

September 2014 gva.co.uk 5
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3.

3.1

3.2

33

34

3.5

3.6

37

Reasons for seeking a review

The decision notice states the only reason for refusal is as follows:

‘The proposed turbine, due to its size, would be out of scale with the surrounding
environment and appear overly dominant and visually obfrusive in the local
landscape, particularly from views from the A7066 to the north and from the A705
and M8 to the south. The proposal would thus have unacceptable adverse visual
impacts, contrary to policy NWR 20 {renewable energy) of the West Lothian Local
Pian.’

Aldi seeks a review of the refusal for three main reasons, as set out below.

1. Supportive Planning Policy

The Development Pian

We consider the proposals fully accord with the Development Plan, which comprises
the South East Scotland Strategic Development Plan (SESplan) (approved June 2013)
and the West Lothian Local Plan (WLLP) {adopted January 2009). Policies in these
plans promote the use of renewable energy and encourages sustainable
development.

The site is not subject to any site-specific policy designations or protections, either
nationdl or local.

The Report of Handling states clearly that the proposals comply with all of the
following relevant WLLP policies;

o NWR 26 Renewable energy — detailed site planning considerations

¢ NWR 27 Renewable energy — cumulative impacts

e IMP 10 Noise

e HOU9 Residential and visual amenity

The only planning policy which WLC find the proposals do not satisfy is;

o NWR 20 (Renewable Energy)

Policy NWR 20 signals WLC's positive approach to encouraging renewable energy
schemes in the council area. It states, ‘The council supports the development of
renewable energy schemes provided that the schemes are environmentally
acceptable and the criteria set out in this local plan can be met.' It has indeed been
proven and agreed by WLC that the proposals are environmentally acceptable

September 2014 gvo.co.uk 7
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Turbine ot J4M8, Bathgate

3.14

3.15

3.16

landscape character, Figure 2 of the LCS confirms the site lies within an ‘urban’' area
rather than any particular landscape character type.

The SPG draws from the findings of the WLC's Landscape Capacity Study for Wind
Energy in West Lothian (2011). The following key extract from the SPG (paragraph
6.31) is directly relevant to the LRB's consideration of the planning application. (It
draws directly from the last paragraph of page iii of the LCS.) The SPG states;

‘West Lothian has been successful in atfracting employment creation within
purpose-built business parks. The modern technological, well designed character
of these areas could make them suitable locations for the siting of wind turbines,
where there may be greater capacity than in some of the more sensitive,
undeveloped countryside locations. Any sites considered suitable would need
careful landscape and visual impact assessment, but could potentially become
acceptable local landmarks. Potential locations identified in the council's LCS,
subject to noise and aviation interests, may be within the Houston Industrial Estate
northeast of Livingston, Starlaw Business Park and Deans Industrial Estate west of
Livingston, the Pyramids Business Park to the east of Bathgate, Junction 4 on the M8
close to the Whitehill Industrial Estate, and within the East Mains Industrial Estate to
the east of Broxburn.' (paragraph 6.31) (GVA emphasis)

The LCS repeats the above guidance on potentially acceptable wind turbines as
local landmarks at the five listed locations. However it goes on to provide further
context as regards scale and height. The LCS states, 'Any sites considered suitable
would need careful landscape and visual impact assessment, but could potentially
become acceptable local landmarks even where located close to housing (in.a
similar way to the two 120m high turbines erected at the Michelin tyre factory in
Dundee in 2006). Potential locations within West Lothian may be within the Houstoun
Industrial Estate northeast of Livingston, Starlaw Business Park and Deans Industrial
Estate west of Livingston, The Pyramids Business Park to the east of Bathgate, Junction

4 on the M8 close to the Whitehill Industrigl Estate, and within the East Mains Industrial
Estate to the east of Broxburn.' {paragraph 7-27) (GVA emphasis)

At only 74m high (to blade tip), Aldi's proposed turbine is of a significantly smaller
scale and much lower in height than the 120m high examples quoted in the LCS. This
is clearly demonstrated in the diagram at Appendix 7. To put this scale comparison
intfo a local perspective the wind turbine proposed at Aldi is 74m to blade tip, this is
similar in scale to the recently constructed 77m to blade tip wind turbine at Mosshall
Farm, Blackburn. The two wind turbines at Michelin, Dundee are 120m to blade tip,
this is similar in scale to the three 125m to blade tip wind turbines at Torrance Farm in
North Lanarkshire, close to Harthill Services.

September 2014 gva.co.uk 9
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3.21

3.22

3.23

3.24

3.25

3.26

WLC Environmental Health, NATS, Ministry of Defence and Edinburgh Airport. There
have also been no representations made. The Report of Handling confirms this, and
that WLC has no concerns regarding cumulative impact in terms of other wind
turbines in the area.

Aldi have demonstrated that it is technically feasible to operate a wind turbine in this
particular location, supported by readings taken from the temporary meteorological
mast on site (ref 0009/FUL/13, approved 27/02/13), which is 55m high.

As noted, Aldi have already reduced the turbine height from the 99.7m (to blade tip)
previously withdrawn application. The 74m height of the proposed turbine has been
carefully selected, and is justified below.

Justification of turbine size

Aldi are currently consuming electricity on-site at the RDC at a rate of 235kWh/hour
{(2,058MWh/annum). This is equivalent to 635 average households. To displace a
significant percentage of this consumption a wind turbine needs to be sufficiently
scaled. It was suggested by WLC in pre-application discussions that a wind turbine of
less than 50m in height would be acceptable to the planning officer, however this is
unacceptable to Aldi for operational reasons. Wind turbine output is proportional to
the swept area of the turbines blades. As a squared law, a modest increase in rotor
diameter, leads to a large increase in swept area and accordingly, turbine output.
The effect of this is demonstrated in the drawing at Appendix 9. A wind turbine which
is 47m high would only vield 322MWh/annum, whereas the proposed 74m wind
turbine will yield 1,814MWh. This is a 563% increase in yield for a 57% increase in blade
tip height.

In addition, Aldi's on-site wind monitoring demonstrates the site has high turbulence
owing to the built environment. Wind turbines work poorly in turbulent airflow, in a
similar way that an aeroplane’s wings shudder when it flies through turbulence. To
avoid turbulent airflow a rough rule is that the lower blade tip of the wind turbine
should be two-thirds taller than the nearest building. This rule is also demonstrated in
Appendix 9. A wind turbine of less than 50m to blade tip would not work effectively at
Aldi's RDC as it would constantly be operating in turbulent airflow, whereas a 74m to
blade tip wind turbine, being tdller, would operate in clean uninterrupted airflow.

Additional to this, wind-speed decreases markedly between 50m (being the hub
height of the proposed Enercon E48) and 30m of the demonstrated WTN 250. The
recorded wind speed at 50m is 6.46m/s where at 30m it is 5.51m/s. This reduction in
wind-speed leads to a large reduction in turbine yield.

The combination of smaller rotor diameter, turbulent airflow and lower wind speed
result in the 47m to blade tip wind turbine being economically unviable.

September 2014 gva.co.uk 11
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3.33

3.34

3.35

3.36

3.37

Bathgate RDC - Aldi's Scottish business hub

Aldi's entire Scottish operation functions from its one Regional Distribution Centre
(RDC), at J4AM8 in Bathgate. All products sold in Scotland first amive at the RDC before
onward delivery to store. The RDC is an incredibly successful, busy and well run
operation. Its strategic location on the M8 is important to Aldi. There are 314 people
currently employed on site, having grown from 75 staff in 2004.

Reflecting Aldi's growth, the total electrical consumption at their RDC site at J4M8 has
increased rapidly, by 21.9% over the last three years, and has now reached 2,058
MW/annum (at July 2014). Additional to this the price Aldi pay for electricity has
increased by 9.6% over the same period. These two combined factors have lead to a
33.6% increase in electrical costs from 2012 to 2014. The proposed turbine is estimated
to displace 54% of this requirement. This represents a radical improvement in energy
efficiency which would also reduce the site's existing operating costs dramatically.
These figures are represented in the chart at Appendix 10.

Exemplar West Lothian turbine would be a ‘UK first' for Aldi

Aldi intends for the proposed turbine at J4M8 to be the front runner exemplar which
will lead its other UK stores, with a view to installing a turbine at 9 other RDC sites in
future. Aldi also intend to install solar panels on the roofs of all new stores. '

Aldi's commitment to sustainability is already reflected in a range of measures such as
the particularly efficient design and intemnal layout of its stores, LED lighting,
thermodynamic heating systems, LPG duel fuel HGV trucks, utility monitoring systems,
and sustainable packaging and recycling amangements. Yet Aldi's desire to generate
its own electricity on-site, as firstly proposed here at its JAM8 base, represents a
significant new direction for the company’s sustainability strategy, which we consider
should be fully supported by WLC.

Planning policy supports sustainable economic growth

In this context, it is also relevant to consider the economic benefits of the proposals
against development plan policy, which has been omitted from WLC's decision to
date. Policy EM 4 Employment is relevant because it identifies a site-specific context
for major ‘flagship’ economic development opportunity at J4M8, in recognition of the
strategic potential of Scotland’s Central Belt. The policy states, 'Springfield between
Armadale and Whitburn, has potential in the long term for economic development to
meet the next generation of employment land requirements. This will be dependent
upon the infroduction of major new transportation infrastructure...' We consider the
proposals assist in bringing WLC's economic¢ development strategy to further fruition,
and by their nature do indeed ‘look further ahead' to the next generation, in this case

September 2014 gva.co.uk 13
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4.

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

Requested procedure - site visit and hearing

Firstly, Aldi appedls to the LRB to undertake a site visit in this case. We feel this will be
of great value in allowing Councillors to see the site and its context on the ground, as
the appropriateness of wind turbine proposals and their particular site suitability can
only be truly appreciated through visiting the site. Further, we consider the subjective
nature of landscape and visual impact issues (which is the singular point at issue, and
only reason for refusal), merits a site visit by the LRB in this instance.

Secondly, in view of the strategic importance of this application to the Aldi Scottish,
and UK, business, as set out above at section 2, we would ask for the brief opportunity
to address the LRB in person through a hearing procedure.

Aldi have made a significant investment already in seeking to deliver a sustainable
energy solution for their RDC operation at J4M8, having already withdrawn one
planning application for a taller turbine (99.7m to blade tip), and demonstraied that
the proposed turbine is technically feasible through readings from a temporary met
mast already on site.

In addition, Aldi now faces a particular timescale restraint, (requiring consent before
the end of 2014 to enable satisfactory onward grid connection arangements).
Therefore we are keen to secure the most informed, rigorous and robust decision as
possible for them. We respectfully consider that a hearing procedure would be most
appropriate in achieving this level of scrutiny, at which our client and their landscape
architect would have an opportunity to verbally arficulate the case.

September 2014 gva.co.uk 15
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WLC Decision (Ref
0152/FUL/14),
18 July 2014
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_ ;- DECISION NOTICE
West Lothian  geysal oF FULL PLANNING PERMISSION

('“i Incil Town and Country Pianning (Scotland) Act 1887, as amended

West Lothian Counoll, In exercise of its powers under the Town & Country Planning (Scotiand) Act
1097 (as amended), refuses full planning permission for the development described below,
and in the planning application and attached dooquetted plan(s).

APPLICATION REFERENCE: 0152/FUL/14

PROPOSAL AND LOCATION: Erection of a 74m high (to blade tip) wind turbine (grid ref. 208866
666470) at ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD,
Bathgate, EH48 2FB

APPLICANT: ALDI STORES LTD
REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION CENTRE
POTTISHAW ROAD
BATHGATE
EH48 2FB

The above local appiication was determined by an officer appointed by the coungll In accordance
with its scheme of delegation. Please see the guidance notes for further information, Inciuding how to
request a review of the decision.

Docquetted plans, relative to this decision, are identified in Annex 1, Schedule of Plans. Where relevant,
this includes the identification of varied pians.

Dated: 18/07/2014 Chris Norman
Development Management Manager
Waest Lothian Councill
County Bulidings
High Street
Linlithgow
EH49 7EZ

Signature J&sL

Page 1 0f 2
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1 The propose turbine, due to its size, would be out of scale with the surrounding
environment and appear overly dominant and visually obtrusive In the locai
landscape, particularly from views from the A7066 to the north and from the A705
and M8 to the south. The proposal wouid thus have unacceptable adverse visuai

impaots, contrary to policy NWR 20 (renewable energy) of the West Lothian Local
Plan.

ANNEX 1, SCHEDULE OF PLANS

1. Location pian 1:5000 no. 02

2. Looation pian 1:2600 no. 01

3. Layout pian 1:1250 no. 03

4. Layout pian 1:500 & turbine plan & elevations no. 04
5. Service unit plan & eievations no. 05

Development Management Manager Date: 18 July 2014
Page 2 of 2
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Site Location Plan
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DATA LABEL: PUBLIC

e
5 nrm:
West Lothian
Council
HANDLING REPORT
Ref. No.: 0162/FUL/IM4 Emall: tony.irving@westlothian.gov.uk
Case Officer: Tony Irving Tel No.: 015086 282410
Ward: Whitbum and Biackburn Member: James Dickson
Mary Dickson
George Paul
Barry Robertson
Title Erection of a 74m high (to biade tip) wind turbine (grid ref. 206865

666470) at ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD,
Bathgate, EH48 2FB

Application Type Local Appiication

Decision Level  LIST 06/06/2014

Site Visit 08/05/2014
Recommendation refuse permission

Declslon REFUSAL OF FULL PLANNING PERMISSION

Nelghbour Neighbour notification procedures have been have been carried out
Notification correctly - case officer verification

Description of Proposals

It Is proposed to erect a wind turbine within the employment area at J4M8. The site is a
dirtibution depot for Aldi, The base of the turbine wouid be at a helght of approx 165m above
ordnance datum (AOD),

The turbine would have a tapered tubular tower and be 50m high to the centre of the rotor
hub. It would have three blades and with a blade radius (length) of 24m, giving a totai helght
of 74m. It wouid sit on a buried concrete foundation.

Vehicular access would be taken through the yard of the distribution depot.

The turbine would be an Enercon E48 with a rating of 800 kilowatts. It would be In place for
a maximum of 25 years after which it wouid be decommissioned.

Anclilary works would consist of:
1. A control bullding close to the turbine
2. An area of hardstanding for construction and servicing.

The application is accompanied by:
1. Assoolated Infrastructure, planning & transport report.
2. Landscape and visual impact assessment,
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3.'Noise assessment
4. Habitat, birds and mammais assessment.

Site History

0009/FUL/13 Erection of a temporary 66m high meteorological mast . Granted 27/02/13.
0616/FUL/13 Erection of a 88.7 m high (to biade tip) wind turbine. Withdrawn 23/01/14.

Representations

None.

Consultations

This Is a summary of the consultations received. The full documents are contained In the
application file.

Consultee Objection Comments Planning
Responge

WLC No - Noted.
Transportation
WLE No Appropriate noise limits can be Noted.
Environmental achieved.
Health
Edinburgh No There Is no confliot with safeguarding [Noted.
Alrport oriteria.

- NATS (En No There Is no conflict with safeguarding |Noted.

f Route) plc ariteria.

{ Inistry of No There is no conflict with safeguarding |Noted.

| Defence criteria. The turbine shouid be fitted

" with Infrared lighting.

Policy

The development plan comprises of the Strategic Development Plan for Edinburgh and
South East Scotiand (8ESplan) and the West Lothlan Logal Plan (WLLP).

Relevant development pian policies are listed below.

-42 -

Plan | Policy Assessment Conform
WLLP | NWR 20 It is considered that the proposal will | No
Renewable energy - general have  acceptable  environmental
Impacts with the exception of visuai
impaots.

The turbine would be out of scaie with
the eurrounding envionment and
appear over dominant and obtrusive
In the local landscape, partiouiarly
from views from the AT7066 to the
north and from the A705 and M8 to
the south. This wouid be to the




detriment of the visual and
environmental quality of the locality.

WLLP | NWR 26 The proposal satisfies the specific site | Yes
Renewable energy - detalled site planning considerations.
planning considerations
WLLP | NWR 27 it Is considered that there will be no | Yes
Renewable energy - cumulative adverse cumulative impacts.
Impacts
WLLP | IMP 10 Information on the nolse impacts of | Yes
Nolse the proposal has been submitted. The
| turbine will have aoceptable nolse
Impacts.
WLLP | HOU 9 The proposal Is -sufficlently distant | Yes
Residential and visual amenity from residential property so as to not
cause amenlty probiems.
WLLP | IMP 14 The councl's draft SGP Spalial [ in part

Supplementary planning guidance | Framework and Assessment Criteria
for OnShore Wind Energy
Development In West Lothian Is
applicable. This bulids on the
Lendscape Capacity Study for Wind
Energy In West Lothian (LCS).

The SPG/LSC Identifies the site within
an urban area. The LSC at figure 6
shows the site as within an area that
has potential for wind energy
development. The landscape capacity
study however makes it olear that
each proposal will need detalled site
specific assessment. In this case It is
considered that the height of the
turbine would have adverse visual
Impacts.
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Also of relevance is the Scottish Government Online Renewabies Advice — Onshore Wind
Turbines.

Statement / Assessment / Report
Vi tal 8
Not required.

Not required.
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es or desian & ac atame
None submitted.
on the otentia e deve e
1. Assoolated infrastructure, planning & transport report.
2. Landscape and visual impaot assessment.

3. Noise assessment
4. Habitat, birds and mammaels assessment.

Other Conslderations

N/A.

Conclusions and Reason for Declslon

Section 26 of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1987 requires planning
applications to be determined In accordance with the development pian, uniess materiai
conslderations indicate otherwise.

It is considered that the turbine would have adverse visual impacts. Other environmentai
impaots are acosptable.

The site is within an urban area. The highest nearby buiidings are approx 16m high
(warshouses to north of site) and the adjacent electricity pylons are 46.6m hlgr‘: The
submited LVIA includes photomontages from various locations to demonstrate that the
visual impact of the turbine would be acceptable. It is considered that from several
viewpoints (VP) the photomontages downpiay the visual Impact.

VP 1 & 2 are taken from the A7068 to the north of the turbine. VP 1 is directly at the large
warehouses and thus the view of the turbine Is obscured by this. it is considered that from
along the AT066 to east of VP 1 there will be clear views to the turbine and that it wili appear
larger and more prominent then the existing pylons. VP 2 [s taken from the roundabout at
the junction of the A7086 with Simpson Avenue. This shows the existing view with the 66m
high meteroiogical mast. VP.2 shows the 60m high hub of the turbine being considerably
below the §6m mast height. It is considered that this downplays the visual impact of the
turbine. It Is considered that from this view the turbine would be more significant in scale.

VP 7 Is taken from the A706 to the south of the turbine. This shows the turbine in retation to
the existing 46.6m high pylons. It is considered that this downplays the visual impaot of the
turbine. It s considered that from this view the turbine would be more significant scale.

it is thus considered that the turbine would be significantly larger in scale than the existing
adjacent pylons and would have a more significant visual impact from views from the A7086
and A705 than the photomontages would indicate.

There are no viewpoints from the M8, but it Is considered that the turbine woulid again
appear more significant In scaie than the adjacent pylons.

it is concluded that from various locations in the surrounding locality (A7066, A706 and M8)
the turbine, due to lts height, wouid appear overly dominant In the landscape and would
have an unacoeptable adverse impact on the visual amenity and environmental quality of
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the locality.

The presumption in favour of renewable energy schemes, as set out In the development
plan, and the wider benefits that would acorue by the generation of electricity from a
renewable resource, as well as its contribution to meeting national renewable energy
targets, is outweighed by the adverse visual impacts that the development would have

locally.

It is conoluded that the proposal would have unacceptable adverse visual Impacts. The
proposal is thus considered to be contrary to local plan policy NWR 20.

There are no material considerations that outweigh the development plan presumption
against the proposal.

it Is therefore recommended that planning permisslon be refused.

Gase Officer (j' nm\.b’\o:l\(gf

Senlor Officer Date.....cocc0neene TR 5

¢ oo s .

Development Management Manager Date.....cccceerneeer et
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Appendix 11 Existing wind farms and poténtial for wind energy development
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Landscape
Architects Ltd,

16 September 2014 |
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Loganwood Wind Ltd 22nd Sept 2014
Loganwood House

High Mathernock Farm

Auchentiber Road

Kilmacolm

PA13 48P AM/IP 409.01

Attention of David Connell

Dear Mr Connell
ALDI STORES LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL IMPACT RESPONSE

The following is a statement relating to the photo montages contained within the
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment produced by DWA landscape Architects Ltd
in relation to the proposed Wind Turbine Development at the ALDI Stores Ltd depot in
Bathgate, West Lothian,

These were included in the document as part of the requirements of “Assessing the
impact of small-scale wind energy proposals on the natural heritage (February 2012)”,
the guidelines produced by Scottish Natural Heritage and generally accepted as the
standard level of assessment for turbine developments of this size.

As stated in the methodology in the report “These photo montages have been carried out
in accordance with “Visual Representation of Windfarms Good Practice Guidance (29
March 2006)” and “Photography and Photomontage in Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment: Landscape Institute Advice Note 01/11” where it is appropriate to the scale
of the proposals.”

The montages were prepared by creating a wireframe model of the terrain around the
proposed location to a radius of 20km. This is based on Land-form PROFILE height
data provided by Ordnance Survey which is imported into Key Terra Firm 7.1 ground
modelling software (produced by Key Systems Ltd) to produce a digital terrain model,
within an AutoCAD based drawing. A scale digital model of the proposed turbine to
the correct dimensions, was then placed upon this wireframe at the grid locations
proposed. A series of virtual cameras were then set up within the wireframe terrain
model at the correct height and location at which the photographic images were taken
and a corresponding image produced at a 50mm focal length.

These virtual views were then overlaid to the images taken within the landscape and the
image of the proposed turbine overlaid to produce the photo montage sheets included in
the report.

This was done with the greatest possible accuracy and intentions of representing the
turbine truly within the landscape.

Andrew Mclatchie MiA {Hons) Civul
Julie Spence Bsc {Hodicutture with Planismanship)
www.dwalandscapearchitects.couk  design@dwalandscape.co.uk

é David Wilson Dip LA, CMLL MBA

Company NO:43308%
DR8 DUNS Nx 213594232
VAtNo 158 1072 18

SECOOZ 86970 *191 Y9 €TW NOLTIIWVH 13341S MOZAVI IZT ‘ISNOH SOYVY
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It should be noted however that with any such processes there is potential for levels of
inaccuracy to become involved. Firstly, the topographical data is limited in its
accurately and resolution as it is based on grid data at 10m square centres. This only
allows a certain level of detail which is then further reduced by the spacing of the
wireframe grid which is subsequently based upon it. The size of the data set to produce
the ground model and wireframe must be balanced with the processing capability of the
computer hardware employed and by the level of density of the wireframe which will
present a clear image upon which to judge the results. The size of the data can be
reduced by limiting the radius of the model but this then reduces the surrounding
context shown and again limits the usefulness of the image. Secondly, the accuracy of
the locations of the virtual camera, dircction of view and height can cause inaccuracies
when being replicated from the data taken from the photo location. This is recorded
using GPS information but this has limitations to accuracy in the equipment and in its
translation to the model. Thirdly there is human etror in preparing the photo montages.
The wireframe model shows a low resolution, bare earth scenario without any buildings,
woodland, roads or infrastructure upon it. The photograph must be overlaid with this
bare earth wireframe image taking into account points of common reference where
possible. Accuracy is increased by basing the wireframe on as much topographical data
as possible but a certain amount of judgement must be used to align the images
correctly.

The above limitations on accuracy from photo montages are why it has been
recommended in the guidance that they are not used as a basis for decision making in
determining the level of impact of wind turbine developments. These should only be
used for illustrative purposes and in fact wireframe models should be used rather than
photo montages wherever possible. The LVIA document submitted to planning
contained a detailed visual impacts assessment which systematically assessed the level
of potential impact upon the important visual receptors within the study area which was
supplemented by ZTV drawings and photo montages, but not based upon them.

The refusal from West Lothian Council and justification for it focused heavily on
perceived inaccuracies in the Photo Montages and used these as a basis for the refusal.
It states:

e “It is considered that the proposal will have acceptable environmental
impacts with the exception of visual impacts. The turbine would be out of
scale with the surrounding environment and appear over dominant and
obtrusive in the local landscape, particularly from views from the A7066
to the north and from the A705 and M8 to the south. This wauld be to the
detriment of the visual and environmental quality of the locality.”

And continues to give the following reasons for the refusal

s “VP 1 & 2 are taken from the A7066 to the north of the turbine. VP 1 is
directly at the large warehouses and thus the view of the turbine Is
obscured by this. It is considered that from along the A7066 to east of VP

-50-



1 there will be clear views to the turbine and that it will appear larger and
more prominent than the existing pylons. “

The intention of the two viewpoints along the A7066 was to demonstrate the difference
in views to the turbine along this road. VP1 is intended to demonstrate that the large
warehouses will obscure views of the turbine from this direction which is where the
closest houses lie to the north. These warehouses will effectively screen views of the
turbine and therefore minimise visual impacts. This view therefore intentionally shows
a location where the turbine cannot be seen in order to illustrate a specific point. The
secondary viewpoint VP2 is therefore included to demonstrate the counterpoint to this
situation where views will be possible further east.

o “VP 2 is taken from the roundabout at the junction of the A7066 with
Simpson Avenue. This shows the existing view with the §5m high
metlerological mast. VP 2 shows the 50m high hub of the turbine being
considerably below the §5m mast height. It is considered that this
downplays the visual Impact of the turbine. It is considered that from this
view the turbine would be more significant in scale.”

This viewpoint was selected to demonstrate the clear views from the A7066 across the
open ground between the industrial buildings and shows that clear views would be
possible which is acknowledged in the LVIA. The queries relating to the scale in
relation to this photo montage may in fact be valid in relation to the meteorological mast
but this was created with the intention of presenting an accurate impression and there
has been no intention to conceal the visibility of the turbine from this location as it is
specifically highlighted in the text. It should be noted that the visibility from this
location is brief, it being concealed by the built form further west and obscured and
diminished but tree cover and distance to the east of the roadway. This is a lower
sensitivity receptor through an industrially developed landscape and the housing to the
north will not have significant views of the turbine. The visual impact upon the A7066
is also described in the text of the LVIA which states:

“The stretch of this road between Whitehill Indusirial Estate and the roundabout with
the A801 will have fairly clear views of the turbine to the south although the base will
be partially screened by the large warehouse buildings when travelling adjacent to
them in the western half of this section of the road. Further east of the Whitehill
Industrial Estate the tree cover and built elements will screen views. Magnitude over
this stretch will be high however. (Photo Montages one and two illustrate views from
this road)"

e “VP 7 is taken from the A705 to the south of the turbine. This shows the
turbine in relation to the existing 46.5m high pylons. It is considered that
this downplays the visual impact of the turbine. It is considered that from
this view the turbine would be more significant scale. It is thus
considered that the turbine would be significantly larger in scale than the
existing adjacent pylons and would have & more significant visual impact
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from views from the A7066 and A705 than the photomontages would
indicate.”

In reality the pylons are of varying heights as they cross the landscape so that the height
of the power lines are relatively consistent as the topography varies below. They
therefore cannot be used as an accurate measure to gauge against the height of the
turbine — particularly when considered in relation to the perspective of the image where
they diminish in size info the distance. The turbine was scaled using the available
information in the image and ground model and using some features in the landscape as
a guide. Again the detailed assessment of the receptor is contained within the text of the
report, and it is this which should be considered rather than the illustrative photo
montage.

o “There are no viewpoints from the M8, but It is considered that the
turbine would egain appear more significant in scale than the adjacent
pylons.”

There are no viewpoints taken from the M8 motorway as there were considered no
locations where these could be taken without unacceptable risk to the photographer or
other road users. This receptor was assessed however in the text of the LVIA. The
question of the pylons on the adjacent landscape is not considered a significant one as
the landscape is highly developed at present with a great mix of Pylons, large industrial
units, major and minor transport infrastructure and residential developments amid
countryside and greenspace. This is one of the most developed corridors in Scotland
with a multitude of tutbines, TV masts, mobile phone antenna and pylons of varying
size scattered along the route, and already desensitising the M8 as a visual receptor.
The LVIA assesses the magnitude of change upon the road as;

“Views from the M8 will only be possible from a relatively short streich between
Polkemmet Country Park and Blackburn. From Polkemmet to the new Heartlands
development 10 the south of the M8 views will be broken up by elements in the
landscape and views of the blades are all that are likely 1o be possible. (Photo montage
Jive demonstrates view from this direction close to the M8 at Heartlands.) Between
Heartlands and East Whitburn views will become clearer but will still be partially
screened by tree cover. Clear views will be possible between East Whithurn and
Blackburn at the closest sections of the M8 1o the site around Junction 4. Further east
views of the turbine are obscured from view. This is because the busy road tends to
pass through a depressed channel in the landscape particularly relative to built up
areas. There Is also a high degree of tree cover and structure planting along this
corridor which helps to screen views over distance from the majority of the road. There
are a number of large industrial buildings in this particular section of the road which
add (o the screening effect. Over this siretch, around junction 4, the magnitude of
change will be high but over the road as a whole it will be low.”

The stretch of road where these large elements would be seen together is a very short
one and will be in the context of a highly developed industrial area.
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e ‘It is concluded that from various locations in the surrounding locality
(A7066, A705 and M8) the turbine, due to Its height, would appear overly
dominant in the landscape and would have an unacceptable adverse
impact on the visual amenily and environmental quality of the locality.”

The study clearly concluded that some visual impact was likely to result from the
proposals but this would mainly fall upon the industrial surroundings to the site and M8
transport link, and that this may be in accordance with the “Landscape Capacity Study
For Wind Energy Development In West Lothian“(SPG)(December 2011) which
allowed:

"West Lothian has been successful in recent years in attracting new high technology
electronics, software and biolechnology businesses located within purpose built
business parks and campuses. The modern technological, well designed character of
these areas could make them suitable locations for the siting of wind turbines, where
there may be greater capacity than in some of the more sensitive, undeveloped
countryside locations. Any sites considered suitable would need careful landscape and
visual impact assessment, but could potentially become acceptable local landmarks
even where located close to housing (in a similar way to the two 120m high turbines
erected at the Michelin tyre factory in Dundee in 2006). Potential locations within West
Lothian may be within the Houstoun Industrial Estate northeast of Livingston, Starlaw
Business Park and Deans Industrial Estate west of Livingston, The Pyramids Business
Park to the east of Bathgate, Junction 4 on the M8 close 1o the Whitehill Industrial
Estate, and within the East Mains Industrial Estate 1o the east of Broxburn.”

The refusal notice highlighted the potential visual impact in the local vicinity. This has
been acknowledged in the LVIA, and also in the Councils SPG document as being
potentially acceptable as a landmark turbine development, similar to those present in
other locations in the Central Belt. The industrial location on the M8, separate from the
Pyramid features to the east, could provide the opportunity of this and allow the
renewable energy association with some major industries in the west Lothian area to be
promoted. This has potential benefits for both West Lothian and the businesses
themselves. This does not mean that the proposal should be accepted without scrutiny
but may provide a mitigating context which does not immediately seem to have been
recognised.

I trust this statement is in order but should you have any queries regarding the above
please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Yours sincerely

Andy McLatchie
Director
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BRYCE BOYD PLANNING SOLUTIONS

Fown Planning & Land Use Consultants

Development Management 24 February 2014
West Lothian Council

County Buildings

Linlithgow

West Lothian

EH49 7EZ

Dear Sirs

PLANNING APPLICATION FOR THE ERECTION OF A SINGLE WIND
TURBINE AT ALDI STORES DISTRIBUTION DEPOT

POTTISHAW ROAD BATHGATE EH48 2FB

ONLINE REF: 000083463-001

I refer to my previous discussions with Esme Clelland in respect of this new
application which is for a smaller wind turbine than that proposed in the previous
application, 0516/FUL/13, which was withdrawn in January 2014.

The application has been submitted on-line and I enclose for your attention a CD
which includes all of the supporting documentation for the application, all plans,
Landscape Assessment, Infrastructure Assessment, Habitat Assessment including Bat
Survey and Noise Survey. As this application has been submitted within one year of
the previous application I understand that there is no fee payable in this instance.

I trust that the enclosed information will enable the application to be registered.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any further information or
clarification at this time.

Yours sincerely

JBRYCE BOYD

ELLERSLEIGH, CASTLEHILL ROAD, KILMACOLM, PA13 4EL
Tel/Fax: 01505 874 489 Mobile: 07974 469 476 E-Mail: BBoydPlanning@aol.com
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1.1

1.2

1.3
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Introduction

ALDI Stores Ltd (ALD!) have commissioned DWA Landscape Architects Ltd (DWA)
through Loganwood Wind Ltd to carry out a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
(LVIA) of the proposal to install a single wind turbine at the ALDI Depot at Bathgate in
West Lothian. The intention of this turbine is to aid the self sufficiency and sustainability
of the facility in keeping with the environmental policies and aspirations of the company.

The proposal is to install an Enercon E48 turbine. This will stand at a height of 50m to
the top of the tower and 74m to the tip of the blade. It will have a 48m blade diameter.
This proposal supersedes a previous, taller mode! of turbine (99m to blade tip) put
forward for the site.

The potential impacts of this development will be assessed in relation to the various
guidelines which have been published on the matter but will refer mostly to “Assessing
the impact of small-scale wind energy proposals on the natural heritage (February
2012)" produced by Scottish Natural Heritage.

Other documents which will be referred to will be:

e  Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Third Edition) published
by the Landscape Institute (April 2013)

e  Scottish Planning Policy (February 2010)

e Micro Renewables and the Natural Heritage Guidance Note (October 2009)
Scottish Natural Heritage

» Guidelines on the Environmental Impacts of Windfarms and Small Scale
Hydroelectric Schemes published by Scottish Natural Heritage

*  Photography and Photomontage in Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment:
Landscape Institute Advice Note 01/11

e  Visual Representation of Windfarms Good Practice Guidance (March 2006)
published by Scottish Natural Heritage Cumulative Effect Of Windfarms (Version 2
revised 13.04.05) published by Scottish Natural Heritage

e The Lothians Landscape Character Assessment (No 91),
Consuiting Group, Published by SNH

Windfarms in Scotland (July 2011) — Map prepared by published by Scottish
Natural Heritage

prepared by ASH

The proposed site lies within West Lothian Council so the following planning documents
have been reviewed.

s  Edinburgh & the Lothians Structure Plan 2015

»  West Lothian Local Plan 2009

= Landscape Capacity Study For Wind Energy Development In West Lothian (SPG)
(December 2011)

INNI
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This Landscape Statement will also review and assess the impacts upon the landscape
character, conservation designations, known archaeology and in most detail, the visual
impacts of the proposals on the wider landscape.

o Turbine to be located at NS 968 664 (159m AOD)



‘sjesodouid
ay} jJo ajeas ay) o} ajeudosdde s) § adym ,LL/LO SION 30ApY ainisu] adeaspueT]
Juawssassy oedw) jensip pue adeospue ul abejuowojoyd pue Aydeibojoyd, pue

(9002 yoie 62) 8oueping sofoeld POOS SULBJPUIAA JO UOnejuasalday (ensia, Uim
80UBPJOJJE Ul N0 paLLUed usaq aAey safejuow ojoyd asay] "suoneso| pue sioydasas
Koy ay) Jo sishjeue apsuo ybnoiyy paysiqeiss uasaq aaey yoiym adesspue| ayy uj sjuiod
Aoy woy seadde m auiquny ayy moy Bumoys sabejuow ojoyd usaes yum apnjoucd
[iM pue SJUBWISSASSE SAOQE Ay} WOl SUOISNjoucd awos pieauo) Ind jim Apnjs ayl

‘saullapind HNS 8y} Ul Jn0 }as SUOREPUBLILLOIAS BY) YIM
souepioaoe ) st siyl oedun lequajod siy) ssasse o) pajeaso usaq sey Bumelp A1Z
pajesauab saindwon e uieby ‘snipes unjgz e uiyim sjuswidojaaap ABiaus pum pasodosd
Jo Bupsixe Jayjo o} uogejas wi |esodosd sy Aq pajean ays aajejnwnd (egusjod
8y} Jo apew ud3aq sey juswssasse ue siojdadas asay) jo Apmis sy o} uoBippe uj

‘paysabibns |esodoud au jo 1oedw) JueyNsal sy pue auiqin} 3y} O} ASUESIP pue
adeospue| ay} Jo saines; [eaisAyd ay) jo uonesapisuod ybnouy passasse usay) s abueyds
jo epniubew ay) -i0)daoas sy jo Apagisuas suljaseq Byl Ysigeisa O} uayepapun
1 si0}daoas aalIsuas ay) Jo malAa) ays-uo ue Bumelp A7 s jo uoneasd ayy Bumojjo4

‘WYOZ JO SNIPEL B pUsWwWooal
saufepind 8yl uOND8S SIY} U} |IBJeP alow Ul paquasap SI pue ejep [ediydelBodo}
Aanuns soueuplo pue aiemyos Jandwod Buijspow punoib jo asn ay} ybnoiy) panaiyoe
SI SiyL -sjqissod aq Jou [|ImM PUEB [[IM SMBIA 3I8ym ysijqelsa o} uoieuwwojul [eaiydesbodo)
Auo Buisn eses ayy sem uonen)s yueg aleg, e j adedspue| 8y} U0 pasnes aq pinod
ey (A12) Auaisin [eogasoay jo auoz sy Buiysyqesa Apsiy yBnosy pawed st siy)
W uiym siojdaoas aagisuas Aiepuajod pue adeospue| Japim ay) uo auiqun} pasodosd
3y} Jo Joedw [ensiA ay) Jo Apnis pajiejep e S| g UORDAG N0 P3LUED Bq UED pajeao aq
(M jey spedun ay jo Apnis e paysiige)sa uaaq aney sjesodosd pue xsjuod ay} 8suQ

‘adeaspue)
3y} 0) psonponul 2q 0} St Jeym JO ainjeu ay) ysiiqe}sa o} Japio ul uaaib s sjesodosd ay}
jo uoyduasap Hoys e paysijqelse ueaq sey ease Suipunouns ayy yum Auelwe; e souQ

9C

§C

| &4

IwNI

‘PAIBPISUOI aq os|e
i ueiyjo 1sapn Ul Juawdoeasqg AGsaug puing Jod Apmis Anoeden adeospuet, ay|
‘SaNSs| pue sapIAisuas oyads saynuspl pue ease Buipunouns pue ays ay} Jo ainjeu
ayy jo uoneubisap [euuoy e sanlb yoym HNS Aq paysigngd ‘dnouo Buninsuod HSY Aq
pasedaid ‘(L6 ON) Juswssassy Japeiey) adesspue s,uejylo] ayl, auy ul paysiqelss
Ajjeuuoy se ease ay} jo sajoeiey) adeaspueT ay 1 $H00| Uy} uoRdas Bumoloy syl

‘'suopeubisap
abejuay (eunynd Jo uonensasuod adeospuel Aue pue ‘AydesBodo) ‘ease |ereusb ay)
SI9A0D SIY| "pameInal usaq sey ease Buipunouns ayj jo XSIUCO pue LoYEeDdO| SU SIY) Op
o} sapi0 U] -paulwelap Pedu jo saubap ay) alojesey pue Jsulebe painsesw aq ued
abueyo Aue yom suiebe piepue)s ay) aq | Sy "paysiqe)sa aq isiy Isnw adeaspue
Bunsixe sy Joy auyeseq e |esodoid ay} jo spedun Ay oy} ssasse 0} Japio U

« Uogeuvoyu;
Jeyurny sepiraid Spoafe eafjenuno uo eouepinb inQ ‘sjuewidojaAsp jjews Jof palinbai
8q 0} Aoyl ssej s1 Styj Inq eaie Apnjs ey) pueixe o} ejeudaidde aq Aew )i ‘anssi Aay e
8q Aew sjuswdojansp Jeyjo yum speduwi fefuanbes aieym sjdwexa iof ‘SeaURISWNAUND
uleLigd uj "e)is ey} O Snipel UnoZ e UIyIm Seinjanss epew-uew jJuesyubls Jeyjo pue
‘suugy pum Joj-pejjdde 1o pajuasuos ‘pajonssuod seujo yym fesodaid ayj Jo suonoeIBul
jensin pue edeospue; Aey AjeMyl ey uo Snooy PiNOYS JUBLUSSESSE 8YJ ‘UOREeIo|
aup Jo MyAgisues auyy pue aujqny oy Jo Jybpay aiy o3 paioye} oq piNoys Si
inq ‘paiinbai 8q o} Ajexi jars] ayj jo uogeIIpU ue ae sjuswealinbas anoqe ay) ‘alcjesay |
"8deospue| aAISUSS QIO & Ul SUIGIN] WGG B UBY) JuBLISSESSe SSa] aqnbel jiim uogeso]
Apngisuss moy e Ui suiqun) wppL & ‘sjduiexe 104 “ajnjosqe jou ase spjoysaiy} jybley ey

‘unipz o} urewop oyqnd ey} ui sjesodaud auiqin) pum Jayjo jje jo dew ueid eseq g o

syoedusy

[enpisai pue abueyo jo apnyubew ‘edeospue| 8y} o AAJISUSS 8l JO JUALLSSASSE ue =

ueioyns 8q pinoys sjUIOdMaeiA Of pue G Usamjaq SUOREI0|
jsow uy ‘Muoyine Bujuuerd ey} yum peaibe aq pinoys pue ‘uoneIOf 8y JO AIAISUSS
ay} pue Juauidojanap ayj Jo 9[eas ay) o] jeuoiodaid 8q pinoys SjuIOdmalA JO uoleao]

pue sequinu a8yl ‘sjuiodmein ASY uo buisnaoy ‘sebejuowicjoyd pue SUORBSHENSIA
‘(seuiquny afirey Assn 1oy snipes sefile] aq o} pesu Aew) unjpz o} jno dewi Az e »

:8pnjoul pjnoys ‘winunuiw e se ‘YiA7 ay) Jey puewwiodal ep) “paiinbal oq
0} A183f S1 VIAT P8|{e}ep 0w & ‘8[eds iy} Jo Saulqun) 10 - JybIey U WwOg JAO Saulqn L,

y6ivy up wgg Jano saulqiny 1oy
uaepspun aq pinoys Juswssasse Jo [ana] Bumoljoy ay) sjsabbns sy -abejusy [_IMEN
ysnioog Aq peonpoud (zL0z lieruqad) abejusy [eameu ayy uo sjesodosd ABreua pum
a[eas-[ews jo oedwi ay} Buissassy, yim aouepioosoe ul pue adusuadxe ybnoayy (Ywa)
P11 spayoly adeaspue vamd Aq pedojanap ueaq sey Apmys siy; jo ABojopoyiaw auyj

ABojopoyja

144

(A4



3.

Area
3.1

3.2

33

34

Location and Context

The study area considered radiates out from the turbine location to 20km in all
directions. Within this a more detailed study will be carried out of the landscape within
10km of the turbine. This area is an extensively developed landscape being part of the
Scottish Central Belt, where the largest concentration of the population of the country
resides outwith the major cities.

The proposed turbine is to be located at the edge of the Aldi Stores Lid distribution
depot on the western edge of Bathgate, close to Junction 4 of the M8. This section of
the M8 corridor is characterised with similar large industrial depots and distribution
centres stretching for several miles along the edges of both Bathgate and Livingston
adjacent to both sides of the motorway.

There are, however a considerable number of settlements within the study area
particularly associated with the motorway corridor, although originally predating it. The
newly developed village of Wester Inch lies to the north along with the older villages of
Redmill and Birniehill. Bathgate lies to the east, with Livingston beyond in this direction
and Ammadale to the west. To the south, lying upon raised ground on either side of the
wide River Almond Valley lie the settlements of Whitburn, Blackburn and Seafield.
Beyond the Almond Valley to the south, lie West Calder, Polbeth, Breich and
Fauldhouse.

The M8 motorway passes close to the south of the site linking east and west via
Glasgow and Edinburgh. A series of other 'A’' roads and local access routes radiate
from the M8 through the settlements and join other local routes. To the north of the site
the Bathgate to Glasgow railway line passes through the study area from east to west.

Topography

3.5

3.6

The site lies on the northem side of the Almond River Valley which forms a wide channel
running west to east through the area and parallel with the M8 immediately south of the
site. The route turns further south to the east as it passes through Blackbum and moves
towards Livingston. This valley flattens out into a raised plateau towards the northwest
becoming the Slammanan Plateau. To the north east the topography rises more sharply
at Cairnpapple and Cockleroy Hills as part of the Bathgate Hills. Beyond these to the
north is the River Forth and its wide estuary.

To the south of the Almond Valley lies a ridgeline upon which the settlements of
Whitbumn, Fauldhouse and Longridge sit. To the east, on the opposite side of the valley,
Blackburn and Seafield lie along a slight rise between the Almond Water and Bathgate.
Beyond this to the south the land falls again towards the Breich Water in another wide
valley in which the settlements of Breich, West Calder and Polbeth lie.

I@NI

These two watercourses meet to the south east of Seafield at a flattened area and
continue east through Livingston. The landscape continues to rise on the south side of
the Breich Water. These geographical features mean that there is variation in the
topography in a series of ridges and valleys running approximately east to west
changing the elevation north to south and meaning the elevation is more even from east
to west.

Core Paths

37

There are two core path within 2km of the proposed location and one national Cycle
Route. These are listed below and shown on drawing L1:

» National Cycle Route 75 (Core Path 1)
o Core Path 25 (Whitrigg Circular)
o Core Path 19 (East Whitburn to Stoneyburn)

Cultural Heritage

38

As a landscape which has been continuously settled for thousands of years the study
area has a range of cultural heritage features across it which range in age and historical
significance. Some of these will be more sensitive to potential visual impacts than
others but the following list of potential receptors has been compiled from a range of
sources but primarily the “Pastmap” online database, which provides map based
infomation on Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Gardens and Designed
Landscapes. To these, a list of Properties in Care within 10km has been added.

Scheduled Monuments (within S5km)

A. Bathgate Castle

B. Kirkton Old Parish Church
C. Gala Brae Standing Stone
D. Five Sisters Shale Bing

E. Raven Craig Cairn

Listed Buildings (within 2km)

F. East Whitbum House
G. Blackbum Village Bridge

Designed Gardens and Landscapes / Properties in Care / World Heritage Site
(within 10km)

a. Caimpapple Hill (PIC)
b. Torphichen Preceptory (PIC)
c. Harbum House (G&DL)
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Conservation

39

There are also several sites within the landscape which have been given a conservation
designation. These can be for a number of reasons due to their rarity as habitats for
ecology or geological significance or for their recognised aesthetic qualities. These may
be due to their location as rare undeveloped areas within a largely developed landscape
in order to protect them against future development. Those which have a specific visual
sensitivity such as Area of Great Landscape Value or Country or Regional Parks for
their recreational value and potential attraction to visitors who may experience visual
impact.

Conservation Designations (within 10km})

Bathgate Hills & Biackridge Heights (AGLV)
Polkemmet (Country Park)

Dechmont Law (AGLV)

Beecraigs (Country Park)

Slamannan Plateau (AGLV)

Muiravonside (Country Park)

Almondell & Calderwood (AGLV)

N, WON=

Conclusions

3.10 The sites location within the Scottish Central Belt means that the landscape of the study

area is an extensively developed one. This is a densely populated area with a mix of
residential and industrial receptors along with a high number of transport and
infrastructure, cultural heritage and conservation receptors. It is not necessarily the
case that these will experience a significant visual impact however, and it is likely that
impacts will be experienced to varying degrees throughout, and many will experience no
impact. The physical separation and nature of the development will mean that physical
impact upon the landscape will not be an issue. Section Six will assess in detail the
degree of visual impact that may be generated across the study area.
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4.2

4.3

Landscape Character and Capacity

Scottish Natural Heritage have published a series of Landscape Character Assessments
which seek to define the landscape character across Scotland, identify pressures upon
the character and provide guidance for future management and development of the
landscape in a manner to best protect its character. The majority of these studies are
now approximately twenty years old and, whilst many of the issues remain the same,
some of the pressures upon the landscape have evolved in this time. This is particularly
true of renewable energy where natural planning policy and public attitudes have altered
significantly in this time period.

The landscape of the site is defined in “The Lothians Landscape Character Assessment
(No 91), prepared by ASH Consuiting Group” where it is described as the Lowiand
Plateaux landscape character type:

Lowland Plateaux
“In the west of the region the lowland plains rise gently to merge with an undulating area

of plateaux. In addition to their topography, they are characterised by a rather wetter,
more exposed climate, heavier soils, and a land cover pattern dominated by grassland

types.”
This is further defined as the West Lothian Plateaux:

‘A heavily-modified lowland plateau landscape which shelves gently eastward to merge
gradually with the farmland plain of the lower Almond. The valley of the Almond barely
registers as a topographic feature in this broadly undulating and predominantly open
terrain. However a number of its southbank tributaries, including the Linhouse Water,
Breich Water, Murieston Water and West Calder Bum form narrow and deeply-incised
features which link the upland fringe of the Pentlands to the Lowland Plain. The plateau
is formed of folded sedimentary rocks of Carboniferous age, holding extensive oilshale
and coal bearing measures. To the east, igneous intrusions create a strongly rolling
terrain which peaks at Dechmont Law (217m) to the north of Livingston.

The land cover of the area consists almost entirely of improved pasture, divided by a
mixture of fences, thin fragmented hedgerows, small shelterbelts and broken lines of
hedgerow trees. Woodland is generally scattered and small to medium-scale, comprised
of coniferous, broadleaved and deciduous species. Significant areas of woodland and
shelterbelts define the layout of Livingston and enclose its edges. Stretches of wetter,
less cultivable land throughout the valley support rough grasses, scrub and marshy
hollows. At Tailend Moss, on the edge of Livingston, heather, cranberry and cotton-
grass constitute an important raised bog community. Further fragments of lowland
peatland are also of nature conservation value.

Imwl

The powerful influence of extensive industrial and residential developments from the
19th and 20th centuries has pervaded the agricultural plain. The oil-shale and mining
boom of the 19th century drastically reshaped the seftlements of the area including
Armadale, Addiewell and Bathgate, although the cores of the villages of Mid and East
Calder have remained relatively intact The remaining bings, the most prominent of
which is the Five Sisters near West Calder, provide visible reminders of the oilshale
industry, forming distinctive landmarks. Where oil-shale and colliery bings have been
reclaimed, e.g. at North Addiewell, they have begun to form valuable islands of
woodland and associated semi-natural habitats. More recently, 1960s and 1970s
housing estates and a shopping precinct have transformed the town of Blackbum.
Livingston New Town sprawls north and south of the River Almond, its layout of
lowdensity housing and industrial estates has engulfed the original village, along with
farmhouses and mansions which were scattered across this area prior to the 1960s.

The minor roads and access tracks which once served the area have been overiain by a
highly prominent and often visually intrusive transport and communications network
consisting of parallel and intersecting major roads, a railway line, the M8 moltorway and
associated structures and pylon lines.

The effects of the last two centunes, due to large-scale industrial and residential
development, have heavily modified the agricultural landscape, through degradation of
farmland and engulfment of older settlements. Despite being an open landscape, the
visual horizon is often dominated by modem architectural or infrastructural features.

Positive Attributes

= Matrix of productive agricultural grassland and scattered woodland, shelterbelt, and
hedgerow features;
» Localised areas of valuable semi-natural habitats.

Negative Attributes

» Open, gently undulating, visually sensitive terrain;

* Major transport and communications corridor with continuing pressures for expansion;
» Significant urban/rural fringe confiicts;

» Need for renewal and re-integration of land used by previous industry.

Key Strategic Aim

* In accordance with the Central Scolland Forestry Strategy, fundamental restructuring
is required through a range of measures o increase woodland cover and create a
new landscape framework of sufficient scale to accommodate continuing
development pressure.”

Landscape Capacity Study

44

In order to deal with the changing pressures relating to renewable energy development
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5.

Proposed Development

Proposed Turbine

51

The proposal is for a singie Enercon E48 turbine at the ALDI Stores Ltd distribution
depot near Bathgate. This will have a 50m tower with a blade tip height of 74m. The
rotor diameter will be 48m. It will be located at coordinates NS 968 664 at an elevation
of 159m AOD. It is described as follows by the manufacturer:

“The E-48 is a wind energy converter with a three bladed rotor, active pitch control,
variable operating speed and a rated power of 800 kW. Its 48 m rotor diameter and 50 —~
76 m hub heights enable the turbine to make efficient use of the prevailing wind
conditions at the respective sites fo produce electrical energy.

The main objective of ENERCON design and engineering is to minimise loads. All
turbine components are developed and constructed accordingly. The result is a turbine
which is, amongst other things, convincing due to its low load level and long service life.

Output controlled by variable speed allows the E48 to aftain maximum operation
efficiency without increasing operating loads in the full and partial load ranges and at the
same time prevents undesirable output peaks thus guaranteeing excellent yield and a
high quality of power fed into the gnid.”

Construction

52

Details of the construction traffic are set out in the traffic assessment document which
accompanies this proposal. The site sits in a well developed industrial or commercial
area with well established transport links. A crane will be required during the installation
process but this will sit upon the existing hardstanding adjacent to the proposed location
and will not require any temporary access tracks or crane pads to be installed. Additional
impact caused during installation wili therefore be restricted to the erection of a crane
during assembly which should not take more than a few days.

Decommissioning

53

Similarly during decommissioning the existing infrastructure should be sufficient to aliow
plant machinery to deconstruct and remove the turbine with a minimum of impact.

Imwl

7400 m

Sektion 2




Juawssasse ayj jo abeys
4oES e palapIsucd aq ued anoge ay) jo suonesydwi ayy jey) os auiqun) ayy woyy abuel
1nayy papas yoym sauobaleds ojul papiap usaq aaey siojdsoal Auepd jo sasodind ayy
104 -auiqun} e jo afues jensiA ay) Jo uogedipul ue samb jnq adeaspue| Buipunouns auy
yum diysuonejas ay) pue UOREJ0] 3L JO SSOUBISWNID By} uo puadap (im Siy) Ayjeas u|

“Juqisia sesp uy usss AuQ, st il ‘puoksg o unigl e
AUNGISIA JeB[D Ut Jusuiwoid AU, SLY UNOL-G e
Jusuiwold Alaanejey,, sl unjg-z o

«81mesy jusuiwoud aq o} @), st suIqIN} 8L} UDZ0 o

‘auiqun} wy/ e Buissasse uaym
pasapisuod ale sabues Bumojjo} ay) jey) pajsabbns si §i ‘siossasse ay} jo aouauadxa
ay} pue uonesibe) snomasd u uanib sabues ay} uo paseg WG J9A0 Sauiqin}
Jo} unjoz jo snipes e sysabbns HNS woyy osje ‘(Z1Loz Aienuqay) abejuay [eimeu ayy uo
sjesodoid ABiaua puim ajeas-jjews jo oedwy ay) Buissassy "HNS Aq paonposd aoanoeid
}sag Suliej PUIpA JO JUBLISSASSY [ensi/\ ul pabpajmouyoe se auiquny ayy woyy st Jojdaosal
8y} Jayuny ay) A|qesapisuod aonpal sjoedw) -a0.nos ay) o} Auwixosd Aq pajoaye Apeasb
st edw Jo [aAd) Ay} se ‘paIspisuod JsuYy S| UGNy ay} woy si Jojdaoal ay} souejsIp 8|

‘sisfjeue Buuinbas ‘siojdecal se paiapisuod Os[e ale Yoym sxiomjau
91940 pue syed Ajunod ‘syjed 2109 ‘sajnos pJodsues se YoNS sainjeay JBYo ale alay)
SJUWIASS Sy} 0} UOYIPPE U| "SUOHEIO] BS3Y) WO B]qIsSOd 2q JoU |[IM SMIIA JBY) MOYS
seale Jeajp pue auiqin} ay) Jo AIqISIA [eoyaloay} B moys sease painojor) -Ajisnonaid
paquosap poyaw ayy Buisn pasedard ussq sey yoym wesbeip ALZ 10 AqQISIA
|eaaioay] Jo SauoZ 3yl moys ey pue g1 sbBumelq -apew usaq sey a)s auj jo
SnIpes unj0] e uIygim alf yolym Ssjuswiaas uiew ayj uodn joedwi ay) Jo JUSWISSSSSE Uy

89

L9

99

s10)daoey

‘papedun |eguajod aq piNod yoym siojdaoal 1amay ase asayy asaym punoib ybiy jo sease
0} pajouisal si yoiym Aiqisia passyess A1aa SMOYS A1 Z aY) ays pasodold ayy Joj unjgl
puofeg -sased Auew ui suonoaip asay} uf Jey Buipuaixa woy smala usnaxd o} djpy
litM JuRWIRNAS pue JaAod day} Jo Aysuap ybiy pue AydeiBodoy pauea ssa| aug jnq JopLIcD

Iwwl

8N pue Aajje/\ puowipy auyj Buoje jsam pue JSea auj 0} JBYHNY PUSIXS SMBIA [EONAI08Y |
"SM3IA SUIBJUOD XNEBSJE|{ UBUBWIWE|S Pasiel auy} }SaMYLoU ay} 0} pue SMalA UIBjSuod
siiH ajebyeg ay; iseaypou ay} oy -ynos ay) o} punosb pajejndod ssa| pue ‘saybiy
ay} uo anuyuod pue Lajjep Jalem yoiaug ay) Aq pajdnusiul ase ynos ay} 0} smalA
se adeospue| £ajjea ay} Aq pajeoip Aueao alow s| APIGISIA [BORBI0BY) By UNG puokag
"Xneajeld UBUBWLWE|S Ay} SpIemo} sasu adeaspue| sy} Se }Sam pue YHou auyj 0} SIndo0
os[e syl "sAsjjeA Jajep yoialg pue puowly au usamiaq abpu ayj Jo apis wayinos
ay} uo sjjey puej ayy se adojeaua |ensia ayy dn yeaiq o} suibaq Aajep puowjy ayy
o AydeiBodoy} ay) asaym wjg 0} Jua}sSISUOd sulewal AYIqISIA [BORaI08Y} 3y} unjZ puokeg

‘asay) Aq paouspadxa
edwl [ensiA Jo [aA8] 3y} SUILLLB)SP O] UOIDAS SIY} JO SSIN0D Y} Ul USXEUSPUN 3q |IIM
abue sy} 1e s10)daoal ay) Jo ||e Jo JuawSSasSe pajielap ¥ "sniped sty uiyum Ajped jses)
je 3y [|e Aesuojow g 3y} pue suuej pue sbuipjoyjjews awos se |[am Se apisieq4 pue
fiiysig ‘OpISAUYM 'SSOJIYDU| "YOu| ‘WiNgyoe|d “WINGUUA "WINGIUAA 1SBT] JO SjusWwapies
8yl -18n00 9ay Jo sbBuippng se yons (9A9] punosb Jnoge s9pDEISqO IO SUBWSIS
Buuaaios Aue Junodoe ojul axe) Jensmoy jou Sa0p SIY} ‘pajels sy ‘unjz jo abues e
je adeaspue| aigua ay} sono AujqisiA [eola10aY) sjoipald yolym A 1 Z B smoys £ Bumelq

§59

9

wyQZ 1an0 adojaaua [ensip

‘sisA|eue a)is-uo yym uay
pue Apnjs dopjsap ybnosyy pasepisucd usaq aAey siojdadal jensia asay)  -siojdadal
[ENSIA SB O} PaLajal 8Je WOy U23S 3q UBD AS 3Y} YoIyM WOy Sjuawas|g 'SISY)o uey)
Aysuss [ensia Jo saibap Jeybiy e aaey jim YaIym ‘sease aq M assy} ‘ALZ Yl UMM

‘uonejuasasdal ype3 aleg, e si pue adeospue] ayy ul
SAUNJONAS JIng JO SJUSWISRISS JO JUNOJDE OU SANE} [apow punoib ay) -suoje adeosspuej
ay) jo Aydeubodo) ay uo paseq uass aq Ued aJis 3Y) YOIYM WOL SBAIE 3U} SMOYS Bjep
indino ALZ 8yy “Asmung aoueupiQ Aq paljddns ejep 31404 d uuo4-pue [eaydesbodoy
pue asemyos sisAjeue |spow punosb ybBnosyy paysyqelse usaq sey A1Z 2yl

‘ajnsu| adeaspue ay) Aq paysiqnd ‘Zooz uonp3 pucoss
Juswissassy [ensi\ pue adedspuen Joj saulaping, ul N0 }8S POUISW By} SMOJ[0}
sisAleue ay) ‘suonoas snonaid 8y ul paquosap SIOOE) [eniXajucd 8y} usab pue
adeospue| siyy uiypm suiquny ayy Aq pasned sjoedwn A2y auy) JaA00 0} snipes ajenbape
ue se paJapIsuod si siy| ‘siskjeue [ensiA pajiejap e 10} Pasn alojaloy} Sem ajis ay} woy
suopodaup e ur unjgz Jo ease ue Apms siy} jo sasodind ayy Jo4 "USSS aq pPiNOM Buiqin}
ay} yoym woy pue| jo [aed sy} ‘9 ‘ejeasd o) pajedogue aq pinom juawdojaAsp
pasodoud sy} eyl (ALZ) AqisiA [eogasoay) jo auoz ay jo Apnis e si Bumojioj syl

€9

9

1’9

AuqisiA (eanasoayy jo auoz

sjoedw| [ensSIA



INwI

E Visual Envelope 0-2km

e
o*” See
\\\\ EA N
»? Yo .
4 o .. Visual Envelope 2-55km
-,
e
(S
b))
.
5
. A
LN _ _ Visual Envelope 5-10km
"
.
OO
~ L
* .2 .
X B visual Envelope 10-20km
s
\l‘l‘lllllllllh(li . *'
\\!\\ L llll D‘
PP Sy, £ Y
I@%\\ 10110 OO
P LS \ )
5 », L)
& AN )
o+ ~
7~ * A
K4 \¥ h Y
4 \'ﬂ\lluni./ ) #-
A - .. s
~~§ %\\ /f ov- -.-
; 2 X s H
-.~ 7 var- % . ]
[ 2 Kt 2 5 i 1
e I3 3 H H
H : . Airg S o N
. : & i P S e H
H : H 1 : :
1 H : LOP = 1
. B .-. [ ]
H Y / e, :
A L% o 354 ‘n
B \ y i
-.- ol'»ca ~- uh - ..
s . o ] .b
ov JI.:' v \\ hsi ]
. a/‘\\\ ’ [
. .
hX ” [
. & ¥
S o 7
400 \.\ ..
- \‘
hN 4 &
X G ~~
s -7 : A
llllll = - - i ﬂh
et T VS o i 73
&
\5
QQ
&
. ¢ Proposed Turbine
/! J«.ﬁ\ ropose urpin
.
(4
£2 A3 ‘Q ﬂ J
% ALDI STORES Ltd, BATHGATE
557
i t\\ L3 ZTV to 20km
» : ¥
o o \\\ Januaary 2014
l" 5 Pid
v -®
~uo oL Ty
e " I (1 .ru,. -
.'l...'.l.l llll‘l“‘ r Lar ~K.-_4§§—l y




auIqIN} 8Y) WOy uny/ | || ~ WINGUYM JseT ‘Aaqqeauimg
Mo —jaeduwy J0 [9A37]

*mo| A1an aq pjnom abuey jo apnjiubew inq
N0 pajnu Ajlaiua aq Jouued SMALA ‘SMalA Aue uo 10aye Buiusalos e aAey pINom LoIym
1sam ay} o} Ajjelpawiwi peos ay) jo apis ay) Buoje JoA0D 2ay asnjew pue PuBjpooMm Jo
eale ofiig| B S1 219y "1S9M 3y} O} alj PINOM YDIYM Buigin} ay} Jo uonoaulp ay} woly Aeme
yinos Buoe} mos paoewusy e uj ay sBuyamp ayy jo Auolew ay) ~ abueyd jo apnyubeyy

Joedw [ensia 0} Apaiisuas ybiy e aaey |jim
j0)desal siy| "SpeajsaLwoy |ein JO JBJSN[O B Jo sasudwiod Juawaas sty — ApAnisuag

auiqun} ayy woy uny,ze '0— (sbuipeays ayl) wnig
wnipay —joedwy o [9AaT]

‘wingpaw aq pinom abueyd Jo apniubey
‘g|qissod aq pjnom ape|q 8y JO SMaIA Jey) ueaw pinom Jybisy s Ing uoneso] aulgny
pasodoid 8y} jo ypou ajeipswi ay) 0} asnoyasem abie| ayy Aq peusasos Ajlened
aq pinom SIy| ‘aulun} au} spiemo} adedspue| ay} SSOIOe SMAIA 8q PINOM aIay) pue
x3[dwod uue} 3y} Jo SpIS WaSam ay} uo S)is asnoyuuey syl — abueyd jo apnyubep

‘Joedu
[ensia 0} Ajapisuas winipaw e aaey |m Joydsoal siyy ‘uuey Buppom e sy - AjAnisuas

aulqin} 3y} woy unjg9.L’g — uued |iiypuels
Mo —jaeduwy JO |aAaT]

moj lian aq
pinom abueyo jo apnjubew ng Aywixosd asop ayy o) anp Buipying [ewsnpuy abie| sy}
anoge ulewas Aew smala awog -auiqun) pasodasd pue sojdaocas ay) uaamjaq Buippng
[ebeN auyany| abse| ay) jo aouasasd ay) pue adeospue| ay) uj 1aAcd aasy Aq pajebiyiw
Jayuny aq pinoMm siyl 'auiqUN) Ay} SPIemo) UOROSS [eRUSPISal By} WO SM3IA Jeap aq
10U PiNOM 3134} JBL) SUBSW SIY] "}Sam pue Jsea ‘yuou ey o) Bulkj sBuipingino ay} yim
xajdwod uue} ay} Jo apis WILYINOS 3y} uo s)Is asnoyuue} ay) — abueys jo apnyubew

“Joedu
|lensia o) ApARISUSS winipaws B aAeY [IIM Jojdadal Siy) ‘wuey Bupom e Sy - AJADISUSS

auIQIN} By} WOL WHZY/ 0 ~ MEYSHIOd

81’9

L9

91’9

GL'9

jawdojeaag woay wzZ-g

-adesspue|
ay} ssoie Aajoe [eunynoube Jo eusnpu; jo uogediojue [eisuab e pue sBuipingino
jesnynoube jo aouasaid ay) Aq pajebpiu aq usyo Aew asayy ybnoyle smaia
uaueuuad say) w sabueyo o) angisuas aq | SPIOYasNOY |eJfU 10 SPEBjSULIE] |[BLS

14%°]

S13TNVH TIVINS ANV SONITIIMA ‘SINNVH

Iwwl

ot

uoneAIasuoD ainjeN
abejuay jeaming

sa)noy podsues]

sabejip pue sumo]

sjajwey [jewg pue sbujjjamq ‘suue4

0 0 0 0O

:mojaq pajsy se sauobajes g ojuy pajeiedas uaaq aney siojdsoas Bumojjoy ay |

ybiH

wnipapy o} y6iH
wnpay

Mo o) wnipapy
mo

auoN / a|qibyBaN

‘Slang)
XIS J0 auo 0} BuipIoaoE passasse Loea ale joedwil JO |3AS] By} Pue AJARISUSS JO 9A8] By |

‘a|qissod si se uoloayal e anyy se Juasaidal | Joedu
jug)nsas ay} Jewy} papuajul i )| "UOReAIBSqo ays Uo pue ejep [edisAyd uo Juswssasse
ay} Buiseq ybBnouy) “payyose adeospue) sy jo uodo jeuoissajosd ayy o} 1o3igns si
siy) ‘[esodoud ay} Buguawadwy Aq pasned abueyo jo apnjiubew ay) pue Jojdaoal ayj jo
Auaisuas ay) ‘10idadal ay) o) aduejSIp ay) uonelapIsuod ojul saye} oedw Buginsal ay )

uasald Je sjsixa jeym o) uogejal uy jesodoid ayy Aq pasnes abueyg jo apnyubew, ay}
s1 paausp Ppedwy pajipaid jueynsas v ‘fesodosd ay) jo b ug maia ayy jo uonisodwiod
lles;eno 8y} pue smaln Aewud jo uogeuauo ayy ‘(Jo oe| J0) sjuswsala Buusaios
pue saimjea} Bugsixa ay) ‘suiquny ay} o} souejsip ay} junoaoe ojui Bupje) ‘abueyo
I sify moy Bupoipaid pue soydadar ay) woyy ays ay} jo main Bunsixa ay) Buissasse
Aq pautuualap aq [m siy] “pajuawajdwi aq juswdojanap ay) pinoys ‘Jojdasal e woy
smaln auy ul abueyo Jo apnpubew pajoipasd e ysiiqelsa jim yaiym Apmis ayis ybnoiy uay)
pue ‘[spow A)Z 8y} uo paseq Ajjsuy ‘passasse usay) ale [esodosd ayy jo spedwt ayl

“J0)daoal yoea 10j UaAIB sI uoneoyisselo AjAgisuas Yoes Jo uoneuejdxa
jouq e pue ased yoes ul Liea [[m AJAQISUSS JO |9A8] BYL °SS8] UaAS aAeYy Aew sainjea)
JUOJSIY JO SBJIS UOHBAIBSUCD AWOS pue AJANSuas ssa| aney Aew suue} pue saxa|dwos
[eujsnpui ‘sejnos podsues) "anjea pajeubisap yum sadedspue| Jo SUOROBIJE JSUNOY [IIM
se (sMmaln Aiepuoodas 418y} Ul Juajxa Jassa| e 0} pue) smala Auewud Jlay) ui oedw [ensia
0} Aagisuas ybiy Ajjenqualod e aAey [im S3OUBPISAS JUBUBULBY ‘Souapisal Jusueuusd
e 40 ma Buissed e "a'1 aray; ase Asy) uoseas ayj pue juswdojeasp e aas ybjw oym
a|doad jo Jaquunu ay} a1 Jojdeces ayj Jo ainjeu ay) Jo UopesspIsucd ybnoly) pessasse
si siyl Joedw o) Ayuqudsosns sy uiepsose o) passpisuod uayy s Jojdecas ayy jo
Ayamisuas ay) -auiqun} ay) woy si sojdasal ay) sayuny ayy A|qesspisucd sonpal speduw)

€19

A%

L9

oL'9

69

s{oAa] Joedus; Jo uogeuuuslaq



Imwl

e
“
\\\\ ll"
i o
PN S
? e
o (S
AMO g S
Q N
A \\ b 3
Vg A
o (N
. R4 Bathgate Hills AGLV loo
0 >
4 >
4 h )
& LY
NQ O'
§§ "
[ 4 A 3
QQ ’C
p——
’ \\\ = O'
; " 3 (Y
] - = .,
g Blackndge Heights & 7 \ . w'a
P \ .
8 AGLY o e ) §
’ o N 'y
.§ A\ oa- ) "
[ i A (
: e T :
q ¥ N A Y 8
[] ) ¢ ¥ / = (Y 3
'} -~ » - . F 3 “
H H (5 ’ . . v H
I J . y - AL N ; &
H i 4 > f :
H : S 3 - ¢ k
.n |
H H g
I :
: : i <
[ H H [}
' Ratkemmet j ¥ g i .
3 Cauntry Ay : H K
3 amn . 3 w g : [ 3
1 3 : ]
] AalT N > ~-
. y -
H e : ]
[} 4 T ]
A [
s \ ; .\ ’
s b K 1
. A 0 f
. o s s
A Y s, g~ *. [
(Y :oov :ﬂ.@. ' .'\Q »
vv “a ] v QQ.
Oﬂ 4!/'/ \m 7 Q.
. - 7
" e b d
£ e ————— - 4 r
LY &
A ) &
LY &
LY 4
L 4
0y 3
AN A
’0‘ Q’Q
~ o
(N &
(S &
L 3 4
(S &
LY o
LS 0
~ Ry
s »*
®
o’
o7

FL Visual Envelope 0-2km

E Visual Envelope

2-55km

D Visual Envelope 5-10km

Vv:ono Montages Points

MwN Proposed Turbine

~

7

ALDI! STORES Ltd, BATHGATE
L4 ZTV to 10km

Januaary 2014

Latdscaps Archrtecta o




‘moj A2 aq pjnom abueyp jo apnjubely ‘smala Aue woy pausalds aq pinoys
sBuiping jo 2102 utew ay} Ing xajdwod aigua By} WOy PAJUNOISIP 8q JOUUBD SMBIA
"10}da0a) SIY} WOJj BUIQIN} By} JO SMBIA USROS 0} djay pINoMm JUBW[IES ay) JO Sashoy
3y} pue WNGHUYAA IseT jo juawayas au o) Juadelpe say| siy) — abueyd jo apmyuubew

oedwi |ensia o)
Awsuss winipaws e aaey |m s01dedas siy) ‘ays Aisnpul [einynoube ue sy - ApAisuag

auiun} au woy unigeg'| —aRuaY uetysanby sbuipjary sy

wnipay — joeduwj jo [aAa

‘wnipaws 03 ybiy aq pinom abueyo

jo apnyubeyy ) woy adedspue| ay) ssoioe ajqissod aq PINOM BUIGIN} Sy} JO SMAIA pue
Asjlep puowiy ay} spiemo} Bupjool yinos saoey soydacas siy) — eBueys jo apnyubeyy

“oedw ensia o} AAjisuas winipaw
e aney jim sojdacas siy) “ays Ansnpur [emynoufbie pue uuey Buppom e sy - Aagisuag

auiqin} ay} woy unji6/ | ~wue [leyssop

wnipafy —319edwy jo @A

‘winipaw aq pjnom

abueyo yo spnyubeyy “adeaspue ayj u 1ays ojul swos pinom Bujusalos awos ybnowye
ajqissod aq pinom BuiGUN} By} JO SMIIA PUE BPIS WIBJSEd By} UO say asnoy Buiemp
ulew ay| ‘djepeluy SpIemo} Isam alj o} sal| Jojdeoas siy| ~ abueyd jo apnyuube

‘oedw
[ensia o} Aiagisuss winipsw e aney [ Jojdaoal siy) ‘uuey Buppom e sy - Aiapisuag

aulquN} U} WoJj UBjLEY'| —Ie aueqo] ([eH

o|qibyBan ~3oedwy jo jana

"8|qibijbau

aq pinom abueyd jo opnyubeyy ‘sasnoy ay) paye o} A@yun ase ssay} nq Joydanal
3y} Jo sped awos woy pajuncosip aq Jouued Sape|q ay} Jo SMIIN\ "9)IS ay} JO uopoausp
3 Ul SMIIA USRS pINoMm LNoS 3y} o) auy Aemjies ey} Buoje 19a00 3311 ‘MejoIssAay
JO isam 3Sjelpawwi ay) o) soy J3sn |eguapisas siyj —~ abueys jo apmuubeyy

“oedu [ensia o} Apagisuas ybiy
€ aAey [ Jojdaoal S|y} ‘SpeR]SaLWIoY [BIN JO JSISND B O} UOISIBAUOD € SY - AJARISUAS

SuiquN} 3y} WOy WH9G’| —uLIe 3PISAUYA
a|qib)BaN ~ joeduy jo |ane

‘a|qibyfau aq pjnom abueyo jo apnyubew
Inq 12A0d 82y} ay) anoge sjqissod aq Aew sapejq au} Jo smalp ‘Bunemp oy jo Isea

S7A]

¥Z9

€29

4A"]

Ioml

111

ay} woy yinos Bujuuni Ajsjeipewwy jjeq aas e yoym ‘iojdesas pue suiqin} pasodaid
ay) usamjaq adesspue| auy uj 1oAca 8a4 Jo saibap ybly e si asay) siyy puokaq Ing Jeyuny
AuieD 0} SMAIA MOJE PINOM YOIYM LINoS ayy o} spjey uado Jo soeds sea e s) asay)
samyinos Buioey uieBe ypou ay o) say peajsawoy |esns siy) - abueys jo apmuubeyy

Joedwy
[ensia o} Anaisuas ybiry e aaey | Jojdeoas sy ‘peajsawoy (i e sy - Aagisuag

auiqin} ay) woy W/’ | ~mefeisshay
alqibijbaN —3oedw jo [9aa

“1enamoy 31qibyBau aq pinom abueys jo apnyubepy Ino pajns Ajaumua aq jouued
S3pe|q 3y} Jo SMaIA Inq Joaya Bujuaaids e aney PINOM YOIUM }i Ylim PAJRIDOSSE JAN0D 3al)
Jo saibap e sey aull Aemjies sy Jsam ay) yum ajebuyjeg Bupjuy auy Aemyies ay) jo apis
YHou 8y} uo uuey sulel 1SS Jo yuou sy o} say Auadoud siy) — abueys jo apnyubey

Joedwy
[ensiA o} Angisuas ybiy e sAey [im Jojdaoal siy) ‘peajSaWOY (eI € Sy - Aagisuag

suiqun} ay} woy unigyy' | —~abeno aue apisapym
Mo —joeduwy jo [aaa]

"Moj 2q o} Ajay st abueyo
jo apnyubew jnq papieBassip Ajoique aq Jouued SMIIA BSBY] "SMAIA USAIOS PINOM
YolyM uuej ayy Jo ynos Alejeipawil Jjoq aan auy} pue you| wajses je juawidojansp
ay) se yons adeospue| sy} ui juawad Auew ale asayy Aeas U] "ALZ ay) o} Bupiosoe
auiqun} ay jo smala sey Ajeguajod pue sBuiping wuej 4o xaidwod e plwe woy ynos
s)oo] asnoy Buyjjamp syl 1samyiiou ay o) say Joydadas siy) ~ abueyd 30 apnyubeyy

oedwi [ensia 0} AJAYISUSS winipaws e aAey
flim so)daoal siy} ‘uofesado [eLsnpul ue MOU pue ey BUBLOM J3ULC) B Sy - APARISUSS

suiqun} 8y} woy WHEZZ'| —~ Sureyy ISap
wnipa 03 ybi ~joedw J0 (aAaT]

‘wnpaw 03 y6iy aq
pinom abueyo Jo apnyubew sjenamoy oaye Bunebaiw e aAey pinom yoIyM ajs pasodoid
ayy o) xau sbuipynq abe| sy Aq pue punociBaloy ayy up seay Aq pauaalos aq pjnom
Ued Jamoj ay) “suiqun} pesodosd ay} 0} adedspue] au} SSOI0E SMAIA J0alIP SABY PNOM
pue AsjjeA ay} sscuoe LIou 808} SWOS JNG SUOHOBIP SNOUBA Uj PSJBJUSLIO a8 Sasnoy
8yl -Aemuojow g ay Jo apis aysoddo ay; uo dn asu o} suibaq pue| ay} se Aajep
PUOW[y 8L SSOI0E LPNOS 3Y) 0} SaY| sasnoy Jo dnoub |jews siy) — abueyd jo apnyubegy

‘oedw; [ensia o} Ayanisuas yBiy e aaey jim
Jojdacal S| "spesjsalwoy [eun Jo JGISN[o e Jo sasudwion Juswepas siyl - Miagisuag

A

0c9

619



Level of impact - Low
6.26 Torbanehill Mains— 1.961km from the turbine

Sensitivity - As a working farm, this receptor wili have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — The main dwelling of the farm lies to the south facing in that
direction. It lies low in the landscape relative to the proposed turbine and views would
be at least partially screened by tree cover over the distance. Magnitude of change
would be negligible.

Level of impact — Negligible
Beyond 2km from Development

6.27 Beyond this range there are many farms and dwellings within the landscape although
these are generally restricted to the low lying valiey. These small holdings generally
tend to be sheltered and often lie in tree covered surroundings. This means that views
would diminish quickly and whiist some receptors would have some clear views of the
proposed turbine the majority would not and the distance would begin to mitigate and
changes to views or impacts experienced by any receptors where views are present.

Conclusion

6.28 There are a few individual farm buiidings and homesteads within 2km of the site
however the larger settlements, industrial development and transport infrastructure
mean that these are not extensively present and already lie within a context of
development. Impact levels can therefore be considered to be generally lower as the
magnitude of change created in introducing a further industrial eJement will be less
significant than in other, more rural locations.

TOWNS AND VILLAGES

6.29 These receptor types refer to larger rural settiements, villages and towns. These groups
of receptors are made up of a range of individual receptors of significant levels of
sensitivity including many listed buildings. Sensitivity will therefore be high. This is
generally mitigated by the increase in density of screening elements within these types
of receptors such as tree cover and built structures. Often they are also associated with
water courses and historically are located in sheltered niches in the landscape helping to
further limit views in some directions.

0-2km from Development

6.30 Inchcross — 404m from the turbine to nearest property

IF@I

12

6.31

6.32

Sensitivity — This small hamlet lies to the north of the site. As a residential settlement it
will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change ~This small settlement is a relatively new development of iarge
detached houses across the A7066. The houses most affected would be those on the
southern edge adjacent to the 'A’ road although none of these face directly south
towards the turbine being orientated east and west. Views of the turbine would be clear
from the southern edge if not for the large warehouse structure on the south side of the
AT7066 which would in fact screen much of the turbine leaving views of the blade tips
only. At this close range the movement of the biades would have an increased visual
impact but the screening effect of the buildings on the majority of the turbine would
mitigate this to some degree. Overall magnitude of change would be medium based on
the houses on the southern side of the development. The effects of any shadow flicker
upon these dwellings should also be considered but is beyond the scope of this study.
(Photo montage 1 shows the view from close to this location. Other images were taken
within the housing estate but buildings and tree cover on the boundary with the A7066
meant that there were no clear views of the site which would be suitable for the creation
of a photo montage. This has obvious implications for the potential visual impact from
this estate.)

Level of Impact — Medium

Inch, West of Simpson Primary School — 601m from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This new housing development lies to the east of the site. As a residential
area it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change —This large new development is currently under construction.
Some of the houses on southern and western boundaries would have views of the
turbine. Within the development clear views would quickly become screened by other
development. Magnitude of change would be high for those houses on the nearest
edge of the development although this would diminish quickly within the development
and with distance from the turbine. Some views would remain within the site in some
places where localised circumstances allow. (Photo Montage 2 shows the view from the
roundabout at the entrance to this development on the A7066.)

Level of Impact - High
Redmill ~ 920m from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity ~ This small hamlet lies in a small valiey to the south of the site. As a
residential settiement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change ~This small settlement lies to the south across the M8 on the
south of the Aimond Valley. It lies low in the valiey close to the river on its north side.
There is much tree cover in the valley particularly next to the river. This would help to
screen views from many places in the settlement but the close proximity means that
views are likely from the southern side of the settlement at least of the blades and upper
areas of the turbine. Magnitude of change would be medium.

Level of Impact ~ Medium
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6.41

6.42

6.43

6.44

Sensitivity — This large town lies to the east of the site. As a residential settiement it
will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — The town lies on a relatively flat piateaux on the northem side
of the Almond Valley although the topography begins to rise on the north eastern side of
the town. The flat nature of the landscape and the dense development with a
considerable industrial sector in the west and south adjacent to the M8 corridor means
that there are unlikely to be views of the turbine from sensitive residential areas for the
majority of the settiement. Some views may start to become possible on the eastem
side as the land rises up but these will be over a greater distance and Magnitude of
change will be low.

Level of impact - Low

Armadale— 2.31km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This large village lies to the north west of the site. As a residential
settiement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change ~The topography and tree cover in the landscape mean that
views will generally not be possible from this settlement particularly the westem side
where the ZTV shows that theoretical views are not possible. In the rest of the
settlement views would be screened by built form and tree cover. Magnitude of change
would be negligible. (Photo montage 3 demonstrates views from the east side of
Armadale.)

Level of Impact ~ Negligible
Seafield— 3.36km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This village lies to the east of the site. As a residential settiement it will
have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — Seafield sits upon the area of raised land between Bathgate an
the River Almond. Some views will be possible however from the northern edge of the
village looking back towards the site. Magnitude of change would be medium to low.

Level of Impact — Medium to Low

Stoneyburn— 3.61km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This small hamiet lies in the Breich Water Valley to the south of the site.
As a residential settlement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — The ZTV shows that only a small part of Stoneyburn will have
potential views of the turbine. In reality screening elements will reduce views to a
negligible level. Magnitude of change will be negligible

Level of Impact -~ Negligible
Longridge — 4.13km from the turbine to nearest property

Imml

14

6.45

6.46

Sensitivity — This small hamlet lies along a ridge to the south west of the site. As a
residential settlement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — Views across the wide Almond Valiey will be possibie from the
northern edge of the site before the settlement extends south over the ridge into lower
ground. This will screen the majority of the settlement from views but clear views will be
possible from the northem edge. Magnitude of change will be medium reducing quickly
to none. (Photo Montage 6 shows the view from the A706 at the edge of Longridge)

Level of Impact — Medium

Loganlea— 4.29km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This small hamlet lies to the south east of Stoneybum. As a residential
settiement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — The ZTV shows the majority of the settlement will have no
possible views. Again screening elements will allow no views in reality. Magnitude of
change will be none

Level of Impact - None
Addiewell — 4.49km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — This village lies in a valley to the south east of Stoneybumn and Loganlea.
As a residential settlement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change —Views will not be possible from this settlement due to the
topography and other screening elements. Magnitude of change will be none.

Level of Impact — None

5-10km from Development

6.47

6.48

Bridgehouse/Bridgecastie — 5.2km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — As a residential settlement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change —~These small settiements sit to the north of Armadale and are
unlikely to have clear views of the turbine from many locations. Some views may be
possible but these would be mostly screened and over some distance. Magnitude of
change will be negligible.

Level of Impact ~ Negligible
Torphichen — 5.4km from the turbine to nearest property

Sensitivity — As a residential settlement it will have a high sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change —~The ZTV shows scattered potential views. These are unlikely to
be significant and magnitude of change would be negligible

Level of Impact — Negligible
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will help to screen the turbine, at least in part. There will inevitably be a visual impact
upon some dwellings that will be deemed negative by some residents as is the nature of
turbine developments in the view of the public. It will be mitigated by the industrial
nature of the landscape however and this must also be measured against the current
favourable national policy towards wind energy. The concept of a landmark turbine in
this area also suggests that some visibility of the turbine will be acceptable and a
positive feature provided that a reasonable stand-off can be maintained. The industrial
surroundings of the immediate vicinity of the proposed location will act as a buffer to a
large degree to maintain this stand-off.

TRANSPORT ROUTES

6.60

Receptors travelling along main transport routes will experience a constantly changing
view of the surrounding countryside. Some views will be brief and others may change
more gradually over distance but all will generally be briefly experienced and the degree
of impact will alter quickly as progress is made on the route. Orientation relative to
direction of travel can also be a factor as views which fall directly in the line of sight will
be more noticeable than those lying perpendicular to the direction of travel.

0-2km from Development

6.61

6.62

A7066 - 0.325km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a main local route carrying heavy traffic. It will have a medium
sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — The stretch of this road between Whitehill Industrial Estate and
the roundabout with the A801 will have fairly clear views of the turbine to the south
although the base will be partially screened by the large warehouse buildings when
travelling adjacent to them in the western half of this section of the road. Further east of
the Whitehill Industrial Estate the tree cover and built elements will screen views.
Magnitude over this stretch will be high however. (Photo Montages one and two
illustrate views from this road.)

Level of Impact - Medium
M8 - 0.495km from the turbine

Sensitivity — This is the main road link between Glasgow and Edinburgh and the
busiest route in Scotland. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change —~ Views from the M8 will only be possible from a relatively short
stretch between Polkemmet Country Park and Blackburn. From Polkemmet to the new
Heartlands development to the south of the M8 views will be broken up by elements in
the landscape and views of the blades are all that are likely to be possible. (Photo
montage five demonstrates view from this direction close fo the M8 at Heartlands.)
Between Heartlands and East Whitburn views will become clearer but will still be
partially screened by tree cover. Clear views will be possible between East Whitbum
and Blackburn at the closest sections of the M8 to the site around Junction 4. Further
east views of the turbine are obscured from view. This is because the busy road tends

Imml
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6.63

6.64

6.65

6.66

to pass through a depressed channel in the landscape particularly relative to built up
areas. There is also a high degree of tree cover and structure planting along this
corridor which helps to screen views over distance from the majority of the road. There
are a number of large industrial buildings in this particular section of the road which add
of the screening effect. Over this stretch, around junction 4, the magnitude of change
will be high but over the road as a whole it will be low.

Level of Impact -~ Medium
A801 - 0.495km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change —~ Views will be possible from this road in the stretch between the
M8 and the Kuehne Nagel buildings. Further north this large building will screen views
of the turbine and beyond this partially screened views in scattered pockets will be
possible. Magnitude of change will be high to medium and will diminish with distance
northwards. (Photo montage 3 illustrates the view from close to the junction with the
A89)

Level of Impact — Medium
B7002 - 0.695km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road will be used primarily as local access and will be of a low to
medium sensitivity.

Magnitude of change — This road extends north from the roundabout on the A801.
Views will be possible from scattered points along this road but will mostly be at least
partially screened by the large building to the north and by tree cover in the landscape.
Magnitude of change would be low.

Level of Impact - Low
AT706 - 0.720km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — This road approaches the roundabout on the A801 and
becomes the A7066 north of the site. There would be some views of the turbine
although partially screened by tree cover and buildings. These views will become more
screened with distance to the west. Magnitude of change will be medium to low.
(Photo Montage 6 shows the view from the A706 at the edge of Longridge)

Level of Impact ~ Medium to Low
AT705 - 1.150km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a main local route carrying heavy traffic running parallel with
the M8 through the area. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual impact.
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6.75

6.76

6.77

6.78

6.79

would however be negligible. (Photo Montage 3 shows the view from the A89 near
Armadale).

Level of Impact — Negligible
A800 — 2.46km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change —~ Views may be possible from the northem section of this road
where this road leaves the A801. This will be over some distance and the lower
sections of the turbine would be screened. Further south on the road views would be
screened, particularly when entering Bathgate. Magnitude of change would be
negligible.

Level of Impact — Negilgible
B7066 — 2.53m from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road will be used primarily as local access and will be of a low to
medium sensitivity.

Magnitude of change — This road passes along the north side of Whitburn. It will have
views of the turbine in places and magnitude of change would be medium to low.

Level of Impact — Medium to Low
B7069 — 2.69km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road will be used primarily as local access and will be of a low to
medium sensitivity.

Magnitude of change — This passes through the centre of Whitbum and will be
screened by the buildings. Magnitude of change will be none.

Level of Impact - None
A779 - 3.5km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — Views of the turbine are unlikely to be possible from this road
which lies at the edge of Livingston. Magnitude of change would be negligible.

Level of Impact — Negligible
B7015 — 3.71km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road will be used primarily as local access and will be of a low to
medium sensitivity.

Magnitude of change — This road runs in the Breich Water valley to the south of the
Almond Valley and it is unlikely that significant views of the turbine would be possible.
Magnitude of change would be negligible.
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6.80

Level of Impact - Negligible
B7010 — 4.37km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road will be used primarily as local access and will be of a low to
medium sensitivity.

Magnitude of change — This road runs also in the Breich Water Valley to the south of
the Aimond Valley and it is unlikely that significant views of the turbine would be
possible. Magnitude of change would be negligible.

Level of Impact — Negligible

5-10km from Development

6.81

6.82

6.83

A71 - 5.1km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — This is a busy road running approximately parallel with the M8
to the south. This road runs through the Beich Water Valley through West Calder and
other settliements. The topography combined with the distance and screening elements
in the landscape will mean that significant views are not likely to occur along the route.
Any views which occur would be brief, over distance and perpendicular to the direction
of travel. Magnitude of change would be negligible.

Level of Impact — Negligible
A704 — 5.4km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — This road leaves the A71 west of West Calder and heads south
west over the higher ground towards Forth. Views over the topography are more
possible but the increased distance and developed context of the landscape would
mean that significant change in views is unlikely. Magnitude of change would be low.

Level of Impact - Low
A899 — 8.7km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This road is a busy local route. It will have a medium sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — This road passes through the centre of Livingston. Views of
the turbine would not be possible and magnitude of change would be none.

Level of Impact -~ None

Conclusion

6.84

The main transport receptor within the area is the M8 motorway. This will have views of
the turbine from a section close to Junction 4 where the views open up to give clear lines
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feature. They are a well known visual feature in their own right and there are
opportunities to climb them although there does not appear to be a formal path network
or infrastructure associated with a recognised recreational feature. They will be of
medium sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — Views of the turbine would be possible over the ridge between
the Almond and Breich Water valleys. Magnitude of change would be medium to low.

Level of Impact - Medium to Low
6.94 Raven Craig Cairn - 4.62km from the turbine

Sensitivity - This small feature sits on top of a rocky outcrop amid an area of woodland.
It is not particularly well known or frequented. It will have a low sensitivity to visual
impact.

Magnitude of change — There may be views across the landscape to the south west
towards the site beyond Bathgate. Magnitude of change will be low.

Level of Impact - Low

Gardens and Designed Landscapes / Properties in Care / World Heritage Site
6.95 There are none affected at this range

5-10km from Development

Gardens and Designed Landscapes / Properties in Care / World Heritage Site
6.96 Cairnpapple Hill (PIC) - 5.5km from the turbine

Sensitivity - There is a small barrow on top of this hill. It attracts visitors to the site but
also for the panoramic views of the landscape around. It will be of high to medium
sensitivity to visual impact.

Magnitude of change — The views from the top of Caimnpapple Hill are restricted in the
direction of Bathgate and the site. Views are possible from the western side of the Hill
but this is away from the Property in Care element of the hill top, on the opposite side of
the telecommunications mast adjacent to it. From the west of the hill and at this
distance to the turbine it would appear as a very small element amid a highly developed
landscape. Magnitude of change would therefore be low.

Level of Impact - Low
Harburn House (G&DL) - 8.7km from the turbine

Sensitivity - As a designed landscape this receptor will have a medium sensitivity to
visual impact.

6.97

Magnitude of change — This receptor lies 8.7km to the south east on the edge of the
ZTV. Harburn House itself appears to be outwith the ZTV and would have no views.
Views from the remainder of the landscape are unlikely to be possible and any which
remain would be of a negligible magnitude of change.
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Level of impact — Negligible
Conclusion

6.98 Of the identified features within the study area there are few which have a potential view
of the turbine. Torphichen Preceptory does not fall within the ZTV. Of those which do
fall within the ZTV visual envelope, there are none which would experience any
significant level of visual impact.

NATURE CONSERVATION

6.99 Nature conservation sites are usually designated for their ecological or geological
features or for their aesthetic value. Generally the former types of sites have a low
sensitivity to visual impact but often have the potential to draw visitors to them and so
should be considered. The latter types of sites such as National Scenic Areas or Areas
of Great Landscape Value have a high to medium sensitivity to visual impact as they
have been designated in order to preserve their visual qualities.

0-2km from Development

6.100 There are none at this range

2-5km from Development

6.101 Bathgate Hills & Blackridge Heights (AGLV) - 2.32km from the turbine

Sensitivity - The Bathgate Hills designated landscape occupies the raised land to the
north east of Bathgate with the Blackridge Heights to the north west. These form a
continuous arc around the site which stretches over a large area of the landscape north
of the site (see drawing L1). An Area of Great Landscape Value (AGLV) is a locally
designated status and its level of protection can vary between local authorities. In
general they are designated on account of their scenic and unspoiled characteristics.
Sensitivity to visual impact will therefore be high to medium.

Magnitude of Change —~The ZTV shows that the great majority of the AGLV would be
unaffected by the proposals with only the section at the western edge of the Bathgate
Hills and south eastem facing slopes of the Blackridge Heights having theoretical views.
Much of these areas will have localised screening but some views will remain.
Magnitude of change will be medium to low. (Photo Montage 4 shows the view from the
viewpoint at the Knock in the Bathgate Hills).

Resultant Impact - Medium to Low

6.102 Polkemmet (Country Park) - 4.18km from the turbine
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Impact from 5 to 10km

6.111 From a distance of over 5km views of the turbine would be restricted to a scattered few
locations where the topography of the surrounding landscape would allow. These views
would be over distance and would be set within a context of an extensively developed
landscape and in the immediate context of an industrial area. Views over 5km should

not cause significant visual impacts.
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i & e e , SRS Turbine Data
Position - NS 968 664
Elevation - 159m

Hub Height - 50m
Blade Diameter - 48m

Total Height - 74m

Photographic Data

Position - NS 967 668

Elevation - 154m

Wire Frame of site using topographical grid i Eastarce tolehing pii2an

Viewer Eye Distance - 19.7cm@A3
- (39.4cm @ A1)

Camera - Canon EOS 1000D

Lens - 50mm Tamron Lens
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Looking south east from the A89/A801.
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Wire Frame of site using topographical grid

Photo Montage of Turbine in Landscape Th

Turbine Data
Position - NS 968 664
Elevation - 159m

Hub Height - 50m
Blade Dlameter - 48m
Total Height - 74m

Photographic Data
Position - NS 952 688
Elevation - 155m
Distance to Turbine - 2.9km
Viewer Eye Distance - 19.7cm@A3
- (39.4cm @ A1)
Camera - Canon EOS 1000D

Lens - 50mm Tamron Lens
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7.6 View Point Five ~ Heartlands Development

77

» Location - NS 932 651

» Distance to Turbine - 3.92km

o Approximate Elevation - 173m

* Receptor Type - (Future) Settlement

* Sensitivity - High
Comment - The view from the area which is cumently being developed as the
Heartlands residential development, to the west of Whitburn. The turbine will be visibie
in places through the trees but will appear as a relatively small element in the landscape.
It should also be noted that this landscape will be extensively developed in the near

future which will in turn reduce the number of locations where views might be available
for views.

View Point Six - Longridge
o Location - NS 949 627
« Distance to Turbine - 4.26km
« Approximate Elevation - 246m
¢ Receptor Type - Settlement
» Sensitivity - High

Comment - The view from Longridge looking north east across the wide and shallow
Almond Valley and M8 corridor. The turbine will be visible from the edge of the
settlement. It will again be seen within the context of the large industrial and commercial
warehouse buildings which will mitigate potential impacts from across the valley, as will
the distance of over 4km.

7.8 View Point Seven ~ A705 (near Blackbum)

o Location - NS 976 653
e Distance to Turbine - 1.38km

- /0L -

24

¢ Approximate Elevation - 154m
¢ Receptor Type - Road
» Sensitivity - Medium

Comment - This image shows the view from the A705 as it emerges from Blackbum.
The turbine will be clearly visible from this road. The turbine will sit amid an industrial
landscape close to large scale buildings which are in keeping with its scale.
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Wire Frame of site using topographical grid

Rhoto/NMontage ofTurbine.in Landscape

Turbine Data
Posltion - NS 968 664
Elevation - 159m

Hub Height - 73m
Blade Diameter - 53m

Total Height - 99.5m

Photographic Data
Position - NS 949 627
Elevation - 246m

Distance to Turbine - 4.26km

Viewer Eye Distance - 19.7cm@A3
- (39.4cm @ A1)

Camera - Canon EOS 1000D

Lens - 50mm Tamron Lens

4
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8.1

8.2

Cumulative Impact

Drawing L5 "Cumulative Windfarm Activity — 20km" shows the wind farm activity in the
region over a 20km radius. This is based on SNH's Windfarm Activity in Scotland plan
published in August 2013 which appears to be the latest version of the map available
from SNH. This has also been checked against eight Councils eplanning web portals.
Over a period of time it is likely that some of the applications will have advanced and
others may have been proposed. Others may have been withdrawn or refused. The
information is as accurate as was possible as of the 31st January 2014.

The Guidelines for cumulative study set out in “Assessing the impact of small-scale wind
energy proposals on the natural heritage (February 2012)" require a review of the
potential cumulative effects of the other wind farm developments within a 20km radius.
The developments to which this applies are listed below along with their known
operational status.

Operational or Approved Wind Developments

83

84

85

Following on is a list of all of the operational or permitted wind turbine developments
over 50m in height within the 20km radius. These are listed in order of their proximity to
the proposed turbine and shown on drawing L5. The closest operational development is
at Torrance with a development of 3no 125m high turbines at a distance of 5.7km to the
west. There are two sites here, Netherton and Torrance, which lie along the M8 corridor
to the west on the north side of the road. This will involve the installation of 5 turbines in
total in close proximity to each other which will therefore produce a cumulative impact
locally in relation to each other but not in relation to the proposed turbine. There is
potential for a cumulative impact to be experienced in relation to receptors travelling
upon the M8 as they pass this and the proposed development in relatively quick
succession.

The next closest is at Pates Hill 8km to the south. This sits on the high ground on the
southem side of the Breich Water Valley. At this distance there will be a negligible level
of cumulative impact in conjunction with the proposals and there is limited visibility of this
development from the Almond Valley, M8 Corridor or vicinity of the turbine location. The
remaining developments are beyond a distance of 10km and are even less likely to
cause issues of cumulative impact in relation to the proposed single turbine.

There are four developments which have been granted permission which are closer.
These have not yet become fully operational and may in many cases not yet be a
physical presence in the landscape. An assessment of their potential cumulative
impacts will therefore be based on assumptions to some degree. The closest is at
Cowdenhead which was initially refused by West Lothian Council but granted on appeal
in December 2013. The development at Tormywheel is close to the Pates Hil
development and can therefore be considered in a similar way to this operational site.

“bLL-

25

This development has been granted for some time without any sign of work upon the
site which suggests that this development may never come to fruition. The development
at Bumhead lies to the northwest at a distance of 8km. There is limited visibility from the
proposed turbine in this direction and the distance will mean that any cumulative impacts
are highly unlikely in relation to the proposals. The Landscape  Capacity  Study
indicated however that this is a receptor which has the potential to accommodate a
single landmark turbine in this area indicating that there is potential for the single turbine
to be located and that there may be a reasonable degree of separation which would
allow the landmark turbine to become a feature in its own right.

No. Project Distance Number of { Upper Bilade Status
from turbine turbines [tip height (m)
to nearest
point k_c._:

23 Cowdenhead 47 2 84 Granted

1 Netherton 5.4 2 125 Granted

2 Torrance 57 3 125 Operational
3 To eel 7.8 15 102 Granted

4 Bumhead 8 13 127 Granted

5 Pates Hill 8 7 107 Operational
6 Blacklaw (Phase 1) 10.3 23 125 Granted
7 Glenhead 10.5 1 77 Granted

8 Wester Hassockrigg 10.7 1 78 Operational
9 Upper Haywood 10.7 1 66 Operational
31 Easter Drumclair 11.1 1 76 Granted
10 Climpy 11.6 1 99 Granted
11 Greenwall 11.7 1 88 Granted
12 Blacklaw 11.9 54 110 Operational
37 Lawhead of Stobwood 12.9 1 64 Granted
13 Muirhall 13.3 6 125 Operational
14 Nether Bracco 13.7 1 99 Granted
15 Muirhall (Extension) 13.9 2 125 Granted
16 Greendykeside 16 2 100 Operational
17 Easter Glentore 16.1 1 102 Granted
18 ASDA (Grangemouth) 16.9 1 125 Granted
19 Greengairs 17.3 ] 125 Granted
20 Damhead 18.1 1 99 Granted

Subject of Planning Application

8.6

planning system. There are two single turbines proposed within 5km at Swineabbey and
Mosshall. The Swineabbey development is closest to the site on the south of the M8
and is a proposed increase in height to a permitted 46m turbine at that location, however
this increase was recently refused. The proposed development at Mosshall lies further



1 F —.t._r..—:(.x?l..:ﬁ J
= s
W WA
FAAN™
v10Z Arenuer
ALIALLDY W V4 ONIM ¥3HL0 §1
2IVOHLVE ‘PIT STHOLS 1AV
. >

auiqun) pasodoid %

wQg Jepun
|eadde 1o Buuueld ui sauiqun |

wQg Japun sauiqun) pajueic)
wQg Japun saulqun} uoneiado

wQg snoqe
{eadde 1o Buiuueld ut sauiqun

WG @AOQE Sauiqin} pajuelsy

wQg @Aoqe sauiqun} uogesadQ




8.7

8.8

to the south of this on the higher ground between East Whitbum and Blackbum. These
two developments if granted have the potential to cause a degree of cumulative impact
in conjunction with the proposed turbine. They also have the potential to detract from
the landmark status of any turbine adjacent to the commercial sector of the M8 which
are associated more with the northern side, rather than the open countryside where
these are proposed. Three other cluster developments are proposed for the land to the
west between Shotts and Fauldhouse at Benhar, Brownhill and Starryshaw. These are
developments of 5, 9 and 4 turbines respectively and are located closely together which
will give them the appearance of being a single large development. These would cause
an elevated cumulative impact within that area and potentially upon the M8 in
conjunction with the ALDI turbine but the distance between the proposed development
and these others is such that this would not be of a significant level.

The largest site within 10km is at Harburnhead where 22 turbines at a height of 126m
are proposed. This would be a sizeable development with a large presence in the area.
It would sit on the raised land south of the Breich Water Valley close to the Pates Hill
Development and the other permitted developments which form a line across the
landscape to the far south of the study area. These will have a considerable cumulative
impact across this landscape but this is a remote raised area where there is capacity to
accommodate these increased levels. The next closest development is a single turbine
at Blairmuckhole 9.4km to the west along the M8 corridor. This would not cause any
significant cumulative impact in relation the proposals.

No. Project Distance Number of | Upper Biade Status
from turbine turbines [tip height (m)

to nearest

point (km)
21 Swineabbey 0.7 1 67 Refused
22 Mosshall 2.2 1 80 LRB
24 West Benhar Farm 7.2 8 132 Planning
25 Brownhill 8.1 9 131 Planning
26 Starryshaw 8.5 4 125 Planning
27 Harburnhead 9 22 126 DPEA
28 Blairmuckhole 9.4 1 77 Planning
29 Springhill 10 1 103 DPEA
30 Camilty 11 6 132 Planning
32 Damside 11.2 8 126 Refused
33 Blacilaw (Phase 2) 11.6 11 126 Planning
34 Gardrum 11.6 1 74 Planning
35 Fauch Hill 12.5 23 125 DPEA
36 Ormiston 12.7 1 61 DPEA
KT Covanhill 151 1 51 Planning__|
39 Greengairs East 15.5 8 125 Planning _|
40 Westerhouse 179 1 51 Planning |
41 Greens 19.9 1 84 Planning

In general, if all of the proposed developments which are currently in the planning
system were permitted there would be an increased level of cumulative impact across

€Ll -
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the central belt as a whole but the degree of separation from the proposed single turbine
would mean that the proposals would contribute very little to this, with the potential
exception of the Swineabbey and Mosshall proposals. In reality this is unlikely to be the
case, as some developments will be permitted and others will not. This should therefore
decrease any likely cumulative impact from this position which is the worst case
scenario.

Turbines below 50m

8.9

8.10

The list below shows the permitted and operational wind turbine developments with exist
within the 20km but are below 50m in height. These will have a significantly lower visual
presence in the landscape due to the size and the fact that they tend to be single or
pairs of turbines, although there are some small groups present at a distance in this
case. Of most significance is the permitted 46m turbine on the southern side of the M8
at Swineabbey 700m from the proposed location. This turbine has the potential to
cause a cumulative impact in conjunction with the proposals and detract from its
potential stand-alone landmark status. This lies closer to the residential areas of
Blackburn and Whitburn rather than being associated with an industrial centre as the
proposed turbine is and would be a less effective landmark as intended in the
Landscape Capacity Study.

There are other developments permitted or existing in the area within 5km but these are
of a small scale and are unlikely to cause any issues of cumulative impact in conjunction
with the proposals. This is increasingly the case with more distance from the site.

No. Project Distance Number of | Upper Biade Status
from turbine] turbines [tip height (m)
to nearest
point (km)

42 Swineabbey 0.7 1 46 Granted
43 Ronoc Ridge, 1 ] 15 Granted
44 _|Bathgate Railway Depot 1.9 2 15 Granted
45 Hardhill 2.3 1 18 Operational
46 Tesco, Bathgate 24 2 10 Granted
47 Midseat 2.4 1 25 Operational
48 Bathgate Sport Centre 3.2 2 32 Operational
95 Eastoun 3.4 1 46 Granted
49 Netherhouses 3.7 1 20 Operational
50 Dreghom Cottage 4.1 1 17 Operational
51 Stoneheap Crofts 4.7 1 15 Granted
52 Standhill, Blackridge 57 1 25 Operational
53 Cathlawhill 5.8 1 34 Operational
54 Quarter, Drumcross 5.8 1 9 Operational
55 Hilthouse Beag 6 1 25 Operational
56 Kwik Fit. Carmodean 6.8 1 11 Granted
57 Ballenbreich 7.8 1 15 Granted
58 Knowehead 8.6 1 36 Operational
59 Castlehill 839 1 46 Granted
60 Stanebent 9.5 1 46 Granted
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Overall Conclusions

Location and Context Conclusions

9.1

The sites location within the Scottish Central Belt means that the landscape of the study
area is an extensively developed one. This is a densely populated area with a mix of
residential and industrial receptors along with a high number of transport and
infrastructure, cultural heritage and conservation receptors. It is not necessarily the
case that these will experience a significant visual impact however, and it is likely that
impacts will be experienced to varying degrees throughout, and many will experience no
impact. The physical separation and nature of the development will mean that physical
impact upon the landscape will not be an issue. Section Six assessed in detail the
degree of visual impact that may be generated across the study area.

Landscape Character and Capacity Conclusions

9.2

The sites location within the Scottish Central Belt means that the landscape of the study
area is an extensively developed one. This is a densely populated area with a mix of
residential and industrial receptors along with a high number of transport and
infrastructure, cultural heritage and conservation receptors. It is not necessarily the
case that these will experience a significant visual impact however, and it is likely that
impacts will be experienced to varying degrees throughout, and many will experience no
impact. The physical separation and nature of the development will mean that physical
impact upon the landscape will not be an issue. Section Six assessed in detail the
degree of visual impact that may be generated across the study area.

Visual Impact Conclusions

Impact from 0 to 2km

93

In general the densely populated nature of the landscape will mean that there are many
receptors within a 2km radius which will have views of the turbine. The industrial estate
in which the turbine is proposed to sit will act as a buffer to the most sensitive residential
receptors and will screen views of the turbine from some of the houses to the north and
partially screen the turbine from others. Localised screening will mitigate some views
from within built up areas and tree cover will screen some views from open countryside.

Impact from 2 to 5km

9.4

Views of the turbine will become less frequent between the 2 and 5km range, particularly
within the most densely built up areas where the built form will screen views out across
the relatively even topography. The area where views would be most probable would be
from the A705 along the ridge on the southern side of the Almond Valley aithough these
will again be screened within settliements. Views from cultural heritage and conservation
receptors should not prove to be a significant issue.

28

9.5

There will be clear views from a section of the M8 between East Whitburn and Blackburn
and scattered or partially screened views between East Whitburn and Polkemmet
Country Park to the west. If the turbine is to be viewed as a landmark feature however
then the visibility of the turbine should therefore be considered more acceptable and
indeed a degree of visual presence is to be encouraged.

Impact from 5 to 10km

9.6

From a distance of over 5km views of the turbine would be restricted to a scattered few
locations where the topography of the surrounding landscape would allow. These views
would be over distance and would be set within a context of an extensively developed
landscape and in the immediate context of an industrial area. Views over S5km should
not cause significant visual impacts.

Cumulative impact Conclusions

9.7

9.8

There is a potential cumulative impact issue with the permitted 46m turbine at
Swineabbey which is 700m to the south of the proposed turbine. This turbine is smaller
in size than the proposed turbine which may mean that the cumulative impacts are less
than those of a larger turbine given the reduced visual presence of the Swineabbey
development. This turbine has the potential to conflict with the landmark status of the
proposed turbine as an icon within the area and is unlikely to fill the roll itself due to its
small scale. Also, its location on the southern side of the M8, away from the industrial
and commercial heartland which the landmark is intended to represent, means that there
is limited potential for it to perform as a iconic feature.

There is no great potential for cumulative impact from large scale turbine developments
in relation to the proposed development as there is sufficient distance from the nearest
developments that a single turbine could be viewed as an individual stand-alone element
in the landscape. This would tie in well with the concept of a landmark turbine
development in this industrial and commercial section of the M8 corridor which acts as a
symbol of the progressive attitude towards technology and green energy which West
Lothian would like to project to the wider country. In this regard the visual impact and
cumulative impact from this turbine could be considered differently from other such
developments where a high profile is desirable to some extent, provided that is does not
unduly affect a disproportionate number of people and area of the countryside of the
central belt. This is the case in relation to this proposed turbine.
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West Lothian
Council
County Building High Street Liniithgow EH49 7EZ
Tel: 01506 282456
Fax: 01506 282449
Email: planning@westiothian.gov.uk

Appiications cannot be validated until all necessary documentation has been submitied and the required fee has been paid.
Thank you for completing this application form:
ONLINE REFERENCE 000083463-001

The online ref number is the unique reference for your oniine form only. The Plannln?aAuthorlly will allocate an Application Number
when your form is validated. Please quote this reference If you need to contact the Planning Authority about this application.

Type of Application
What is this application for? Please select one of the following: *

We strongly recommend that you refer to the help text before you complete this section.
IZ Apptication for Planning Permission (including changes of use and surface mineral working)
[C] Appiication for Pianning Permission in Principle
[:] Further Application, (including renewal of planning permission, modification, variation or removal of a pianning condition etc)

[:] Appiication for Approval of Matters specified in conditions

Description of Proposal
Please describe the proposal including any change of use: * (Max 500 characters)

ERECTION OF 74 MEIE HIGH (TO BLADE TiP) WIND TURBINE
Ltae.\o e IMNKLS BM'\-D)

is this a temporary pemmission? * D Yes [Z No
ifa nhmge of use is to be included in the proposal has it already taken place?
(Answer 'No' If there I3 no change of use.) * % O ves No

Have the works aiready been started or completed? *

[ No [[] Yes-Started [_] Yes - Completed

Applicant or Agent Details

Are you an epplicant, or an agent? * (An agent is an architect, consullant or someone else acting
on behalf of the applicant in connection with this application) O Appiicant [ Agent

Page 1 of 7
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Agent Details
Please enter Agent details

Company/Organisation:
Ref. Number:

First Name: *

Last Name: *
Telephone Number: *
Extension Number:
Mobile Number:

Fax Number:

Email Address: *

is the applicant an individual or an organisation/corporate entity? *

bryce boyd planning solutions

bryce

boyd

01505784489

01505874489

Ibboydplanning@aol.oom

[ individual [7) Organisation/Corporate entity

Ioo::h rpust enter a Building Name or Number, or

Building Name:
Building Number:
Address 1 (Strest): *
Address 2:
Town/City: *
Country; *

Postcode: *

ellersleigh

castiehill road

kilmacolm

UK

pat3 del

Applicant Details

Please enter Appiicant detalls

Title:

Other Title:

First Name:

Last Name:
Company/Qrganisation: *
Teiephone Number:
Extension Number:
Mobiie Number:

Fax Number:

Email Address:

ALDI STORES LTD

&Tust enter a Building Name or Number, or

Building Name:

Building Number:
Address 1 (Street): *
Address 2.
Town/City: *
Country: *

Postcode: *

REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION
CENTRE

POTTISHAW ROAD

BATHGATE

UK

EH48 2FB

Page 2 of 7

-118 -



TP

e S

Site Address Details

Planning Authority: Waest Lothian Council

Full postal address of the sita (including postcode where available):

Address 1: Aldi Distribution Centre Address §:

Address 2: Pottishaw Road Town/City/Settlement: Bathgate
Address 3: Post Code: EH48 2F8
Address 4:

Please identify/describe the location of the site or sites.

Northing 666404 Easting 297042

Pre-Application Discussion

Have you discussed your proposal with the planning authority? * ) ves [] no

Pre-Application Discussion Details
In what format was the feedback given? *

I:I Meeting m Telephone D Letter [Z Emalil

Please provide a description of the feedback you were given and the name of the officer who provided this feedback. If a processing
agreement [note 1) is currently in place or‘l‘f‘xou are currently discussing a processing agreement with the planning authority, please
provide details of this. (This will help the authority to deal with this application more efficiently.) * (Max 500 chara rs)

ADVISED ESME THAT THE PREVIOUS APPLICATION WAS BEING WITHDRAWN AND A NEW APPLICATION FOR A
SMALLER TURBINE WOULD BE SUBMITTED SHORTLY

Title: Ms Other title:

First Name: ESME Last Nams: CLELLAND
Cormespondence Reference Dats (dd/mm/yyyy): 23/01/14
Number:

Note 1. A processing agreement involves setting out the key stages involved in detemmining a planning application, identifying what
information Is required and from whom and setting timescales for the delivery of various stages of the process.

Site Area

Please state the site area: 180.00

Please state the measurement type used:

[] Hectares (ha) [/] Square Metres (sq.m)

Page 3 of 7

-119 -



| s e e S e

Existing Use

Please describe the current or most recent use: (Max 500 characters)

GRASSED AREA ADJACENT TO CAR PARK

Access and Parking

Are you proposing a new or aitered vehicle access to or from a public road? * D Yes No

if Yes please describe and show on your drawings the position of any existing, altered or new access points, highlighting the changes
you propose to make. You should aiso show existing foctpaths and note if there will be any impact on these.

Are you proposing any changas to public paths, public rights of way or affecting any public rights of access? * D Yes m No

if Yes please show on your drawings the position of any affected areas highlighting the changes you propose to make, including
arrangements for continuing or altemative public access.

ls-lnovg’ many vehicle parking spaces (garaging and open parking) currently exist on the application 0
e -

How many vehicle parking spaces (garaging and open parking) do you propose on the sits (i.e. the 0
total of e! g amf:ny new spaces or a reduced number of s;)aamz)‘) P

Please show on your drawings the position of existing and proposed parking spaces and identify if these are for the use of particular
types of vehicles (e.g. parking for d&%bled people, coaches, HGV vehides, cycle spaces).

Water Supply and Drainage Arrangements

Wil your proposal require new or altered water supply or drainage arrangements? * D Yes m No
Do your proposais make provision for sustainabie drainage of surface water?
(e.gYOSU S arrangements) * - D Yes [Z No

Note: -
Pleass Include details of SUDS arrangements on your plans
Selecting ‘No’ to the above question means that you could be in breach of Environmental legistation.

Are you proposing to connect to the public waler supply network? *

Cl Yes
[:] No, using a private water supply
[z No connection required

if No, using a private water supply, piease show on plans the supply and ail works needed to provide it {(on or off sita).

Assessment of Flood Risk

Is the site within an area of known risk of flooding? * D Yes m No D Dont K

If the sits is within an area of known risk of flooding you may need to submit a Flood Risk Assessment before your application can be
determined. You may wish to contact your Planning or SEPA for advice on what Information may be required.

Do you think your proposal may increase the flood risk elsewhera? * D Yos [Z No D Don't Know

Page 4 of 7
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Trees

Are there any trees on or adjacent to the application site? * D Yes [z No

If Yes, please mark on your drawings any trees, known protected trees and their canopy spread closs to the proposal site and indicate
if any are to be cut back or felled.

Waste Storage and Collection

Do the plans incorporate areas to store and aid the coliection of waste (including recycling)? * D Yes [Z No

If Yes or No, piease provide further details:(Max 500 characters)

NOT REQUIRED

Residential Units Including Conversion

Does your proposal include new or additional houses and/or flats? * D Yes No

All Types of Non Housing Development - Proposed New Floorspace
Does your proposal alter or create non-residential floorspace? * D Yes No

Schedule 3 Development

Does the proposal Involve a form of development iisted in Scheduile 3 of the Town and Country
Planning (Development Management Pmogg‘we (Scotland) Regulations 2013 * O ves E No D Don't Know

If yes, your lgsro::mal will additionally have to be advertised in a newspaper circulating in the area of the development. Your planning

auth will do this on your behalf but will charge you a fee. Please check the planning authority’s website for advice on the
additional fee and add this to your planning fee.

if you are unsure whether your proposal involves a form of development listed in Schedule 3, piease check the Help Text and
Guidance notes before contacting your planning authority.

Planning Service Employee/Elected Member Interest

Is the applicant, or the applicant’'s sgousd artner, either a member of staff within the pianning service or an
ebdadenember of the pfannlng au oﬂty?p' - D Yes @ No

Certificates and Notices

CERTIFICATE AND NOTICE UNDER REGULATION 15 — TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
PROCEDURE) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2013

One Certificate must be compieted and submitted along with this application form. This Is most usually Certificate A, Form 1.
Certificate B, Certificate C or Cerlificate E.

Are youfthe applicant the sole owner of ALL the land ? * m Ve D No
is any of the land part of an agricultural hoiding? * D Yes m No
Certificate Required

The following Land Ownership Certificate is required to compiete this section of the proposal:

Certificate A

Page 50f 7
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Land Ownership Certificate

Cerlificate and Notice under Regulation 15 of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Scotland)
Regulations 2013

Certificate A

| hereby certify that —

1) - No person other than elf/the applicant was an owner (Any person who, in respect of any part of the land, is the owner or is the
;es)see under a lease thereof of which nm less than 7 years re1(nair¥ mexplmd.) of any part of the land to which the application relates
at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the date of the accompanying application.

(2) - None of the land to which the application relates constitutes or forms part of an agriculturai holding.

Signed: bryce boyd
On behalf of: ALDI STORES LTD
Date: 24/02/2014

[] Piease tick here to certify this Certificate. *

Checklist - Application for Planning Permission

Town and County Planning (Scotland) Act 1997
The Town and Country Planning (Development Managemsnt Pracedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013

Please take a few moments to complets the following checklist in order to ensure that have provided all the necessary information
in of your application. Failure to submit su information with your appllmig: may resuit in your application being deemed
invalid. The planning authority will not start processing your application until it is valid.

?) tl'f‘gls is a further application where there Is a variation of conditions attached to a previous consent, have you provided a statement
0 effect? *

D Yes D No |Z Not applicable to this application

b) if this Is an application for planni mission or planning permission in principal where there is a crown interest in the land, have
yt)Ju provided a %tement 1o that eﬂnech?e of £ < O

[J ves [] No [A) Not appiicale to this application

c) If this Is an application for planning permission, planning permission in principle or a further a&plleatlon and the application Is for
development belonging to the categ of national or major developments (other than one under Section 42 of the planning Act),
have you provided a Pre-Application Consultation Report? *

[J ves [ No [} Not appiicable to this application

Town and County Planning (Scotland) Act 1997
The Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procadura) (Scoland) Regulations 2013

d) if this is an application for planning permission and the application relates to development belonging to the categories of national or
major developments and you do not benefit from exemption under lation 13 of The Town and Country Planning (Development
Management Procedure) (Scolland) Regulations 2013, have you prov a Design and Access Statement? *

(] Yes [J No [/} Not appiicable to this application
e} if this is an application for planning permission and relates to development belonging to the cat of local deveiopments (sub
to regulaﬂtgln.w. (2) and (3) of the Dngvebpment Management Procedure (Scotland) lgggulaﬁons 293103 have you pmvolged a D«gslgrlvad
Statemen

D Yes D No Not applicable to this application

)it rour application relates to Installation of an antsnna to be employed in an electronic communication network, have you provided an
ICNIRP Declaration? *

[3 ves ] No [/] Not applicable to this application

Page 6 of 7
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g) If this is an application for planning permission, planning permission in principle, an application for approval of matters specified in
conditions or an application for mineral development, have you provided any other plans or drawings as necessary:

Site Layout Plan or Block plan.
m Elevations.

M Floor plans.

D Cross sectlons.

[ Rroof ptan.

(O Master Plan/Framework Pian.
lz Landscape pian.

(] Photographs and/or photomontages.

D Other.

Pravide coples of the following documents if applicable:
A copy of an Environmental Statement, ¢

[ Yes [ na
A Design Statement or Design and Access Statement. * [ Yes [ na
A Flood Risk Assessment. * [ ves [1] na
A Drainage impact Assessment (indluding proposals for Sustainable Drainage Systems). * O Yes [] na
Drainage/SUDS tayout. * [ ves [/ wva
A Transport Assessment or Travel Plan, * ves ] nA
Contaminated Land Assessment. * [ Yes [A wa
Habitat Survey. * (7 ves [] wa
A Processing Agreement * [ ves [ na

Other Statements (please specify). (Max 500 characters)

Declare - For Application to Planning Authority

I, the applicant/agent cerlify that this is an application to the planning authority as described in this form. The accompanying
plans/drawings and additional information are provided as a part of application .

Declaration Name: bryce boyd
Declaration Date: 24/02/2014
Submission Date: 24/02/2014

Page 7 of 7

-124 -



-125 -



-126 -



-127 -



-128 -



-129 -



-130 -



-131-



-132 -



Z

N\

0 West Lothian

f| Council

=N

ws

LOCAL REVIEW BODY

PROCEDURE NOTICE

APPLICATION No. 0152/FUL/14 — ERECTION OF A 74M HIGH (TO BLADE TIP) WIND
TURBINE AT ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD, BATHGATE

The Local Review Body at its meeting on 29 October 2014 decided under Regulation 15(1)
of the Town and Country Planning (Schemes of Delegation and Local Review Body
Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 2013 that further information should be provided to it by
means of written submissions.

The Local Review Body decided to request the following information:-
From Aldi Stores Ltd., Pottishaw Road, J4M8, Bathgate, EH48 2FB, Applicants, care of GVA

James Barr, Quayside House, 127 Fountainbridge, Edinburgh, EH3 9QG,
meg.nelson@gqvajb.co.uk, Agents for the Applicants:-

In relation to issues of wind shear and ice throw which may affect the wind turbine and the
immediate area if the turbine is erected and operated:-

o the likelihood of such issues arising

o the risks involved to those working at the Distribution Centre and using public
footpaths and roads nearby

e the technical and other measures which exist or may be provided to avoid those
issues and to avoid or mitigate those risks

¢ whether information was provided to the Appointed Person in relation to these issues
prior to his determination of the application for planning permission

¢ whether that information was assessed and found to be satisfactory in the course of
the Appointed Person’s consideration of the application for planning permission

The information is to be sent to the Clerk to the Local Review Body and to the Appointed
Person (below) so that he has the opportunity to make comments.

That information is to be provided on or before 14 November 2014.

The Appointed Person has 14 days from the date of receipt of any such information to make
comments on it, but not to raise new matters, by sending a copy to the Clerk to the Local
Review Body and to the Applicants, through their Agents (above).

A copy of this Procedure Notice has been sent to all parties involved in the review
application, as follows:-

e Aldi Stores Ltd., Pottishaw Road, J4M8, Bathgate, EH48 2FB, Applicants, care of
GVA James Barr, Quayside House, 127 Fountainbridge, Edinburgh, EH3 9QG,
meg.nelson@gvajb.co.uk, Agents for the Applicants, meg.nelson@gvajb.co.uk
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e Mr Chris Norman (Appointed Person), West Lothian Council, Development
Management Services, Lomond House, Beveridge Square, Livingston, West Lothian,
EH54 6QF, chris.norman@westlothian.gov.uk

James Millar

Clerk to the Local Review Body
West Lothian Council

West Lothian Civic Centre
Howden South Road
Livingston

EH54 6FF

Date: 30 October 2014

01506 281613

James.Millar@westlothian.gov.uk

BY EMAIL ONLY
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GVA James Barr GVA

A Bilfinger Real Estate

Quayside House
companv 127 Fountainbridge

Edinburgh EH3 9QG

T: +44 (0)8449 02 03 04

31t October 2014 F: +44 (0)131 449 6001

Ms Val .Johnston. gva.co.uk/scotland
Committee Services

West Lothian Council
West Lothian Civic Centre
Howden South Road
Livingston

EH54 6FF Direct Line: 0131 469 6016
Email: robert.newton@gvajb.co.uk

Dear Ms Johnston

PLANNING APPLICATION 0152/FUL/14 FOR ERECTION OF A 74M HIGH (BLADE TO TIP)
WIND TURBINE AT ALDI DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD, BATHGATE BY ALDI
STORES LTD

RESPONSE TO LOCAL REVIEW BODY PROCEDURE NOTICE 30™ OCTOBER 2014

We refer to the above review, which was reported to West Lothian Council’s LRB on
Wednesday 29t October 2014 and continued for further information to be provided
by means of written submissions. This letter and attachment is the applicant’s
response to this request for further information.

The Procedure Notice (received yesterday) sets out the terms of further information
that has been requested. It states that such information is requested in relation to the
issues of ‘wind shear’ and ‘ice throw’.

In the first instance, it is not the applicant’s (or indeed agent’s) recollection of the LRB
meeting itself that the review was continued in relation to requesting further
information on the issue of ‘wind shear’. There were a number of references during
the meeting to ‘ice shear’ (where we assume Members meant ‘ice throw’), but not
‘wind shear’.

We make this distinction in the first instance, as wind shear is a very different issue to
ice throw and it would not be appropriate for this response to the procedure notice
to therefore cover this issue. For information only, wind shear is a purely technical and
operational issue, and not a planning issue that is relevant to any related planning
application process. A wind monitoring mast has already been erected on the
application site, amongst other reasons, to consider the issue of wind shear, but as
noted above, this is purely for technical and operational reasons, in the event that
planning permission is forthcoming.

GVA James Bar i a frading name of GVA Grimiley Limited ragisterad In England and Wales numiber 6382509,

Registerad office, 3 Bindleyplace, Bimingharm B1 2B, Cerfificated 1o ISO9001 and 15014001, Reguiated by RICS .

London West End . London City . Balfast . Birmingham . Bristol . Cardift . Edinburgh . Glasgow . Leads . Liverpool . Manchester . Newcastie J"' "“a INVESTORS
Y,_ IN PEOPLE

GVA Grimiley Limited Is o principal shareholder of GVA Wordwide, an independent partnership of property advisors operating globally.
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Ltr to West Lothian Council Page 2 of 2
31t October 2014

This response to the procedure notice therefore addresses solely the issue of ice
throw.

A separate note prepared by Aldi’s renewable energy advisor Loganwood Wind,
entitled “Further information on ice throw as requested by LRB”, is attached to this
letter. It addresses the points raised in the procedure notice.

In addition to the note and, as it relates to bullet points 4 and 5 of the procedure
notice, the applicant would also respond as follows.

In respect of bullet point 4, information on the issue of ice throw has already been
provided with the original planning application submission, as it was requested by
the case officer during pre application planning discussions. It is covered at page 13
of the Associated Infrastructure Assessment, Planning Statement and Transport
Statement (by Loganwood Wind, February 2014), as submitted with the planning
application. Certain points have now been added, in the course of directly
responding to the procedure notice and we would refer you to the attached note
on “Further information on ice throw as requested by LRB”, as set out above.

In respect of bullet point 5, it must be concluded that this information (on ice throw)
was assessed and found to be satisfactory in the course of determining the planning
application, as it is not mentioned at any point in the delegated reasons for refusing
the application. Furthermore, it is not referred to in any consultation responses during
determination of the planning application, nor the Handling Report by the case
officer.

Nevertheless, in responding to the LRB’s request, we trust the attached note and
contents of this letter are most helpful.

In view of these considerations, we would respectfully request that the review is now
promptly returned to the next available LRB meeting, on the 26" November 2014, for
determination. We hope this is seen as a fair and reasonable request.

Please do contact Rob Newton (0131 4696019) for any further information.

Yours sincerely

Covh é}w./e?,

GVA GRIMLEY LTD
For and on behalf of Aldi Stores Ltd

Enc

GVA James Bar gva.co.ulk/meotiand
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Planning application 0152/FUL/14 — erection of a 74M high (to blade tip) wind turbine
at Aldi Distribution Centre, Pottishaw Road, Bathgate

Further information on Ice Throw as requested by Local Review Body 29/10/2014

Ice throw is primarily a concern where arctic or alpine weather conditions prevail and ice
storms cause problems with infrastructure, an example being complete failure of pylon
lines due to icing. The LRB members will recognize extreme icing does not typically occur
in the UK. Ice throw may occur in the UK but prevailing climatic conditions do not lend
themselves to excessive icing of turbine blades and it is no surprise this is reflected in
Scottish Planning Policy, where ice throw is not listed as a criteria for consideration in
planning applications[1].

The limited risk of ice throw in the UK is mitigated by installing ice detection software.
When ice forms on turbine blades two effects are caused that can be identified by sensors
on the turbine, when the turbines computer suspects icing is occurring it will shut down the
turbine automatically. The two effects that can be sensed are:

. Vibrations: Ice forming unevenly across the blades causes vibrations in the rotor, in
the same way a car wheel vibrates if not properly balanced.

. Aerodynamic _Impairment: Ice forming on the blades impairs the aerodynamic
profile, this is the same reason why aeroplanes have their wings defrosted in freezing
conditions prior to take off. Aerodynamic impairment results in loss of turbine yield, the
turbines anemometer records wind speed and the computer calculates expected energy
yield at any given wind speed, when energy yield falls below expectations and temperature
is below two degrees celsius the computer will determine blade icing is occurring,

Under both events the turbine will not re-start until the temperature rises above two
degrees celsius for a sufficient time period to allow any ice to melt. Because the turbine is
static during melting, in almost all cases ice drops straight to the ground, just like icicles or
snow sliding off a roof and this is not considered any more dangerous than ice or snow
falling from any other tall structure like a pylon or building. The main area of risk is directly
under the turbines rotor diameter, this area is entirely within the landholding of Aldi so any
potential risk can be managed by Aldi implementing a simple exclusion policy in freezing
conditions.

The turbine proposed at Aldi is an Enercon, this German company are one of the worlds
leading manufacturers of commercial scale wind turbines. During the planning process the
case officer implied a smaller wind turbine (less than 50m to blade tip) may be acceptable
to WLC in terms of Visual Impact. First and foremost, the problem with this argument is
that a smaller wind turbine would be ineffectual at Aldi owing to wind conditions and
required power output (as set out in the original planning application), but furthermore, in
the context of ice throw, the smaller wind turbines on the UK market are cheaper built and
sophisticated control systems and ice detection software are not available with them. In
contrast, ice detection software is fitted as standard to Enercon wind turbines, Enercon do
not manufacture wind turbines of less than 50m to blade tip.

If the LRB is ultimately minded to grant planning permission and it is considered necessary
to do so, Aldi would be willing to accept an appropriately worded planning condition that
requires the installation of the ice detection software. As set out above, this is considered
sufficient to mitigate any potential risk in UK climatic conditions.

[1] Scottish Planning Policy, February 2010, Paragraph 187.
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Development Management

S ” 2 County Buildi
West Lothian High Strost
Linlithgow
EH49 7TEZ

Tel: 01506 282456
Our Ref: 0152/FUL/14
Direct Dial No: 01506 282410

Email: tony.irving@westlothian.gov.uk
03 November 2014

Val Johnston

Commitee Services

West Lothian Council
West Lothian Civic Centre
Howden South Road
LIVINGSTON

EH5 6FF

Dear Ms Johnston

Erection of a 74m high (to blade tip) wind turbine (grid ref. 296865 666470) at ALDI
DISTRIBUTION CENTRE, POTTISHAW ROAD, Bathgate, EH48 2FB

RESPONSE TO APPLICANT RESPONSE OF 31 OCTOBER 2014 TO LOCAL REVIEW
BODY PROCEDURE NOTICE OF 30 OCTOBER 2014

The applicant has submitted information on ice throw as requested by the LRB procedure
note. It is correct that information on ice throw was included in the applicant's supporting
planning statement that was submitted with the planning application. This stated, at page
13, that the proposed turbine 'is equipped with a reliable ice detection system'. As the
turbine would have a 'reliable ice detection system' this was considered to adequately
address the issue of ice throw.

It is noted that the applicant has specifically stated in its response that it would be content
with a planning condition to require the installation of the ice detection software. This was
not raised as a draft planning conditon as the applicant had advised that the turbine has a
'reliable ice detection system'. However, there is no objection to the imposition of such a
planning condition.

Yours sincerely

Chris Norman
Development Management Manager
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This permission is granted subject to the following conditions:

1 The permission hereby granted is for a temporary period and shall expire 25 years
from the first date the wind turbine generates electricity. Written confirmation of the
first date of generation of electricity shall be submitted in writing to the planning
authority within one month of the first date of generation of electricity.

Reason: The permission hereby granted is temporary.

2 In the event that the wind turbine fails to generate electricity for a continuous period
of six months (a failure event) then, unless otherwise agreed in writing with the
planning authority, the wind turbine (including its foundation to one metre below
ground level), all ancillary equipment, buildings and access tracks shall be removed
from the site within six months of the failure event and the ground fully reinstated to
the satisfaction of the planning authority.

Reason: To ensure any unnecessary turbines are removed as soon as practical.

3 Within six months of the date this permission expires, the wind turbine and all
ancillary equipment, buildings and access tracks shall be removed from the site and
the land restored in accordance with a restoration and aftercare scheme to be
submitted for the approval of the planning authority no later than 1 year prior to the
expiry of the 25 years period referred to above.

Reason: To ensure the site is adequately restored at the end of the temporary
permission period.

4 The specification of the wind turbine hereby approved is an Enercon E48
500kW-800kW with a tapered monopole tower 50m high to hub, 3 blades with a
blade diameter of 48m, a maximum ground to blade tip height of 74m. No change to
this turbine specification shall be made unless approved in writing by the planning
authority.

Reason: To achieve proper control over the appearance of the approved wind
turbine.

5 The position of the wind turbine shall be grid co-ordinates 296865 666470 as shown
on the approved location plan no. 01 rev B grid and any micro-siting changes shall
not be made unless approved in writing by the planning authority.

Reason: To achieve proper control of the position of the approved wind turbine.

6 Development shall not begin until details of the colour to be used as the external
finish on the wind turbine has been submitted to and approved in writing by the
planning authority. Thereafter the development shall be implemented in accordance
with the details as approved.

Reason: To achieve proper control over the appearance of the approved wind
turbine.

7 Development shall not begin until details of the construction specification of the
hardstandings required to construct and maintain the turbine have been submitted to
and approved in writing by the planning authority. Thereafter the development shall
be implemented in accordance with the details as approved.

-141 -



10

11

12

Reason: To achieve proper control over the development.

The wind turbine shall be fitted with infrared aviation lighting with an optimised flash
pattern of 60 flashes per minute of 200 millisecond to 500 millisecond duration at the
highest practicable unless approved in writing by the planning authority.

Reason: In the interests of aviation safety.

Development shall not begin until the Ministry of Defence (MOD) has been provided
with the following information and the planning authority has been provided with
evidence that the information has been submitted to the MOD:

e The date construction starts and ends.
e The maximum height of construction equipment.
e The latitude and longitude of the turbine.

Reason: To ensure that the MOD has sufficient information to plot details of the
turbine on charts to ensure military aircraft avoid the area.

No symbols, signs, logos or other lettering shall be displayed on any part of the wind
turbine unless approved in writing by the planning authority.

Reason: To minimise visual intrusion.
The following restrictions shall apply to the construction of the development:

Hours of Operation

Any work required to implement this planning permission that is audible within any
adjacent noise sensitive receptor or its curtilage shall be carried out only between
the hours of 0800 and 1800 Monday to Friday and 0800 and 1300 on a Saturday
and at no time on a Sunday, unless otherwise agreed in writing with the planning
authority.

Site Compound

The location and dimensions of any site compound shall be agreed in writing with
the planning authority prior to works starting on site. All material not required for the
construction of any building shall be immediately stored within this compound within
sealed skips prior to its removal from site.

Wheel Cleaning

All construction vehicles leaving the site shall do so in a manner that does not cause
the deposition of mud or other deleterious material on surrounding roads. Such
steps shall include the cleaning of the wheels and undercarriage of each vehicle
where necessary and the provision of road sweeping equipment.

Noise

Any plant or equipment associated with the construction works shall be suitably
silenced, screened or enclosed to meet noise rating curve NR25 when measured
within the nearest receptor between the hours of 2300 and 0700 and noise rating
curve NR35 between the hours of 0700 and 2300.

Reason: To achieve proper control over the construction of the development.

At wind speeds not exceeding 10m/s, (referenced to a height of 10m above ground
level, at the location of the wind turbine), the wind turbine noise level, when
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measured at any dwelling, shall not exceed:

a) During Night Hours, Table 1 noise limits below.
b) During Daytime Hours, Table 1 noise limits below.

Table 1 Noise Limits (Laco)

Windspeed 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
m/s

Daytime 54 54 55 56 57 58 59
(07.00 —

23.00) La9o
(10min)

Night Hours 46 47 48 49 50 51 51
(23.00-

07.00) LA90
(10min)

Reason: To ensure that the turbine is not causing unacceptable noise in the
interests of residential amenity.

The wind farm operator shall continuously log power production, wind speed and
wind direction, all in accordance with guidance note 1(d). These data shall be
retained for a period of not less than 24 months. The wind farm operator shall
provide this information in the format set out in guidance note 1(e) to the planning
authority on its request, within 14 days of receipt in writing of such a request.

Reason: To allow information to be available to ensure any future compliance
monitoring is undertaken in similar conditions as those in which the complainant
refers to.

Measurement of the Level of Noise Emissions

(a) Within 21 days from receipt of a written request from the planning authority
following a complaint to it from an occupant of a dwelling alleging noise
disturbance at that dwelling, the wind farm operator shall, at its expense,
employ a consultant approved by the planning authority to assess the level of
noise emissions from the wind farm at the complainant's property in
accordance with the procedures described in the attached guidance notes.
The written request from the planning authority shall set out at least the date,
time and location that the complaint relates to and any identified atmospheric
conditions, including wind direction, and include a statement as to whether, in
the opinion of the planning authority, the noise giving rise to the complaint
contains or is likely to contain a tonal component.

(b) The assessment of the rating level of noise emissions shall be undertaken in
accordance with an assessment protocol that shall previously have been
submitted to and approved in writing by the planning authority. The protocol
shall include the proposed measurement location identified in accordance
with the guidance notes where measurements for compliance checking
purposes shall be undertaken, whether noise giving rise to the complaint

-143 -



15

contains or is likely to contain a tonal component, and also the range of
meteorological and operational conditions (which shall include the range of
wind speeds, wind directions, power generation and times of day) to
determine the assessment of rating level of noise emissions. The proposed
range of conditions shall be those which prevailed during times when the
complainant alleges there was disturbance due to noise, having regard to the
written request of the planning authority under paragraph (a), and such
others as the independent consultant considers likely to result in a breach of
the noise limits.

(c) The wind farm operator shall provide to the planning authority the
independent consultant’'s assessment of the rating level of noise emissions
undertaken in accordance with the guidance notes within 2 months of the
date of the written request of the planning authority for compliance
measurements to be made under paragraph (a), unless the time limit is
extended in writing by the planning authority. The assessment shall include
all data collected for the purposes of undertaking the compliance
measurements, such data to be provided in the format set out in guidance
note 1(e). The instrumentation used to undertake the measurements shall be
calibrated in accordance with guidance note 1(a) and certificates of
calibration shall be submitted to the planning authority with the independent
consultant’'s assessment of the rating level of noise emissions.

(d) Where a further assessment of the rating level of noise emissions from the
wind farm is required pursuant to guidance note 4(c), the wind farm operator
shall submit a copy of the further assessment within 21 days of submission
of the independent consultant’s assessment pursuant to paragraph (c) above
unless the time limit has been extended in writing by the planning authority.

(e) Once the planning authority has received the independent consultant’s noise
assessment required by this condition, including all noise measurements and
any audio recordings, where the planning authority is satisfied of an
established breach of the noise limits set out in condition, upon notification
by the planning authority in writing to the wind farm operator of the said
breach, the wind farm operator shall within 21 days propose a scheme for
the approval of the planning authority. The scheme shall be designed to
mitigate the breach and to prevent its future recurrence. This scheme shall
specify the timescales for implementation. The scheme shall be implemented
as reasonably approved by the planning authority and according to the
timescales within it. The scheme as implemented shall be retained thereafter
unless otherwise agreed with the planning authority.

Reason: To provide monitoring data to inform the planning authority of wind speeds
on site and to safeguard the noise amenity of local residents.

At the request of the planning authority, following any valid, written complaint
received by the planning authority, the wind turbine operator shall investigate any
impacts from shadow flicker and provide details for the written approval of the
planning authority of the proposed mitigation methods within seven days of being
advised of the complaint. The agreed mitigation measures shall thereafter be
implemented in accordance with a timescale to be set out in writing by the planning
authority.

Reason: To ensure that the turbine is not causing unacceptable shadow flicker in
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the interests of residential amenity.

Definitions for Noise Conditions 12-14

‘wind turbine noise level’ means the rated noise level due to the combined effect of all the wind turbines at
the development, excluding existing background noise level but including any tonal penalty incurred under
the methodology described in ETSU-R-97.

‘background noise level’ means the ambient noise level already present within the environment (in the
absence of noise generated by the development) as measured and correlated with wind speeds.

‘night hours’ means 23:00 - 07:00 hours on all days.
‘daytime hours means 07:00 — 23:00 hours on all days.

‘quiet waking hours’ means 18:00 - 23:00 hours on all days, plus 07:00 - 18:00 on Sundays and public
holidays and 13:00 -18:00 hours on Saturdays.

‘noise sensitive premises’ means premises, the occupants of which could be exposed to noise from the
wind farm and includes hospitals, residential homes, nursing homes, etc.

Guidance Notes for Noise Conditions 12-14

These notes are to be read with and form part of the noise conditions. They further explain the conditions
and specify the methods to be employed in the assessment of complaints about noise emissions from the
wind farm. The rating level at each integer wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the wind farm noise level
as determined from the best-fit curve described in Guidance Note 2 of these Guidance Notes and any
tonal penalty applied in accordance with Guidance Note 3. Reference to ETSU-R-97 refers to the
publication entitled “The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms” published by the Energy
Technology Support unit (ETSU) for the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI).

Guidance Note 1

a) Values of the Lag,10-minute noise statistic should be measured at the complainant’s property,
using a sound level meter of EN 60651/BS EN 60804 Type 1, or BS EN 61672 Class 1 quality (or
the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements) set to measure
using the fast time weighted response as specified in BS EN 60651/BS EN 60804 or BS EN
61672-1 (or the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). This
should be calibrated in accordance with the procedure specified in BS 4142: 1997 (or the
equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). Measurements shall
be undertaken in such a manner as to enable a tonal penalty to be applied in accordance with
Guidance Note 3.

b) The microphone should be mounted at 1.2 — 1.5 metres above ground level, fitted with a two-layer
windshield or suitable equivalent approved in writing by the planning authority, and placed outside
the complainant’s dwelling. Measurements should be made in “free field” conditions. To achieve
this, the microphone should be placed at least 3.5 metres away from the building facade or any
reflecting surface except the ground at the approved measurement location. In the event that the
consent of the complainant for access to his or her property to undertake compliance
measurements planning authority is withheld, the wind farm operator shall submit for the written
approval of the planning authority details of the proposed alternative representative measurement
location prior to the commencement of measurements and the measurements shall be undertaken
at the approved alternative representative measurement location.
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c)

d)

The Lago10minute Measurements should be synchronised with measurements of the 10-minute
arithmetic mean wind and operational data logged in accordance with Guidance Note 1(d),
including the power generation data from the turbine control systems of the wind farm.

To enable compliance with the conditions to be evaluated, the wind farm operator shall
continuously log arithmetic mean wind speed and wind direction at hub height for each turbine and
arithmetic mean power generated by each turbine, all in successive 10-minute periods, unless
otherwise agreed in writing with the planning authority. The mean wind speed data for the
operating turbines shall be ‘standardised’ to a reference height of 10 metres as described in
ETSU-R-97 at page 120 using a reference roughness length of 0.05 metres. It is this
standardised 10 metre height wind speed data, averaged across all operating wind turbines, which
is correlated with the noise measurements determined as valid in accordance with Guidance Note
2, such correlation to be undertaken in the manner described in Guidance Note 2. All 10-minute
periods shall commence on the hour and in 10-minute increments thereafter.

Data provided to the planning authority in accordance with the noise condition shall be provided in
comma separated values in electronic format.

Guidance Note 2

a)

b)

c)

The noise measurements shall be made so as to provide not less than 20 valid data points as
defined in Guidance Note 2.

Valid data points are those measured in the conditions specified in the agreed written protocol
under paragraph (b) of noise condition 14, but excluding any periods of rainfall measured in the
vicinity of the sound level meter. Rainfall shall be assessed by use of a rain gauge that shall log
the occurrence of rainfall in each 10 minute period concurrent with the measurements periods set
out in Guidance Note 1. In specifying such conditions the planning authority shall have regard to
those conditions which prevailed during times when the complainant alleges there was
disturbance due to noise or which are considered likely to result in a breach of the limits.

For those data points considered valid in accordance with Guidance Note 2(b), values of the
Lago.10-minute NOiISe measurements and corresponding values of the 10-minute wind speed, as
derived from the standardised ten metre height wind speed averaged across all operating wind
turbines using the procedure specified in Guidance Note 1(d), shall be plotted on an XY chart with
noise level on the Y-axis and the standardised mean wind speed on the X-axis. A least squares,
“best fit” curve of an order deemed appropriate by the independent consultant (but which may not
be higher than a fourth order) should be fitted to the data points and define the wind farm noise
level at each integer speed.

Guidance Note 3

a)

b)

Where, in accordance with the approved assessment protocol under paragraph (b) of noise
condition 14, noise immissions at the location or locations where compliance measurements are
being undertaken contain or are likely to contain a tonal component, a tonal penalty is to be
calculated and applied using the following rating procedure.

For each 10-minute interval for which Lago,10-minue data have been determined as valid in
accordance with Guidance Note 2 a tonal assessment shall be performed on noise immissions
during 2 minutes of each 10-minute period. The 2-minute periods should be spaced at 10-minute
intervals provided that uninterrupted, uncorrupted data are available (“the standard procedure”).
Where uncorrupted data are not available, the first available uninterrupted clean 2-minute period
out of the affected overall 10-minute period shall be selected. Any such deviations from the
standard procedure, as described in Section 2.1 on pages 104-109 of ETSU-R-97, shall be
reported.

- 146 -



c) For each of the 2-minute samples the tone level above or below audibility shall be calculated by
comparison with the audibility criterion given in Section 2.1 on pages 104-109 of ETSU-R-97.

d) The tone level above audibility shall be plotted against wind speed for each of the 2-minute
samples. Samples for which the tones were below the audibility criterion or no tone was
identified, a value of zero audibility shall be substituted.

e) A least squares “best fit” linear regression line shall then be performed to establish the average
tone level above audibility for each integer wind speed derived from the value of the “best fit” line
at each integer wind speed. If there is no apparent trend with wind speed then a simple
arithmetic mean shall be used. This process shall be repeated for each integer wind speed for
which there is an assessment of overall levels in Guidance Note 2.

f) The tonal penalty is derived from the margin above audibility of the tone according to figure 17 on
page 104 of ETSU-R-97.

Guidance Note 4

a) If a tonal penalty is to be applied in accordance with Guidance Note 3 the rating level of the
turbine noise at each wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the measured noise level as
determined from the best fit curve described in Note 2 and the penalty for tonal noise as
derived in accordance with Guidance Note 3 at each integer wind speed within the range
specified by the planning authority in its written protocol under paragraph (b) of noise condition
14.

b) If no tonal penalty is to be applied then the rating level of the turbine noise at each wind speed
is equal to the measured noise level as determined from the best fit curve described in
Guidance Note 2.

c) In the event that the rating level is above the limit(s) set out in condition 12 attached to the
noise conditions the independent consultant shall undertake a further assessment of the rating
level to correct for background noise so that the rating level relates to wind turbine noise
immission only.

d) The wind farm operator shall ensure that all the wind turbines in the development are turned
off for such period as the independent consultant requires to undertake the further
assessment. The further assessment shall be undertaken in accordance with the following
steps:

(i) Repeating the steps in Guidance Note 2, with the wind farm switched off, and determining
the background noise (L3) at each integer wind speed within the range requested by the
planning authority in its written request under paragraph (a) and the approved protocol under
paragraph (b) of the noise condition 14.

(i) The wind farm noise (L1) at this speed shall then be calculated as follows where L2 is the
measured level with turbines running but without the addition of any tonal penalty:

Ly = 10log[104=/10 — 1(/19]

(i) The rating level shall be re-calculated by adding the tonal penalty (if any is applied in
accordance with Note 3) to the derived wind farm noise L1 at that integer wind speed.
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(iv) If the rating level after adjustment for background noise contribution and adjustment for
tonal penalty (if required in accordance with Guidance Note 3 above) at any integer wind
speed lies at or below the values set out in condition 12 then no further action is necessary.
If the rating level at any integer wind speed exceeds the values set out in condition 12 the
development fails to comply with the conditions.

ANNEX 1, SCHEDULE OF PLANS

1. Location plan 1:5000 no. 02

2. Location plan 1:2500 no. 01

3. Layout plan 1:1250 no. 03

4. Layout plan 1:500 & turbine plan & elevations no. 04
5. Service unit plan & elevations no. 05

ADVISORY NOTES TO DEVELOPER

Notification of the start of development:

By virtue of section 27A of the Town & Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended), it is a legal
requirement that the person undertaking the development gives the planning authority prior written
notification of the date on which it is intended to commence the development. Failure to comply with this
statutory requirement would constitute a breach of planning control under section 123(1) of that Act, which
may result in enforcement action being taken. The notification must include full details of the name and
address of the person carrying out the development as well as the owner of the land and must include the
reference number of the planning permission and the date it was granted. If someone is to oversee the
work, the name and contact details of that person must be supplied. A form is enclosed with the consent
which can be used for this purpose. Failure to provide the above information may lead to enforcement
action being taken.

Notification of completion of development:

As soon as practicable after the development is complete, the person who completes the development is
obliged by section 27B of the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended) to give
notice of completion to the planning authority. A form is enclosed with the consent which can be used for
this purpose.

Duration of consent:

This planning permission lapses on the expiry of a period of 3 years (beginning with the date on which the
permission is granted) unless the development to which the permission relates is begun before that
expiry.

Coal mining:

As the proposed development is within an area which could be subject to hazards from current or past
coal mining activity, the applicant is advised to liaise with the Coal Authority before work begins on site, to
ensure that the ground is suitable for development. Any activities which affect any coal seams, mine
workings or coal mine entries (shafts) require the written permission of the Coal Authority. Failure to
obtain such permission constitutes trespass, with the potential for court action. The Coal Authority is
concerned, in the interest of public safety, to ensure that any risks associated with existing or proposed
coal mine workings are identified and mitigated. To contact the Coal Authority to obtain specific
information on past, current and proposed coal mining activity you should contact the Coal Authority's
Property Search Service on 0845 762 6848 or at www.groundstability.com.
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MEMBERS’ CHECKLIST

PART 1 — IDENTIFICATION OF RELEVANT DOCUMENTS, POLICIES AND OTHER
CONSIDERATIONS

1 | Type of decision being reviewed

2 Procedural issues from the processing of the Review

3 New matters not before the Appointed Person when the decision was made

4 Development Plan policies

5 Relevant material considerations

reached, consultations, provisions) consultations)

(date, provisions, consultations)

Views of consultees (statutory, non- | Objections and other representations

statutory)

Planning history Visual and spatial amenity

Residential amenity Public fears/concerns (with a demonstrable and
rational basis)

Others

6 Considerations not to be taken into account

7 Factual disputes to be resolved

8 | Conditions required or not, available or not

9 Requirement for develop contributions, and for what

10 | Requirement for legal agreement for other reasons

PART 2 — FIRST MEETING PROCEDURAL DECISIONS

1 | Thelegal and other factors to consider

National guidance Preference expressed in the application

2 | Need for site visit required, and for what reason

3 | Need for written submissions, and for what reason

4 | Need for a Hearing Session, and for what reason
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Emerging development plan (date, stage | Other statutory plans and policies (date, provisions,

WLC Supplementary Planning Guidance | National Government Planning Policy and Guidance




5 | Pre-examination meeting, and for what reason
6 | Other reasons for adjourned first meeting
7 Is there sufficient information to allow the LRB to determine the application, or is
an adjourned First Meeting require?
PART 3 — ADJOURNED FIRST MEETING PROCEDURAL DECISIONS
1 Procedures decided on at first meeting and have they been completed
2 New matters raised or new evidence arising
3 | Isthe LRB now able to determine the review?
4 | If not, what further information is needed and how will it be obtained
PART 4 — DETERMINATION OF THE REVIEW
1 Is the development in accordance with the development plan or is it contrary to
the plan?
The policies it complies with The policies it breaches
2 Does the development accord with national planning guidance?
The guidance it complies with The guidance it breaches
3 Does the development accord with local planning guidance?
The guidance it complies with The guidance it breaches
4 | Relevant material considerations
What relevant considerations exist The weight to give them and how to balance them
5 In applying the statutory test, what is the LRB’s decision?
Uphold AP’s decision, refuse the review application and so refuse planning permission
Reverse AP’s decision, grant the review application and so grant planning permission
Uphold AP’s decision in part, vary that decision and so grant planning permission
If planning permission to be granted, for what development?
If planning permission to be granted, on what conditions, if any
Planning reasons for decision
JDM
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