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1.

Cumulative Assessment Update

1.1

Background & Purpose of this Additional Information Report (AI)

1.1.1

Falck Renewables Wind Ltd submitted an Appeal for non-determination against the failure of
Dumfries and Galloway Council (DGC) to determine a planning application for a wind farm
consisting of 7 turbines with an indicative generation capacity of approximately 29.4 megawatts (MW) with a maximum blade tip height of up to 149.9m and associated access and
infrastructure, at a site known as Land at Barwhillanty Estate & Glenswinston Farm, Parton,
Castle Douglas (known as Mochrum Fell Wind Farm) in July 2021.

1.1.2

The application was originally submitted to DGC on 1st October 2020 and was supported by
an Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) as prepared in accordance with the
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations
2017 (as amended) (hereafter referred to as ‘the EIA Regulations’). (The 2020 EIAR).

1.1.3

Significant delays to the application and appeal process have been endured and in
responding to submissions made to the Appeal and preparing for the Hearing process, it is
recognised that the pattern of cumulative developments has changed since the application
submission.

1.1.4

In response and for completeness an updated cumulative assessment has been undertaken
and is provided in the form of AI.

1.1.5

This AI (2022) should be read in conjunction with the 2020 EIAR.

1.1.6

This AI (2022) is structured as follows, with the information in the chapters specifically
relating to cumulative assessments arising post application submission (e.g. post 1 October
2020):
>

Chapter 1 – Landscape & Visual

>

Chapter 2 – Summary of other Matters.

1.2

The Proposed Development

1.2.1

The Proposed Development remains unchanged as described at Chapter 4 of the 2020
EIAR.

1.3

AI (2022) Professional Team

1.3.1

The AI (2022) has been compiled by the same project team members as outlined in the 2020
EIAR.

1.3.2

The project team members relevant to the technical topics addressed in this 2022 AI Report
are:
>

Landscape & Visual – Mary Fisher, Stephenson Halliday.

>

Ecology and Ornithology – Howard Fearn, Avian Ecology Ltd.

>

Noise - Rob Shepherd, Hayes McKenzie.

>

Cultural Heritage – George Mudie, CFA Archaeology Ltd.
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1.4

Availability of the AI (2022)

1.4.1

Consistent with the publication of the EIAR 2020 and in compliance with the Town & Country
Planning (Miscellaneous Temporary Modifications) (Coronarvirus) (Scotland) Regulations
2020, no hard copies of the AI will be placed on public deposit.

1.4.2

Copies of this AI are available electronically or to view online at
www.mochrumfellwindfarm.co.uk

1.5

Representations

1.5.1

Any representation should be made to the Appeal directly to the Scottish Government
Planning and Environmental Appeals Division at: Hadrian House, Callendar Business Park,
Callendar Road, Falkirk, FK1 1XR.

1.6

Landscape and Visual Cumulative Assessment Update

1.6.1

An updated cumulative assessment on the landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development is provided at Appendix 1. The document identifies changes to baseline,
guidance and effects between the EIAR 2020 assessment and now.

1.6.2

A series of figures and appendices to the cumulative assessment presented at Appendix 1
are also provided which are available via separate file transfer and documents due to file
size.

1.6.3

In terms of landscape character when considered against the updated baseline of operational
and consented wind farms, the effects of the Proposed Development remain as set out in the
EIAR 2020.

1.6.4

When considered against the scenario of a consent for Garcrogo Wind Farm there would be
slight reduction in effects on the Upland Fringe: Corsock LCU – to Moderate (not significant),
rather than Major/moderate (significant). The close proximity to the northern parts of this
character unit to Garcrogo would mean that the Proposed Development would have a more
limited effect on character in the scenario of a consent for Garcrogo. Effects on all other
character units would be the same as without Garcrogo Wind Farm.

1.6.5

As regards visual effects, when considered against the updated baseline of operational and
consented wind farms, the effects on visual receptors of the Proposed Development would
remain as set out in the EIAR 2020.

1.6.6

When considered with the application stage Garcrogo Wind Farm there would be a slight
reduction in effects on the A712. The presence of Garcrogo would mean that occasional
views of nearby turbines would already be a feature of journeys along this route, and the
addition of the Proposed Development, typically seen as blades above forestry and
occasional glimpsed views through roadside vegetation would result in a less marked change
to views. In the scenario of a consent for Garcrogo wind farm, the additional effects of the
Proposed Development would be Moderate/Slight (not significant), rather than Moderate (not
significant).

1.6.7

An assessment of the likely cumulative effects relative to the proposed Kendoon to Tongland
OHL reinforcement Project (KTR Project) has been included. Effects on landscape character
and visual are considered to be of the same magnitude and significance with or without the
KTR Project.

1.6.8

In terms of residential amenity the update is relevant only in the scenario that Garcrogo Wind
Farm is consented before Mochrum Fell.
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1.7

Summary of other Cumulative Assessments

1.7.1

This section provides summary statements examining the potential cumulative effects of the
application stage Garcrogo Wind Farm (and any further relevant applications progressed post
submission of the application) relevant to key environmental topics.
Ecology and Ornithology

1.7.2

Avian Ecology has undertaken a review of potential cumulative effects as regards the
proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm on birds and other biodiversity matters. At the time of
submission, the Garcrogo project was not submitted and was not therefore considered as
part of the Mochrum Fell cumulative assessment.

1.7.3

Avian Ecology has reviewed the submitted Garcrogo EIAR (application 21/0371/FUL) and
key responses from consultees.

1.7.4

NatureScot declined to comment on the Garcrogo application as they considered that the
development did not ‘pass levels that raise natural heritage issues of national interest’ (letter
of 5th May 2021). RSPB commented that they were dissatisfied with collision modelling for
red kites (letter of 7th May 2021) but did not object to the development.

1.7.5

It is considered therefore that the only potential consideration required as regards cumulative
effects in terms of ecology and ornithology, is cumulative collision effects on Red Kites.

1.7.6

The Dumfries and Galloway Red Kite population is booming (see Scottish Raptor Study
Group website1), with at least 125 pairs nesting in 2018 (Henderson, 2020 2). This growth is
mirrored across most of the UK (with the exception in northern Scotland, attributed to illegal
persecution). The species has recovered and expanded its populations to such an extent that
it is now removed from the ‘Red’ and ‘Amber’ list of Birds of Conservation Concern (Stanbury
et al., 2021), and is ‘green listed’. This level of growth is mirrored across Wales and parts of
Scotland where wind farms have also increased. As such, whilst the occasional collision
fatality cannot be entirely precluded, there is no evidence at all to indicate that there could be
any population level threat to Red Kites from the Mochrum Fell project, either individually or
in combination with any other development.

1.7.7

Avian Ecology has advised the Appellant that they do not foresee any other pathway for
cumulative effects with Garcrogo for Red Kite or any other species.
Noise

1.7.8

An update to the cumulative noise assessment presented in the EIAR noise assessment
chapter taking into account the Garcrogo application has been undertaken and is presented
in Appendix 2.

1.7.9

The assessment demonstrates that notwithstanding the fact that any wind turbine
development at Mochrum Fell is permitted to operate up to the limits imposed by the previous
consent, it has shown that adding the proposed Garcrogo wind farm to the cumulative wind
farm noise in the areas, including for the proposed tip height increase at Mochrum Fell,
causes no significant cumulative impact.
Cultural Heritage

1.7.10

An assessment of potential changes to the cumulative baseline and effects has been
undertaken by CFA Archaeology on behalf of the Appellant and s provided at Appendix 3.
The principal changes relevant to cultural heritage interest are:

1
2

https://www.scottishraptorstudygroup.org/raptors/red-kite/
Henderson, B.H (ed). 2020. Birds in Dumfries and Galloway: Dumfries and Galloway
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>

The consent for Fell Wind Farm, circa 7.5km to the north;

>

The introduction of the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm, circa 2.5km north.

1.7.11

The consent for Fell Wind Farm does not change the findings of the cumulative impact
assessment presented in the 2020 EIAR Chapter 10 and the cumulative impact of the
addition of the proposed development to the baseline scenario arising from that consent
would be not significant, as previously reported.

1.7.12

The introduction of Garcrogo Wind Farm to the baseline scenario would result in potential
cumulative impacts, not addressed at the time of the application submission, on three nondesignated heritage assets that lie close to both schemes.

1.7.13

A summary assessment of these is provided within Appendix 3.

1.7.14

It is noted that HES have not objected to either Mochrum Fell or Garcrogo Wind Farms either
as standalone schemes or on the basis of cumulative impacts. The findings of the
assessment provided at Appendix 2 is that there would be no significant adverse cumulative
effects on the settings of Scheduled Monuments (or listed buildings) in the area.
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Landscape and Visual Impacts – Updated
Cumulative Assessment

1.1

Introduction
Background

1.1.1

Stephenson Halliday was commissioned by the Appellant in 2019 to prepare a
landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) of the Proposed Development at
Mochrum Fell. The LVIA was completed in 2020 and submitted with the EIA Report.

1.1.2

The assessment defines the existing landscape/townscape and visual baseline
environments; assesses their sensitivity to change; describes the key
landscape/townscape and visual related aspects of the Proposed Development;
describes the nature of the anticipated changes and assesses the likely effects that
would arise during construction and once the development is operational.

1.1.3

The assessment also identifies what has changed since the previous application
was consented; highlighting changes to baseline, policy, guidance, design and
effects between the 2020 assessment for the Proposed Development and the LVIA
for the Consented Development.

1.1.4

This assessment provides additional information (AI) that identifies further changes
to baseline, guidance and effects between this assessment and the 2020
assessment for the Proposed Development.

Competence
1.1.5

This chapter has been prepared by Chartered Landscape Architects at Stephenson
Halliday. The Practice has over 24 years of experience working on wind energy
proposals for numerous wind energy proposals throughout the UK. Key individuals
working on this project have over 20 years of experience as chartered landscape
architects and work on wind farm proposals.

1.1.6

The Practice is a Landscape Institute and IEMA registered practice and all work is
prepared and reviewed internally by senior highly experienced landscape planners
with Public Inquiry experience.

1.1.7

To inform the assessment, site visits were made to various locations within the study
area including, but not restricted to, representative viewpoints by Stephenson
Halliday’s assessment team during February 2022.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm
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2

Methodology and Scope

2.1

Methodology

2.1.1

The methodology used for this AI Report is the same as that used for the 2020
assessment which is described in Appendix 8.1 to Mochurm Fell Wind Farm EIA
Report. There have been the following changes to published guidance:
• Landscape Institute. (2021), Technical Guidance Note 02/21 Assessing Landscape
Value Outside National Designations. The methodology in the 2020 assessment
remains valid as it uses a very similar approach to that recommended in the new
guidance.
• NatureScot updated Assessing the cumulative impact of onshore wind energy
developments (2012) in 2021. There was no change to the assessment
methodologies which are the same as those described in the 2012 document.

2.1.2

There have been changes to cumulative development within 20km of the Proposed
Development and these are described below.

2.2

Scope

2.2.1

Cumulative wind farm developments within 20km of the site are shown on Figure 1.
The following operational and consented developments were included as part of
the baseline / future baseline for the EIA Report and were considered within the
main assessment of effects:
• Plascow;
• Blackcraig Hill;
• Wether Hill;
• Knockman Hill; and
• Glenshimmeroch.

2.2.2

Since the preparation of the EIA Report, the following additional wind farms (in
planning at the time of the EIA Report preparation) have been consented and form
part of the future baseline:
• Fell - 9 turbines of up to 200m tip, approx. 72km north;
• Troston Loch – 14 turbines of up to 149.9m to tip, approx. 13km north;
• Cornharrow – 8 turbines of up to 149.5m to tip, approx. 18.5km north;
• Glenshimmeroch – 10 turbines of up to 182m to tip (increased from 149.9m),
approx. 12.5km north.

2.2.3

Given these changes, the baseline/future baseline is now similar to that considered
as scenario 3 within the EIA Report cumulative assessment as that scenario included
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consents for Troston Loch and Fell wind farms. As set out at paragraphs 8.7.6-8.7.7
of the EIA report, it is not considered that Cornharrow and Glenshimmeroch would
alter the cumulative effects arising from the proposed development.
2.2.4

The scope for potential cumulative effects of the Proposed Development also
includes proposed developments at:
• Shepherds Rig (WIN-170-2005) – 17 turbines of up to 149.9m to tip, approx. 19km
north, reduced from the 19 turbines considered in the EIA Report;
• Cornharrow (21/1766/S42) – 7 turbines of up to 180m to tip, approx. 18.5km north;
• Margree (PPA-170-2153) – 9 turbines of up to 200m to tip, approx. 11km north;
and
• Garcrogo wind farm (PPA-170-2156) – 9 turbines of up to 200m to tip, approx.
3km north.

2.2.5

Wind farms at the scoping stage (Knockaughlie Hill and Whiteneuk) are not included
in this update as they are at an early stage and there is insufficient certainty as to
whether they would proceed as currently designed.

2.2.6

Margree and Shepherd’s Rig wind farms are located beyond and amongst existing
and consented clusters of wind farms. As shown by Figure 3, areas of combined
visibility of Margree and Mochrum Fell would be limited within 5km of the site. No
notable cumulative effects would arise with Margree wind farm.

2.2.7

In addition to the wind farms mentioned above, a Section 37 application has been
submitted by Scottish Power Energy Networks for a new overhead transmission line
between Kendoon in the north and Tongland in the south and known as the
Kendoon to Tongland Reinforcement Project, or KTR Project. The KTR Project would
include lattice tower pylons each approximately 35m in height. Although not part
of the KTR Project it would allow removal of an existing overhead line (the ‘S’ route)
approximately 3.5km to the east of the KTR route and 3.7km west of the Proposed
Development at its closest point. The KTR would pass within approximately 7.2km
of the Proposed Development to the south-west. The proposed KTR route and the
route of the line to be removed are shown on extracts from the KTR Project EIA
Report in Appendix 1.

2.2.8

The KTR Project and the related removal of the redundant line is a consideration as
part of the future baseline and this AI Report describes any change to the
assessment of effects resulting from the addition of the Proposed Development to
the KTR Project (including the removal of the ‘S’ route) compared to that described
in the 2020 LVIA. Some viewpoints and visualisations within the KTR Project EIA
report are referred to in describing effects in Appendix 4 – hyperlinks to the relevant
Figures in the online KTR Project EIA Report are provided in Appendix 1.
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2.3

Assessment Scenarios

2.3.1

The cumulative effects of Garcrogo and Mochrum Fell wind farm would arise
primarily within up to 5km to the north and east of the site.

2.3.2

While the cumulative ZTVs provided within the KTR LVIA do not show cumulative
visibility of the KTR Project and Mochrum Fell alone, the pattern of theoretical
visibility shown indicates that a limited number of receptors within 5-6km to the
west of the site would be affected.

2.3.3

Given this limited overlap of likely effects between Garcrogo and the KTR project,
a scenario considering both schemes has not been considered.

2.4

Residential Amenity

2.4.1

Due the proximity of Garcrogo and the Proposed Development, an update to the
Residential Visual Amenity Assessment (RVAA) is provided at Appendix 2.
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3

Cumulative Effects

3.1

Introduction

3.1.1

This section provides an assessment of the cumulative effects. The conclusions of
the 2020 LVIA are drawn on to consider the effects of adding the Proposed
Development to the existing baseline / future baseline scenario of operational and
consented wind farms – previously provided as Scenario 3 in the cumulative
assessment within the EIA Report. Extracts from the EIA Report are provided as
quotes for ease of reference.

3.2

Viewpoint Analysis

3.2.1

Appendix 3 contains an updated viewpoint analysis which provides description and
assessment of scale of effect for the LVIA viewpoints for scenarios 3 and 4. In
addition, the same scenarios are also analysed for the viewpoint at John Turner
Monument mentioned in the Hearing Statement from Corsock and Kirkpatrick
Durham Community Council. The findings of that analysis are summarised in Table
1 below:
Table 1: Viewpoint Analysis

Viewpoint

Dist. / dir.

Visual Effects

1. Nether Mochrum

1.6km, SE

Scale of
Effect
Scenario 3
Small

Scale of
Effect
Scenario 4
Small

3. A712, nr Lowes Loch

3.1km, N

5. Parton Walk
6. Ken Dee Marshes
7. Bennan Hill

4.6km, SW
6.9km, S
6.6km, W

8. Blackcraig Hill *

6.6km, N

9. A712, near
Townhead Cottage
10. Kirkpatrick
Durham
11. Old Edinburgh
Road
12. Loch Urr
22. Mochrum Fell Hill
Fort
23. Minor road nr.
Nether Barr Hill

7.0km, SE
8.0km, SE

Medium/
small
Small
Small
Medium/
small
Small/
negligible
Medium/
small
Small

Medium/
small
Small
Small
Medium/
small
Small/
negligible
Medium/
small
Small

8.7km, W

Small

Small

9.7km, N
0.8km, S

Negligible
Large

Negligible
Large

4.4km, E

Medium

Medium/
small

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Effects on Landscape
Character
Scale of
Effect
Scenario 3
Small/
negligible
Small

Scale of
Effect
Scenario 4
Small/
negligible
Small

Small
Small
Small

Small
Small
Small

Negligible

Negligible

Small

Small

Small/
negligible
Small/
negligible
Negligible
Large

Small/
negligible
Small/
negligible
Negligible
Large

Small

Small
/negligible
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3.2.2

The shaded entries in the table above reflect the following differences from the
viewpoint analysis provided in the EIA Report:
• Viewpoint 12 at Loch Urr – This is the scale of effect identified in the viewpoint
analysis for Scenario 3 in the EIA report, but is a presented as a ‘difference’ here
as it differs from the summary table provided in the EIA Report which reflected
a baseline without Fell wind farm.
• Viewpoint 23 near Nether Barr Hill – The nearby presence of Garcrogo wind
farm in Scenario 4 would slightly reduce the additional effects of the Proposed
Development.

3.2.3

Despite these very limited changes to the effects identified within the viewpoint
analysis, given the concerns raised within Hearing Statements, a full review of
effects is provided in Appendix 2, with key findings summarised below.

3.3

Effects on Landscape Character

3.3.1

When considered against the updated baseline of operational and consented wind
farms, the effects of the Proposed Development on landscape character would
remain as set out within the EIA Report. The addition of Fell wind farm and other
more distant consented schemes does not alter the effects of the Proposed
Development due to the proximity of Fell to Blackcraig and the location of the other
consents beyond this group.

3.3.2

When considered in the scenario of a consent for Garcrogo wind farm, there would
be a slight reduction in effects on the Upland Fringe: Corsock LCU - to Moderate
(not significant), rather than Major/moderate (significant). The close proximity of
the northern part of this character unit to Garcrogo would mean that the Proposed
Development would have a more limited effect on character in the scenario of a
consent for Garcrogo wind farm. Effects on all other character units would be the
same as without Garcrogo wind farm.

3.3.3

The KTR Project would have the effect of moving the overhead line further away
from the site, with both the removal and introduction resulting in localised changes
to character along each route. Effects from the Proposed Development would be
of the same magnitude and significance with or without the KTR Project.

3.4

Visual Effects

3.4.1

When considered against the updated baseline of operational and consented wind
farms, the effects of the Proposed Development on visual receptors would remain
as set out within the EIA Report. The addition of Fell wind farm and other more
distant consented schemes does not alter the effects of the Proposed Development
(except very slightly in areas very close to Fell wind farm such as viewpoint 12), due
to the proximity of Fell to Blackcraig and the location of the other consents beyond
this group.
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3.4.2

When considered with Garcrogo wind farm, there would be a slight reduction in
effects on the A712. The presence of Garcrogo would mean that occasional views
of nearby turbines would already be a feature of journeys along this route, and the
addition of the Proposed Development, typically seen as blades above forestry and
occasional glimpsed views through roadside vegetation would result in a less
marked change to views. In the scenario of a consent for Garcrogo wind farm, the
additional effects of the Proposed Development would be Moderate/Slight (not
significant), rather than Moderate (not significant).

3.4.3

The KTR Project would have the effect of moving the overhead line further away
from the site, with both the removal and introduction resulting in localised changes
to views both along each route and looking across Loch Ken. Effects from the
Proposed Development would be of the same magnitude and significance with or
without the KTR Project.

Table 2: Summary of Effects - Additional effects of the Proposed Development in each
Scenario
Significant effects are underlined, all effects are assessed to be Adverse. For scenarios 4 and 5, only
those effects identified as being different to Scenario 3 are listed.
Receptor
Scenario 3
Scenario 4
Scenario 5
Operational and
Operational and
Operational and
Consented
Consented and
Consented and KTR
Garcrogo
project
Landscape Character
Foothills with Forest:
Major/moderate
Stroan LCU
(significant)
Drumlin Pastures:
Major/moderate
Deeside LCU
(significant)
Drumlin Pastures:
Moderate (not
Milton LCU
significant)
Upland Fringe: Corsock Major/moderate
Moderate (not
Fringe LCU
(significant)
significant)
Narrow Wooded River
Moderate (not
Valley: River Urr LCU
significant)
Flooded Valley LCT
Moderate (not
significant)
Visual Receptor Groups
Core paths 31, 221 and
Major/moderate
rights of way
(significant)
DS/DS97/1 and
DS/DS98/1
Core paths 167 and 595 Major/moderate
(significant)
reducing to Moderate
(not significant) for
core path 595 east of
the B794
Parton Walk
Moderate (not
significant)
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Receptor

Scenario 3
Operational and
Consented

Bennan Hill viewpoints
and Mossdale Walks

Moderate (significant)
effects on panoramic
viewpoints
Moderate (not
significant) on paths
Moderate (not
significant)

Loch Ken and RSPB
Ken Dee Marshes
Nature Reserve
Key Routes
A712
A713 Galloway Tourist
Route and Robert the
Bruce Trail
Galloway Red Kite Trail

Moderate (not
significant)
Moderate (significant)

Scenario 4
Operational and
Consented and
Garcrogo

Scenario 5
Operational and
Consented and KTR
project

Moderate/slight (not
significant)

Moderate (not
significant)
Landscape Designations
Galloway Hills RSA
Moderate (not
significant)

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm
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Appendices

Appendix 1 Extracts from KTR project EIA report

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

From Figure 7.3.2 – Proposed line shown in red, line to be removed (‘S’ route’) in black.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

From Figure 7.3.3 – Proposed line shown in red, line to be removed (‘S’ route’) in black.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

From Figure 7.3.4 – Proposed line shown in red, line to be removed (‘S’ route’) in black.
Hyperlinks to online copies of KTR viewpoints referred to in Appendix 4:

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

KTR Viewpoint 13
KTR Viewpoint 15
KTR Viewpoint 19
KTR Viewpoint 21
KTR Viewpoint 25

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Appendix 2 -

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Scotways Map

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Appendix 3 -

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Viewpoint Analysis

Viewpoint Analysis
This analysis provides an update to Appendix 8.5 of the EIA Report. The updates reflect the
following changes:
• Changes to cumulative sites – as set out within section 2 of the main AI Report;
and
• A request from Corsock Kirkpatrick Durham Community Council for viewpoints
at John Turner Monument and Well Hill to be considered.
The methodology used remains the same as that set out at Appendix 8.1 of the EIA Report.
Amendments to description and judgements for LVIA viewpoints compared to Appendix 8.5 of
the EIA Report are shown in red text.
Viewpoint 1
Distance/ Direction
Landscape Character
Visual Receptors
Existing View

Predicted View &
Scale of Visual
Change
Scale of Change to
Landscape Character
Scale of Change to
Designated Area
Cumulative effects

Nether Mochrum
1.6km, SE
Foothills with Forest LCT (Stroan LCU)
Local road users and nearby residents
The existing view in a north westerly direction towards the proposed development has a
foreground comprising rough pasture / scrub, with fields demarcated by dry stone walls.
The horizon is formed by the rising landform to the north west, including the south-facing
slopes of Mochrum Fell on the right hand side of the view. Ground cover across the higher
ground to the west comprises dense commercial forestry, whilst Mochrum Fell is generally
more open, with scattered broadleaved tree cover. There are no views of baseline wind
energy developments.
Nearby turbine blades would be seen above the tree line, being more readily seen than
the Consented Development would be, but only slightly.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would register but would barely alter the character which
would remain defined by the nearby fields and forestry.
The scale of change would be Small/negligible.
This viewpoint is not located with a designated area.
Plascow wind farm is theoretically visible in this location but is not readily seen in practice.
Garcrogo wind farm would be screened by commercial forestry in the left of the view; if
forestry is felled in future, then some blades may be visible above the roadside wall and
rising ground of the adjacent field.
The additional effects of the Proposed Development with Garcrogo would be the same as
identified above.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Viewpoint 3
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A712 near Lowes Lochs
3.1km, N
Foothills with Forest LCT (Stroan LCU)
Road users and visitors to nature reserve
The existing view in a south easterly direction comprises mixed woodland / scrub
associated with the Lowes Loch Nature Reserve in the foreground, backed by extensive
areas of coniferous forestry. The horizon comprises an undulating skyline that
incorporates the summits of Larglear Hill and Glenhead Hill at relatively close proximity.
Fell wind farm will not be visible through vegetation in the foreground but blade tips
may be seen from the entrance to the Nature Reserve. There are no views of other
baseline wind farms.
Turbine blades and potentially some hubs would be seen above the horizon formed by
the nearby hills. The turbines would appear slightly larger than for the Consented
Development.
The scale of change is predicted to be Medium/small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable but would not be a key aspect of
the character in this location – the landscape, topography and vegetation patterns
would remain the primary characteristics.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Garcrogo would be seen above the trees to the north-east. The additional effects of the
Proposed Development with Garcrogo would be the same as identified above.
Parton Walk Picnic Area
4.6km, SW
Flooded Valley LCT
Visitors to the picnic area and panoramic viewpoint
The existing view in a north easterly direction is characterised by open pasture upon a
steadily rising landform, which results in a partial foreshortening of the view. Beyond the
rising landform in the foreground, there are views to upland pasture and forestry
extending over the summits of Barend Hill (on the left hand side of the view) and Rumples
Hill (on the right). The skyline is punctuated by a row of pylons. Mochrum Fell is visible in
the distance, within the centre of the view. There are no views of baseline wind farms.
The main focus of the panoramic view available is away from the site over lower lying
ground.
Turbine blades and some hubs would be seen above the horizon formed by the rising
pasture, framed by the two hills to either side. The turbines would appear slightly larger
than for the Consented Development, but the spread would be reduced due to the
omission of T5.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable but would not be a key aspect of the
character in this location – the landscape, topography and vegetation patterns would
remain the primary characteristics.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is located within the Galloway Hills RSA. The scale of effects on the special
qualities would be the same as for the effects on the character and views in this location
and would be Small scale.
A single blade tip at Garcrogo wind farm is theoretically visible as the very tip of one
blade from this location. However, in practice it is unlikely to be discernible. Other wind
farms would not be visible from this location. There would be no cumulative effects.
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Ken Dee Marshes
6.9km, S
Flooded Valley LCT
Visitors to the RSPB reserve and Loch Ken
The existing view comprises the open water of Loch Ken in the foreground, backed by the
rising landform to the north, which is predominantly covered by plantation forestry and
pasture. There are no existing turbines visible from this location.
Turbine blades and some hubs would be seen above forestry on the far side of Loch Ken.
The turbines would appear slightly larger than for the Consented Development, but
omission of T5 which was the most prominent would be of benefit in mitigating effects.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable and would bring a new man-made
element into the wider landscape but would not be a key aspect of the character in this
location.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is located within the Galloway Hills RSA. The scale of effects on the special
qualities would be the same as for the effects on the character and views in this location
and would be Small scale.
Other wind farms would not be visible from this location. There would be no cumulative
effects.
Bennan Hill Viewpoint
6.6km, W
Rugged Granite Uplands with Forest LCT (Cairn Edward LCU)
Visitors to the panoramic views and walkers following the local paths.
The existing elevated view in a north easterly direction is of an open and broad scale
landscape comprising extensive areas of pasture, backed by coniferous plantations
mainly on higher ground. Loch Ken extends left-right across the view and is flanked by
broadleaved woodland on the shores. Mochrum Fell is visible to the right of the view,
forming a focal point on the horizon. Isolated residential properties and farms can be
seen throughout the landscape, and an overhead power line is seen extending along the
eastern side of Loch Ken. Existing Blackcraig Hill and consented Fell turbines are visible
from here although screened by vegetation when in leaf.
The upper parts of turbines would be visible above the forestry on the horizon adjacent
to Mochrum Fell, with the bases concealed by the forestry. The turbines would form a
compact array and would not extend in front of the distinct landform of the Mochrum
Fell summit. The elevated position looking across lower-lying ground slightly
foreshortens the view and would make the turbines feel a little closer.
The scale of change is predicted to be Medium/small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable but would not be a key aspect of
the character in this location.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is located within the Galloway Hills RSA. The scale of effects on the
special qualities would be the same as for the effects on the landscape character in this
location and would be Small scale.
Forestry surrounding the viewpoint mostly screens views towards the group of
windfarms to the north, but there may be some visibility in winter months or if nearby
trees are felled. If so, Carnharrow and Margree would be seen as part of a larger group
of wind farms. Garcrogo would be seen on the skyline, separated from Blackcraig Hill
and Fell. Mochrum Fell would appear of similar scale to Garcrogo and following a
similar spacing and position. The additional effects of the Proposed Development with
Garcrogo would be the same as identified above.
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Blackcraig Hill
6.6km, N
Foothills with Forest LCT (Stroan LCU)
Recreational walkers
The existing, elevated view in a southerly direction is characterised by upland moorland
and the operational wind farm in in the foreground extending around to the west where
consented Fell wind farm would be seen beyond the Blackcraig Hill turbines in a similar
landscape. Pasture and plantation forestry are most prevalent across middle-to-distant
views in the direction of the site. To the north Troston Loch and Glenshimmeroch will
potentially be visible if the forestry in the foreground is felled. The landscape is large
scale, with vistas to the distant, undulating horizon.
The turbines would be seen set along a ridgeline in the middle ground, backdropped by
hills and the more distant horizon beyond. The turbines would be seen evenly spaced in
the distance beyond the very nearby turbines of Blackcraig wind farm.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small/negligible.
The character in this location is that of a wind farm on an open summit. The addition of
a more distant wind farm would not alter this character.
The scale of change would be Negligible.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Blackcraig Hill wind farm surrounds the viewpoint, with other sites seen in the distance
beyond. Shepherd’s Rig, Carnharrow and Margree would be screened by a nearby
group of trees and only likely to be partly discernible and seen as part of an existing
group comprising of consented Glenshimmeroch and Troston Loch if these trees are
felled. Garcrogo would be seen beyond the Blackcraig Hill wind turbines. The additional
effects of the Proposed Development with Garcrogo would be the same as above.
A712 near Townhead Cottage
7.0km, SE
Drumlin Pastures LCT (Milton LCU)
Road users, neaby residents
The existing view to the north west is characterised by the rolling topography with pasture
divided by dry stone walls and scattered field trees, interspersed with larger pockets of
broadleaved tree cover / shelter belt and coniferous plantation. The landform of
Mochrum Fell is visible in the centre of the view, forming a focal point on the horizon,
whilst the local summits of Bardaroch Hill and Kings Chair rise on the left hand side and
right hand side of the view respectively. Nearby farm buildings and telegraph poles can
be seen in the foreground and middle ground.
The turbines would be seen to the right of and wrapping around behind Mochrum Fell
with 3 turbines fully visible and others partly or largely concealed by terrain. The omission
of T5 closest to Mochrum Fell would be beneficial from this viewpoint and the difference
in size would not be apparent compared to the Consented Development.
The scale of change is predicted to be Medium/small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable but would not be a key aspect of the
character in this location.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Garcrogo wind farm would be partly discernible in the right of the view partly screened
by landform and trees in the mid-ground and overlapping with Blackcraig Hill wind farm.
The additional effects of the Proposed Development with Garcrogo would be the same as
identified above.
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Kirkpatrick Durham
8.0km, SE
Drumlin Pastures LCT (Milton LCU)
Road users, nearby residents
The existing view northwest is characterised by open pasture divided by a combination
of post and wire fencing and dry-stone walls. The landscape is predominantly open
and of broad scale, with little tree cover. Mochrum Fell summit is visible in the distance,
beyond the undulations in the local landscape. Telegraph poles traverse the view in the
foreground and houses can be seen further along the road nearby.
The turbines would be seen to either side of and wrapping around behind Mochrum Fell
with 4 turbines seen only as blade tips above the horizon. The difference in size would
not be apparent compared to the Consented Development.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable in the distance but would barely
alter the character in this location.
The scale of change would be Small/negligible.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Blackcraig wind farm can be seen in the distance to the right of Mochrum Fell, but
proposed wind farms cannot be seen. There would be no cumulative effects from
proposed wind farms at this viewpoint.
Old Edinburgh Road, by New Galloway Golf Club
8.7km, W
Rugged Granite Uplands LCT
Road users, recreational receptors
The existing, elevated view in an easterly direction is of an open and broad scale
landscape comprising extensive areas of pasture with scattered field trees and pockets
of broadleaved shelter belt, as well as coniferous plantation across higher ground. The
distant horizon is relatively simple and the summit of Mochrum Fell is just visible above
the intermediate ridgeline. There are isolated homes and farms within the view along
with telecoms lines and an overhead power line extending across higher ground to the
east. Blackcraig Hill wind farm can be seen on the skyline to the left of the road. Wether
Hill and consented Knockman Hill, Glenshimmeroch and Troston Loch may be seen as a
group through roadside vegetation.
The turbines would be seen as a relatively even group along the horizon with T8 seen in
front of Mochrum Fell. The difference in size would not be apparent compared to the
Consented Development.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable in the distance but would barely
alter the character in this location.
The scale of change would be Small/negligible.
This viewpoint is located within the Galloway Hills RSA. The scale of effects on the
special qualities would be the same as for the effects on the landscape character in this
location and would be Small/negligible scale.
Cornharrow would barely be discernible and undifferentiated from consented
Glenshimmeroch while Margree would merge with Troston Loch and Knockman Hill.
Garcrogo would be seen on the skyline, separated from Blackcraig Hill and Fell.
Mochrum Fell would appear of similar scale to Garcrogo and following a similar
spacing and position.
The additional effects of the Proposed Development with Garcrogo would be the same
as identified above.
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Loch Urr
9.7km, N
Rugged Granite Uplands LCT
Road users, recreational receptors
The existing southerly view is characterised by a large scale landscape of gently rolling
topography, with extensive areas of open moorland. Consented Fell wind farm will be
seen nearby in front of Blackcraig Hill wind farm. There are long distance views of
plantation forestry, which extends across the distant horizon. Some blades of Troston
Loch will be seen over rising ground to the north-west. The landscape is predominantly
open and of broad scale.
The turbines would be seen on the distant horizon with most of the turbines seen to the
right of Mochrum Fell and T1 to the left. The difference in size would not be apparent
compared to the Consented Development. Fell and Blackcraig Hill would be the more
noticeable wind farms given their proximity and number of turbines with the addition of
the Proposed Development causing barely discernible change to the nature of the view.
The scale of change is predicted to be Negligible.
The presence of the wind farm would be noticeable in the distance but would not alter
the character in this location.
The scale of change would be Negligible.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Garcrogo would be noticeable in the mid-ground and seen directly in front of the
Proposed Development. The additional effects of the Proposed Development with
Garcrogo would be the same as identified above.
Mochrum Fell Hill Fort
0.8km, S
Foothills with Forest LCT (Stroan LCU)
Recreational receptors (though the hill fort is not easily accessible following forestry
growth)
The view from the hill fort looks out through and over nearby forestry. The trees have
grown noticeably since the photographs were taken for the 2013 ES and nearby trees
now filter views out towards an undulating forested skyline and more distant summits
beyond. Blackcraig Hill is barely discernible and consented Knockman Hill,
Glenshimmeroch and Troston Loch are unlikely to be noticeable.
The turbines would be seen very nearby; wrapping around the viewpoint looking
northwards.
The scale of change is predicted to be Large.
The presence of the wind farm would have a notable influence on the character in this
location, changing it to being that of being within or very close to a wind farm.
The scale of change would be Large.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Shepherds Rig, Margree and Cornharrow are theoretically visible, but in practice would
be almost entirely screened by vegetation. There would be no cumulative effects at this
viewpoint.
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Minor road nr. Nether Barr Hill
4.4km, E
Upland Fringe: Corsock LCU
Road users, recreational receptors
The view looks out across a nearby valley presenting a layered undulating landscape
with a mix of field trees, deciduous woodland, pasture, farms and other features such as
walls, telegraph poles in the foreground and middle ground, with a backdrop of more
distant hills and forestry. Mochrum Fell forms a prominent landmark on the skyline.
Blade tips of two Blackcraig Hill turbines can be seen above the forestry to the
northwest. No other wind farms are visible from this viewpoint.
The turbines would be seen on the skyline to the right of Mochrum Fell. The omission of
T5 reduces the spread of turbines seen, increasing the gap between Mochrum fell and
the wind farm in the view, and removing what was the most prominent turbine. The
increase in size of the turbines would be discernible but effects remain similar in scale
due to the omission of T5.
The scale of change is predicted to be Medium.
The presence of the wind farm would have a limited influence on the character in this
location, with the wind farm being noticeable as a feature but not a key characteristic of
the local landscape.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Garcrogo would be seen partly screened by forestry to the north-west. Mochrum Fell
would be separated from Garcrogo and partly screened by landform.
The additional scale of effects on views arising from the Proposed Development would
be Medium/small.
The additional effects arising on landscape character would be Small/negligible.
John Turner Monument
9.4km, E
Foothills: Dalmacallan LCU
Recreational receptors
The view is an open outlook from a hill summit topped by a stone monument. Consented
wind farms at Glenshimmeroch, Fell and Troston Loch will be seen extending between
and in front of the existing wind farms at Blackcraig Hill and Wether Hill, set amongst
and in front of successive layers of hills and forestry.
The turbines would be seen well separated from the large group of wind farms to the
northwest. It would be seen against the backdrop of the landform to the right of
Mochrum Fell with one turbine screened by the hill.
The scale of change is predicted to be Small.
The presence of the wind farm would have a limited influence on the character in this
location, with the wind farm being noticeable as a feature but not a key characteristic of
the local landscape.
The scale of change would be Small.
This viewpoint is not located in a designated area.
Margree, Shepherd’s Rig and Cornharrow would be seen amongst the existing and
consented group of wind farms. Garcrogo would be seen in front of and extending
beyond the existing and consented group of wind farms and would appear closer than
those turbines. The additional effects of the Proposed Development with Garcrogo
would be the same as identified above.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Appendix 4 Detailed Assessment of Effects

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Effects on landscape character
4.1.1

Figure 1 shows the landscape character types and the location of existing,
consented and proposed wind farms.
Foothills with Forest: Stroan LCU

4.1.2

The site is located in this character unit. “The consented pattern of development

(including Mochrum Fell) includes regularly spaced wind farms throughout the
character unit, with only the area to the east around Brockloch Hill and Barr Hill
being free of their influence. “ [8.7.14]
Scenario 3

4.1.3

As noted at paragraph 8.7.14 of the EIA Report, the effects on character of
Mochrum Fell and the influence of the Blackcraig/Fell group (also within this
character unit) would not be expected to overlap. Effects arising from the Proposed
Development would be as described at 8.6.16 of the EIA Report:

“Undulating terrain and forestry form key elements of the existing character and
would limit visibility of the turbines as shown by Figure 8.3. Large scale effects
would arise within approximately 0.8km - where the turbines would become the
most dominant characteristic. These effects would be greatest within the site and
to the south (near Benshinnie) and north (at Larglear Hill) where the main areas of
visibility would arise. Medium Scale effects would arise to approximately 3-4km,
affecting the southern part of the character area and extending north to the edge
of the forestry beyond the A712. These Long-term Large and Medium scale effects
would affect a Localised extent of the character area, resulting in
Substantial/moderate magnitude effects which would be of Major/moderate
significance (significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.4

Garcrogo would also be located within this character area and its influence would
overlap with the Fell / Blackcraig group. As shown by Figure 4, the area between
the Proposed Development and Garcrogo is largely forested or within a valley and
combined visibility of the two wind farms would be limited within this area. The
main areas of combined visibility within 3-4km of Mochrum Fell (the area of
significant effects identified in the EIA Report) and within this character unit would
be from open areas beyond the forestry northwest of Mochrum Fell (south of the
A712 near viewpoint 3), a small area to the south of Mochrum Fell (near viewpoint
1), and patchy visibility along the A712 corridor between Auchenvey and Lowes Loch
Nature Reserve (viewpoint 3).
The proximity of these areas to Mochrum Fell and the limited overlaps of effects
would mean that the additional effects of the Proposed Development would be the
same as for Scenario 3. The resultant pattern of development would be regular
spacing of wind farm development within the character unit, except for the area to
the east around Brockloch Hill and Barr Hill, as shown by Figure 1.
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Scenario 5
4.1.5

The KTR Project would be approximately 3.7km to the west of this character unit.
The ‘S’ route, which would be dismantled on completion of the KTR Project passes
through a small part of the LCU, but has a limited influence on character due the
adjacent forestry and its location on outward-facing slopes. The additional effects
of the Proposed Development would be the same as for Scenario 3.
Drumlin Pastures: Deeside LCU

4.1.6

This character unit lies 1km to the west of the site at its closest point.
Scenario 3

4.1.7

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.19 of
the EIA Report:

“The open pastures and distinctive landform of the drumlins which are typical of
this character unit would result in widespread visibility of the turbines, with
occasional gaps as shown by Figure 8.3. Medium scale effects would arise within
approximately 3-4km - where the turbines would become a key characteristic.
These effects would extend northwest to Bartaggart Hill, and to the southwest of
the site near Drumrash and Parton. These Long-term, Medium scale effects would
affect a Localised extent of the character area, resulting in Moderate magnitude
effects which would be of Major/moderate significance (significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.8

As shown by Figures 1 and 4, this character type wraps around the higher ground
of Mochrum Fell with two areas extending eastwards to within 3km of the Garcrogo
site. In these areas, both wind farms would be widely visible, along with the existing
and consented proposals, particularly from the area to the north of the site. In this
context, Mochrum Fell would be the most nearby wind Farm, but allowing for
differences in turbine would often not appear as large as Garcrogo. Effects would
remain Medium scale within 3-4km, but reducing to Medium/small in areas closest
to Garcrogo. The magnitude and significance of effects would remain as assessed
for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.9

The KTR Project would pass through the southern part of this LCU at a distance of
approximately 10km from Mochrum Fell. The ‘S’ route passes through the LCU
within approximately 3.6km of the Proposed Development at its closest point. KTR
Project viewpoint 13 (Appendix 1) illustrates the removal of the ‘S’ route line close to
the northern part of the character unit. The KTR Project would be positioned mainly
outside the LCU and at a greater distance from the Proposed Development than
the ‘S’ route which it would replace. The additional effects of the Proposed
Development would be the same as for Scenario 3.
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Drumlin Pastures: Milton LCU
4.1.10

This character unit lies 4.5km to the south-east of the turbines at its closest point
and extends up to 18km to the south-east.
Scenario 3

4.1.11

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.21 of
the EIA Report:

“The open pastures and distinctive landform of the drumlins which are typical of
this character unit would result in widespread visibility of the turbines, with
occasional gaps as shown by Figure 8.3. Small scale effects would arise within
approximately 7km - where the turbines would noticeable in views from the open
slopes to the east of the B794 north of Kirkpatrick Durham. These Long-term, Small
scale effects would affect a Localised extent of the character area, resulting in
Slight magnitude effects which would be of Moderate significance (not significant)
and Adverse”
Scenario 4
4.1.12

The Garcrogo turbines would lie approximately 5km northwest of this character
unit. Figure 4 indicates combined visibility of both Mochrum Fell and Garcrogo wind
farms, along with other more distant developments, would arise within 6-7km of
both sites within this character unit as illustrated by viewpoint 9. The additional
effects of Mochrum Fell would remain as assessed for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.13

The KTR Project would have no influence on this LCT.
Upland Fringe: Corsock Fringe LCU

4.1.14

This character unit lies 1.2km to the east of the site at its closest point. Viewpoint 23
is located within this character unit. This small character unit wraps around the
head of the Urr Valley and extends to approximately 7km east of the site.
Scenario 3

4.1.15

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.24 of
the EIA Report:

“The open valley slopes which are characteristic of this character unit would result
in widespread visibility of the turbines, with some interruption by trees, farm
buildings and terrain as shown by Figure 8.3. Medium scale effects would arise
within a small part of the character area east of the A712 and south of the forestry
north of Corsock, with Small scale effects arising to the east of the valley. These
Long-term effects would affect a Wide extent of the character area, resulting in
Moderate magnitude effects which would be of Major/moderate significance
(significant) and Adverse.”
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Scenario 4
4.1.16

As shown by Figures 1 and 4, this LCT lies directly south of the Garcrogo site. The
nearest areas are forested, but there would be widespread views of both Garcrogo
and Mochrum Fell across the remainder of the character type with the Garcrogo
turbines typically being closer and having a greater influence on character. In this
context, the effects arising from the Proposed Development would be reduced in
the areas closest to Garcrogo, tending towards Negligible. Effects would be Small
scale across an Intermediate extent of the character area, resulting in a
Moderate/slight magnitude of change and effects of Moderate significance (not
significant) taking into account the High/medium sensitivity.
Scenario 5

4.1.17

The KTR Project would have no influence on this LCT.
Narrow Wooded River Valley: River Urr LCU

4.1.18

This character unit lies 3.4km to the east of the site at its closest point. This narrow
linear character unit follows the valley of the Urr Water southwards to beyond 20km
south of the site.
Scenario 3

4.1.19

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.27 of
the EIA Report:

“The wooded valley slopes which are characteristic of this character unit would
result in very little visibility of the turbines within 5km, as shown by Figure 8.3. Small
scale effects would arise along the corridor of the B794 to the west of Kirkpatrick
Durham at distances of 5-7km from the site. These Long-term scale effects would
affect a Limited extent of the character area, resulting in Slight magnitude effects
which would be of Moderate significance (not significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.20

As shown by Figures 1 and 4, this LCT lies approximately 1.5km east of the Garcrogo
site and the northern end of the valley would be influenced by the presence of that
development. The main area of effects from the Proposed Development would be
separate from this as identified above and effects would be the same as for
Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.21

The KTR Project would have no influence on this LCT.
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Flooded Valley LCT;
4.1.22

This character type lies 4km to the south-west of the site at its closest point. This
broad linear character unit encompasses Loch Ken and the A713 corridor extending
approximately 10km from the site to the north-west and south.
Scenario 3

4.1.23

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.30 of
the EIA Report:

“Patchy visibility of the turbines would arise from areas around Loch Ken as shown
by Figure 8.3. Small scale effects would arise in these areas located approximately
5-7km from the site. These Long-term scale effects would affect an Intermediate
extent of the character area, resulting in Slight magnitude effects which would be
of Moderate significance (not significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.24

As shown by Figures 1 and 4, this LCT lies approximately 6km west of the Garcrogo
site. The two sites would tend to be seen together in views from the western valley
slopes or the upper eastern slopes. In these views, as shown by viewpoints 7 and 11,
the two wind farms would appear similar in scale from areas further north, with the
Proposed Development appearing slightly larger due to proximity in views from
further south. From lower lying areas such as viewpoint 6, Garcrogo would tend not
to be seen. The addition of Mochrum Fell would further extend the influence of wind
farms across the skyline of in views across Loch Ken and effects would remain as
set out for Scenario 3 above.
Scenario 5

4.1.25

The new line proposed as part of the KTR Project would not pass through this LCT.
The project would result in the removal of the ‘S’ route which passes through this
character area to the east of Loch Ken. Visualisations for the KTR Project included
in Appendix 1 for Viewpoints 13, 15, 19, 21 & 25 include views from and of the LCT. In
views from the western valley sides and the loch, the KTR Project would result in the
removal of pylons which are currently visible against the backdrop of the lower
slopes looking across Loch Ken as shown for Mochrum Fell viewpoints 6 and 7.
Visibility of the new line would primarily arise from upper eastern valley slopes
where there are more open views looking west, and where gaps in the terrain and
forestry permit localised views towards the new line, such as at KTR Viewpoint 21 at
Mossdale. The KTR Project would overall result in a slight reduction in the influence
of pylons within the LCT. In this context, effects arising from the addition of the
Proposed Development would remain as set out for Scenario 3 above.

Visual Effects
4.1.26

Figure 8.3 of the EIA Report shows the location of receptors discussed in this section.
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Recreational receptors within 6km of the site
4.1.27

This group includes Core Paths 221 (Mochrum Fell), 31 (Cassenvey), 595 (Kirkpatrick
Durham to Corsock), 167 (Barmurrie to Ewanston) and two short routes to the
southwest – 29 (The Gunnay, Parton) and 192 (Cruichie); and the short Parton walk
from the A713 to a panoramic viewpoint near Parton. The Scotways objection
relating to access matters also provides a map showing two rights of way (included
as Appendix 4) that were not considered within the EIA Report:
• DS/DS97/1 partly coincides with one of the core paths as it passes through the
site and would receive similar effects to the routes assessed. There would be
near views as the route passes close to a turbine, with views mostly otherwise
screened by forestry except from a more open stretch at the southern end
(represented by viewpoint 1).
• DS/DS98/1 runs between DS/DS97/1 and Corsock – effects from near the
western end of the route are represented by viewpoint 1, and there would be
some open, close views of the turbines from some parts of the route as it passes
through open fields between the areas of woodland.
Scenario 3

4.1.28

Taking the additional routes into account, effects would be as follows:
• Core paths 31, 221 and rights of way DS/DS97/1 and DS/DS98/1: “visibility of
the turbines would be mostly screened by trees, with open, close views as [routes
pass] through the site (similar to viewpoint 22), and visibility otherwise depending

on the felling cycle and forestry regrowth. There would be Long-term, Large
scale effects (decreasing to Medium with distance) for an Intermediate extent
of both routes resulting in effects of Substantial magnitude which would be of
Major/moderate significance (significant) and Adverse”. [8.6.33]

• Core paths 167 and 595: From both routes, walkers heading towards the site

would have frequent open views of the turbines, resulting in Medium scale
effects on path 167 and path 595 within approximately 5-6km of the site,
reducing to Small scale for the southern part of route 595 near Kirkpatrick
Durham. These Long-term effects would affect a Wide extent of these routes,
resulting in Moderate magnitude effects of Major/moderate significance
(significant) for route 167 and route 595 to the west of the B794, reducing to Slight
magnitude and Moderate (not significant) for Core Path 595 to the east of the
B794.” [8.6.34]

• Parton Walk: “There would be no views from the walking route up to the

promoted viewpoint and picnic area located 4.6km to the south-west of the site
at Parton Walk, as the views to the north-east towards the site are obscured by
the rising ground. Viewpoint 5 shows the view towards the site although the main
panoramic views look out over the valley to the south-east. …The upper parts
of the turbines would be seen, framed by rising ground to either side. This would
be most noticeable for people as they turn from ascending the hill towards the
viewpoint and picnic area, rather than from the viewpoint itself, where the open
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panorama draws the eye away from the site. Long-term effects would be Small
scale and of Wide extent (taking into account that they would be unavoidable
from the promoted viewpoint), resulting in effects of Slight Magnitude which
would be of Moderate significance (not significant) and adverse.” [8.6.35]
Scenario 4
• Core paths 31, 221 and rights of way DS/DS97/1 and DS/DS98/1: As shown by
Figure 4, each of these routes may have some visibility of Garcrogo wind farm
from more open sections of the routes as they leave the forestry and approach
the roads to the north and northeast. The route with the most open views of both
wind farms would be DS/DS97/1. The primary effects on those routes would
remain those arising from passing in close proximity to the Proposed
development, and effects would be as assessed for Scenario 3.
• Core paths 167 and 595: As shown by Figure 4, Core Path 167 would have views
of Garcrogo (at distances of approx. 6km) and the Proposed Development from
much of the route. The two wind farms would be seen separately from each
other and the Blackcraig/Fell group. Given the influence of Garcrogo and the
Blackcraig/Fell group, the additional effect from Mochrum Fell would be
Medium/Small scale for a Wide extent of this route. Route 595 would have no
visibility of Garcrogo within 6km of the Mochrum Fell turbines. Although there
would be a minor reduction in the scale of effects on Core Path 167, effects would
remain as assessed for Scenario 3.
• Parton Walk: Garcrogo wind farm would not be visible from the route or
promoted viewpoint. Effects would be as for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5
• Core paths 31, 221 and rights of way DS/DS97/1 and DS/DS98/1: The KTR
project would not affect these routes.
• Core paths 167 and 595: The KTR project would not affect these routes.
• Parton Walk: Viewpoint 19 in the KTR EIA Report shows the view from the picnic
area and promoted viewpoint (equivalent to Viewpoint 5 in this AI Report). The
‘S’ route to be removed is currently seen running across the skyline in views to
the east which would also include the Proposed Development. The proposed
new overhead line would be located beyond intervening areas of higher ground
and woodland on the far side of Loch Ken. The removal of the ‘S’ route would
result in a less cluttered skyline in views from the promoted viewpoint towards
the site. Effects would be as assessed for Scenario 3.
Bennan Hill viewpoints and Mossdale Walks
4.1.29

This group includes network of core paths near Mossdale which connect to
promoted viewpoints at Bennan Hill, looking eastwards over Loch Ken. This
receptor group is located 6.5-7.5km to the south-west of the site and is represented
by viewpoint 7.
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Scenario 3
4.1.30

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.38 of
the EIA Report:

“The routes include a mix of open lower lying areas and forested slopes, with the
most open views of the turbines arising from the promoted viewpoints and more
elevated trails where forestry clearance allows views towards the northeast. Longterm effects would be Medium/small scale for an Intermediate extent of this
receptor group, resulting in effects of Moderate/slight magnitude which would be
of Moderate significance (significant) and Adverse at the promoted viewpoints,
and of Moderate significance (not significant) and Adverse elsewhere.”
Scenario 4
4.1.31

As shown by Figure 4, and viewpoint 7, Garcrogo wind farm would tend to be visible
along with Mochrum Fell from more elevated and open locations, but not seen from
lower lying areas around Mossdale. The two wind farms would be seen separately
from each other along the skyline in views looking across the Loch – more typically
as blade tips from lower lying areas. Additional effects from the Proposed
Development would be as assessed for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.32

The route of the KTR Project would pass through the network of trails to the south
of Bennan Hill at Mossdale and would pass through forestry to the west of Bennan
Hill. In the lower lying areas at Mossdale the KTR Project would be seen in nearby
views looking west, whilst the Proposed Development would be seen on the skyline
looking in the opposite direction (as shown for KTR Project Viewpoint 21). From the
trails through the forestry, neither of the two projects would tend to be seen. From
the promoted viewpoints, and in lower lying views across Loch Ken, the KTR project
would result in a removal of the pylons seen in views across the loch (e.g. at
viewpoint 7), whilst the new route would be screened by higher ground and forestry
to the west. Effects would be as assessed for Scenario 3.
Loch Ken and RSPB Ken Dee Marches Nature Reserve

4.1.33

This receptor group, represented by Viewpoint 6, is located 5-6km to the southwest of the site and includes people visiting the sailing centre or the Loch for
recreational purposes and visitors to the RSPB reserve to the south of Loch Ken
Scenario 3

4.1.34

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.40 of
the EIA Report:

“Visibility of the turbines would mainly arise from the western edge of the Loch and
Nature Reserve, where blades would be seen above the skyline, with the greatest
visibility from near Ged Point and to the north of Lochside Point, where some turbine

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

*hubs and towers would be seen. Long-term, Small scale effects would arise across
an Intermediate extent of this receptor group, resulting in effects of Slight
magnitude which would be of Moderate significance (not significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.35

As shown by Figure 4 and Viewpoint 6, there would be very limited visibility of
Garcrogo. Effects would be as assessed for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.36

The KTR Project would pass to the west of this receptor group. The ‘S’ route lies
between the receptor group and Mochrum Fell. The existing pylons are largely seen
against a backdrop of rising land to the north and east and their removal would be
slightly beneficial in views in the direction of the Proposed Development. There
would be very limited cumulative effects with the KTR Project and the effects would
be the same as those assessed for Scenario 3.
A712

4.1.37

This route is located 1.6km northeast of the site at its closest point.
Scenario 3

4.1.38

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.42 of
the EIA Report:

“Visibility of the turbines from within 10km of the site would arise for southbound
drivers as the route approaches New Galloway, where views would be similar to
those from viewpoint 11. Closer views of the turbines at distances of 3-7km would
be seen from the route between Balmaclellan and the edge of the forestry at
viewpoint 3, with occasional views of turbine blades from the closest section of the
route north of Auchevey. For northbound drivers there would be occasional open
views at distances of 4-7km as illustrated by viewpoint 9, and a small area of blade
tip visibility near Auchenvey. Long-term effects would be Medium (southbound)
and Medium/small (northbound) scale for a Localised extent of the route, resulting
in effects of Moderate-Slight magnitude that would be of Moderate significance
(not significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.39

The A712 passes between the Garcrogo and Mochrum fell sites at distances of
approximately 1.5-2km from both sites. As shown by Figure 4, and Viewpoint 3,
visibility of either or both of the wind farms would be frequently screened by terrain,
forestry and/or roadside vegetation. The most open views of both wind farms for
southbound drivers would be between Balmaclellan and viewpoint 3; and for
northbound drivers between viewpoint 9 and Corsock, with a short stretch of
visibility near Auchenvey. The addition of the Proposed Development to Garcrogo
would add further views of turbines for drivers using the route, and effects would
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be Medium/Small to Small scale for a Localised extent of the route. Effects would
be of Moderate/slight magnitude (not significant) and Adverse.
Scenario 5
4.1.40

The KTR project would have no effects on this route.
A713 Galloway Tourist Route and Robert the Bruce Trail

4.1.41

This route is located 4.5km southwest of the site at its closest point and the includes
drivers enjoying the A713 as a promoted tourist route and walkers following the
long-distance walking route.
Scenario 3

4.1.42

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.44 of
the EIA Report:

“Visibility of the turbines from within 10km of the site would be limited by terrain and
vegetation with the main areas of visibility arising between Craigend and the Loch
Ken sailing centre, where route users heading south would have occasional open
views towards the turbines at distances of 5-7km for a 2-3km stretch of the route.
Northbound route users would have the greatest visibility from the stretch just north
of Crossmichael at distances of 6-8km. Long-term effects would be Medium/small
scale for a Limited extent of the route, resulting in effects of Slight magnitude that
would be of Moderate significance (significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.43

The ZTV Study shown in Figure 4 indicates that there may be some intermittent
views of Garcrogo at distances of approximately 9km, along with intermittent views
of the Proposed Development between Craigend and the Loch Ken sailing centre.
The additional effects of the Proposed Development would be the same as for
Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.44

The removal of the ‘S’ route which runs nearby to the east of the A713 as it passes
the site would be beneficial, as illustrated by KTR Project Viewpoint 25. The new
overhead line would typically be out of view or barely noticeable beyond higher
ground and woodland/forestry on the far side of Loch Ken. The additional effects
of the Proposed Development would be the same as for Scenario 3.
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Galloway Red Kite Trail
4.1.45

The western section of this route is located 6.5km south-west of the site at its closest
point. The eastern section follows the A713 and is considered with that receptor.
Scenario 3

4.1.46

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.46 of
the EIA Report:

“For southbound walkers there may be occasional distant views as the route passes
through New Galloway, but the most open views will arise along the shores of Loch
Ken for a 2.5km stretch where the turbines (or blades to the south of Lochside point)
will be seen at distances of 6.5-7.5km. For northbound walkers, the turbines are
likely to be seen from a 1.5km stretch of the route as it passes Mossdale. Long-term
effects would be Medium/small scale for a Localised extent of the route, resulting
in effects of Slight magnitude that would be of Moderate significance (not
significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.47

As shown by Figure 4, there would be some visibility of both Garcrogo and the
Proposed Development where the route follows the A762 along the west side of
Loch Ken. The visibility pattern of Garcrogo would be similar to that of the Proposed
Development, with greater visibility north of Lochside Point. The additional effects
of the Proposed Development would be the same as for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.48

North of Mossdale, the new KTR Project overhead line would be screened by terrain
and forestry, and the main visual effects would be the removal of the ‘S’ route on
the far side of Loch Ken. For approximately 1km of the route at Mossdale there
would be close views of the new overhead line with intermittent views of the
Proposed Development above the skyline on the far side of the loch (see Viewpoint
21 of the KTR Project). The additional effects of the Proposed Development would
be the same as for Scenario 3.
Galloway Hills RSA

4.1.49

This designation is located 2.2km to the west of the site at its closest point as shown
by Figure 8.4. Viewpoints 5, 6, 7 and 11 are located within the designated area.
Scenario 3

4.1.50

Effects arising from the Proposed Development would be as described at 8.6.4748 of the EIA Report:

“There would be no direct effects on the special qualities of the RSA, but views are
an important quality of the designation….
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Views of the turbines would be limited in the areas closest to the site, with the main
areas of visibility arising 4-8km from the site to the south of New Galloway; more
distant views from areas to the west and north of New Galloway; a small area of
close views approximately 3km from the site to the north of Parton; and more
distant views from the Dee Valley and rising hills beyond at 6-10km to the south and
southwest of the site. Visual effects in the areas closest to the site would be Medium
scale, with larger areas of Medium/small and Small scale effects. These Long-term
changes to views would have a Small scale effects on the special qualities of the
RSA across an Intermediate extent of the designation, resulting in effects of Slight
Magnitude that would be of Moderate significance (not significant) and Adverse.”
Scenario 4
4.1.51

The ZTV Study shown on Figure 4 indicates that there would be some visibility of
Garcrogo along with the Proposed development from within the RSA to the south
of Balmaclellan. Viewpoints 7 and 11 illustrate effects from within this area and
indicate that the two wind farms would tend to appear of similar scales and occupy
similar positions on the skyline, separated from each other and Blackcraig Hill and
Fell wind farms. A second area of more limited and distant combined visibility
would arise to the south of Loch Ken, with the Proposed Development being seen
in front of Garcrogo from this area. The additional effects of the Proposed
Development would be the same as for Scenario 3.
Scenario 5

4.1.52

The KTR Project would pass through the RSA and the ‘S’ route would be removed
from the eastern part of the designated area. The KTR Project would pass mainly
through forestry and to the west of promoted viewpoints above Loch Ken.
Viewpoints 13, 15, 19, 21 and 25 from the KTR EIA Report lie within the RSA and
illustrate the removal of the ‘S’ Route and the proposed new overhead line. As
discussed for visual receptors in this area above, these changes to views of pylons
would not alter the effects of the Proposed Development which would be the same
as for Scenario 3.

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

Appendix 5 Residential Visual Amenity
Assessment – Cumulative Update
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Appendix 5: Residential Visual Amenity Assessment –
Cumulative Update
Background
5.1.1

Appendix 8.7 to the EIA Report [App 1.6] provided the RVAA for the application. At
the time Garcrogo wind farm was in scoping and potential cumulative effects on
residential amenity resulting from Garcrogo and Mochrum Fell were not
considered. The methodology set out in that document is used in providing this
update.

5.1.2

This update does not reconsider the magnitude of change, given that process is
used only to identify which properties require consideration in relation to whether
the RVAA threshold is exceeded, i.e. “the effect on the outlook / visual amenity of a

residential property is so great that it is not generally considered to be in the public
interest to permit such conditions to occur where they did not exist before.”
5.1.3

It is only those properties which lie between Garcrogo and Mochrum Fell that would
be likely to experience such effects. Those are identified as properties 5 and 7-11 in
the RVAA and are all located 1.5-2.1km to the northeast of the Mochrum Fell turbines
as shown on Figure A.1 in the RVAA. For all properties outside of this group the RVAA
provided within the EIA Report describes effects.
Mochrum Fell RVAA Summary

5.1.4

Assessed effects on these properties arising from the Proposed Development (as
set out within the RVAA) are summarised in Table A5.1 below. None of the properties
were judged to receive effects of the greatest magnitude (i.e. Substantial
magnitude) and effects were not judged to reach the RVAA threshold as a result of
the Proposed Development.
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Table A5.1RVAA Summary
Ref

Property

Changes from Consented Scheme

5

Mid Moss

7

Auchenvey (No 14, and Braemar)

8

Moss End

9

Auchenvey Farm

10

Woodhead

11

Marnhoul

Turbines only likely to be seen as blade tips
from access track as shown by ZTV study. No
change to effects.
Greater visibility of turbine blades above
forestry. No change to assessed magnitude
and level of effects.
Turbines only likely to be seen as blade tips as
shown by ZTV study. No change to effects.
Greater visibility of turbine blades above
forestry. No changes to assessed magnitude
and level of effects.
Turbines only likely to be seen as blade tips
from access track as shown by ZTV study. No
change to effects.
Greater visibility of turbine blades, increasing
effects.

Proposed
Development
Magnitude
Slight

Moderate

Moderate
Moderate

Slight

Slight

Garcrogo RVAA Summary
5.1.5

These properties are also considered within the Garcrogo RVAA (Appendix 6.7 to
the EIA Report for Garcrogo), taking account of the consented wind farm at
Mochrum Fell. That assessment identifies effects as set out in Table A5.2 below
(from Table 6.7.42 of the Garcrogo EIA Report):
Table A5.2 Garcrogo RVAA Summary
Property
Mid Moss

Dist.
1.85km

Auchenvey
(No 1-4)
Braemar

1.95km

Moss End

1.80km

Auchenvey
Farm
Woodhead

1.77km

Marnhoul

2.03km

Mochrum Fell Wind Farm

1.90km

1.73km

Effects as set out in Garcrogo ES
Moderate/Major– north-east facing windows
Moderate/Major – garden / curtilage to the north
Major – north-west facing windows
Major – gardens / curtilage to the north
Moderate – north facing windows
Moderate/Major – garden / curtilage to the north
Moderate – north-east facing windows
Moderate - garden / curtilage to the north-west and access
track at entrance
Moderate – north-west facing windows
Moderate/Major – garden / curtilage to the north
Moderate/Major– north-east facing windows
Moderate/Major – garden / curtilage to the north
Major – north-east facing windows
Major – garden / curtilage from northern and eastern sides

RVAA – cumulative effects
5.1.6

This RVAA update considers the additional effects of Mochrum Fell with Garcrogo
wind farm. Where the effects of Mochrum Fell are very limited, a detailed analysis
is not provided. Taking each property in turn:

5.1.7

Mid Moss – The additional visibility of Mochrum Fell blade tips from the access
track would not increase effects to the degree that the RVAA threshold would be
exceeded.

5.1.8

1-4 Auchenvey – As shown in Inset 5.1 below, the two easternmost properties in this
group would have limited visibility of the Mochrum Fell turbines, with views towards
the site oblique and partly screened by garden vegetation and buildings. Their main
facades also face away from the site. The properties further west (3 & 4),
particularly the westernmost one (No. 4), would have more open views towards the
turbines. Only blade tips are likely to be visible above forestry, but in the event that
the intervening forestry were removed, the 3 nearest turbines would be seen from
hub height upwards, with the blades of two further turbines – primarily from the
driveway and garden at distances of 1.6km. The Garcrogo turbines would be seen
in open views from the road but partly screened by garden vegetation –
particularly from the easternmost properties (1 & 2). The turbines would appear
markedly larger and closer than the existing turbines at Blackcraig Hill wind farm,
which can currently be seen in views from this location. Whilst the effects would be
increased slightly from Garcrogo alone, it is considered that the addition of the
Proposed Development would not result in the RVAA threshold being exceeded.
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Inset 5.1: 1- 4 Auchenvey showing view lines towards Mochrum Fell turbines (red)
and Garcrogo turbines (yellow)

5.1.9

Braemar – The Mochrum Fell turbines would be visible approaching this bungalow
property on the A712, and potentially from the western edges of garden areas,
though vegetation in the front garden and around 1-4 Auchenvey on the far side of
the road provide notable screening (as shown by Inset 5.2 below). Views of
Garcrogo wind farm would be similar to those described for 1-4 Auchenvey above,
with some screening provided by the rear garden boundary hedge and trees. This
property was assessed as part of a group with 1-4 Auchenvey in the RVAA, and the
resultant assessment overstates the effects on this property. In practice, views of
the Proposed Development would be limited and that additional visibility would not
increase effects to the degree that the RVAA threshold would be exceeded.
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Inset 5.2: Braemar showing view lines towards Mochrum Fell turbines

5.1.10

Moss End – The additional visibility of Mochrum Fell turbines, seen through trees
from the access track would not increase effects to the degree that the RVAA
threshold would be exceeded.
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5.1.11

Auchenvey Farm – Mochrum Fell turbine hubs and blades would be visible above
the hillside in the event that forestry and localised screening vegetation were all
removed. In practice, there is likely to be a variable degree of screening depending
on felling cycles and seasons, with roadside vegetation limiting views towards the
site from the house and garden in summer. Garcrogo would be partly screened by
outbuildings in views from the house, garden and yard, though the turbines are
likely to be seen in some views above and between the buildings. Whilst the effects
would be increased slightly from Garcrogo alone, it is considered that the addition
of the Proposed Development would not result in the RVAA threshold being
exceeded.
Inset 5.3: Auchenvey Farm showing view lines towards Mochrum Fell turbines

5.1.12

Woodhead - The additional visibility of Mochrum Fell blade tips from the access
track would not increase effects to the degree that the RVAA threshold would be
reached.
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5.1.13

Marnhoul – The tips of some of the Mochrum Fell turbines would be visible above
the hillside in the event that forestry were removed, with more open views from the
access track. Intervening outbuildings and boundary trees also screen views
towards the site. The Garcrogo turbines would be seen from the north and east
facing windows of the house, set within forestry on the far side of the A712. The
Garcrogo turbines would also be seen in front when leaving the house along the
access track. It is considered that the addition of the Proposed Development would
not result in the RVAA threshold being exceeded.
Inset 5.4: Marnhoul showing view lines towards Mochrum Fell turbines
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Appendix 2: Cumulative Noise Update
for Falck Renewables Wind Ltd
Andy McKenzie, Hayes McKenzie Partnership Ltd
3398_N04_EXT1, 22 February 2022

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1

This note is provided as an update to the cumulative noise assessment presented in the EIAR
noise assessment chapter, in order to take into account the application for a 9 turbine wind farm
at Garcrogo, which would lie at 4-5km to the north-north-east of the proposed development.

2. BASIS OF NOISE IMPACT ASSESSMENT
2.1

The noise impact assessment for the proposed development is presented at Chapter 7 of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR), submitted in support of the application for a tip
height increase over that permitted by the existing consent for Mochrum Fell wind farm. The
assessment was carried out by comparing noise predictions for the Proposed Development, as
operating with the proposed increased tip height, with noise limits imposed by the existing
consent. In that respect, Mochrum Fell wind farm is already entitled to operate up to its existing
noise limits, irrespective of any additional development in the area.

2.2

Nonetheless, a cumulative operational noise assessment was included in the EIAR for the tip
height increase, demonstrating that the inclusion of other wind farms in the area, if added to the
predicted noise levels from the Proposed Development, would not cause any exceedance of the
limits. It should be noted, however, that the limits imposed by the planning condition (Planning
Condition 28) only apply to Mochrum Fell operating in isolation.

3. ADDITION OF GARCROGO
3.1

Notwithstanding the section above, which shows that the Proposed Development is entitled to
operate up to the noise limits imposed under the existing consent, the results of noise predictions
included in the noise impact assessment contained within the EIAR submitted in support of the
Garcrogo wind farm can be combined with those at Figure 7.1 of the EIAR for the Proposed
Development. The only properties which are potentially affected lie between the Proposed
Development and the proposed Garcrogo site, where predicted noise levels from the Proposed
Development are no more than 32 dB LA90 at wind speeds corresponding to the rated power of
the wind farm. Although the limits applied in the existing consent only apply to Mochrum Fell
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acting alone, they could be considered, in terms of EIA, to apply to all wind farm noise. If so, the
issue here would be whether the addition of noise from Garcrogo would cause any exceedance
of noise limits applicable to these properties, notwithstanding the fact that Mochrum Fell acting
alone is already entitled to operate up to these limits.
3.2

It can be seen from Table 7.8 in the EIAR for the proposed development, that the noise limits
applicable to Mid Moss, which is the closest of the properties to the Proposed Development, are
met by a minim margin of 9 dB. The predicted noise level from Garcrogo at this property is 31.5
dB LA90 at rated power. Adding this rated power noise level to the predicted noise from the
Proposed Development (using decibel addition) would still enable these limits to be met by a
significant margin at all wind speeds.

3.3

In practice, however, these values can only be combined for downwind propagation from both
sites simultaneously which clearly cannot happen in practice. Because these properties lie
between the two sites, downwind propagation from the Proposed Development, would mean the
noise from Garcrogo would be reduced by 10 dB or more, which would cause no potential
cumulative impact, and vice-versa for downwind propagation from Garcrogo. The most critical
wind direction in the circumstances is for cross-wind blowing perpendicular to a line joining the
two sites when the noise contribution from both sites is likely to be reduced by around 3 dB leading
in to an increased margin of compliance with the limits over that demonstrated above.

3.4

The same limits are considered to be applicable to all properties in this area, including Marnhoul
to the north-west, with the particular observation that increased proximity to the A712 would have
the effect of possibly increasing the limits, which are based on background noise levels, above
those derived for Mid Moss.

3.5

It may be noted that the noise assessment carried out for Garcrogo also includes the cumulative
contribution for the operational Blackcraig wind farm and the consented Fell Wind Farm to the
north. Even if these are added in, there is still a significant margin of compliance with the derived
limits.

3.6

Finally, even if it were judged that the derived limits should not apply to properties other than Mid
Moss, it can be demonstrated that the combination of all the wind farms in the area produces
noise levels which meet the ‘simplified’ ETSU-R-97 noise limit of 35 dB LA90, at maximum noise
output, for the critical cross-wind conditions identified above, and for all other wind conditions at
these properties.
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Mochrum Fell Wind Farm, Appendix 2: Cumulative Noise Update
3398_N04_EXT1, 22/02/2022

4. CONCLUSION
4.1

It is demonstrated that, notwithstanding the fact that any wind turbine development at Mochrum
Fell is permitted to operate up to the limits imposed by the existing consent, it has been
demonstrated that adding the proposed Garcrogo wind farm to the cumulative wind farm noise in
the area, including for the proposed tip height increase at Mochrum Fell, causes no significant
cumulative impact.
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MOCHRUM FELL WIND FARM: CUMULATIVE REVIEW
Appendix 3: Cultural Heritage Assessment
1.

Introduction

Since submission of the application for the amended Mochrum Fell Wind Farm there has been some
change to the cumulative wind farm development scenario in relation to potential effects on the
settings of cultural heritage assets in the vicinity of the proposed development. The principal
changes relevant to cultural heritage interests are:
•
•

the consent for Fell Wind Farm, approximately 7.5km to the north of the proposed
development.
the introduction of the proposed (application stage) Garcrogo Wind Farm, approximately
2.5km to the north of the proposed development.

The consent for Fell Wind Farm does not change the findings of the cumulative impact assessment
presented in Chapter 10.9 of the EIA Report, and the cumulative impact of the addition of the
proposed development to the baseline scenario arising from that consent would be not significant
(as reported in EIA Report Chapter 10.9).
The introduction of Garcrogo Wind Farm to the baseline scenario would result in potential
cumulative impacts, not addressed in the proposed development application, on three nondesignated heritage assets that lie close to both schemes. These are:
•

•
•

Corsock House, a non-inventory designed landscape (NIDL), which lies to the east of the
proposed development and southeast of the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm. The NIDL forms
the setting for Category B Listed Corsock House (LB 17080).
Auchenvey, Cairn (MDG4288), which lies in rural farmland in the Crogo Burn valley, between
the proposed development and the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm.
Knocklearn, Settlement (MDG4281), which lies in rural farmland to the east of the proposed
Garcrogo Wind Farm and to the northeast of the proposed development.

It is noted that HES has not objected to either Mochrum Fell or Garcrogo Wind Farms, either as
stand-alone schemes or on the basis of cumulative impacts. Having considered the location of the
proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm in relation to the proposed development, it is not considered that
there would be any significant adverse cumulative effects on the settings of Scheduled Monuments
(or listed buildings) in the area.
2.

Corsock House NIDL

From Corsock House NIDL, it is only from the western part that there is any predicted theoretical
visibility of the proposed development, in views to the west. The cumulative ZTV for Garcrogo
indicates that there would be more visibility of that scheme, with theoretical visibility predicted from
most of the ground within the NIDL (Garcrogo EIA Report, Figures 6.29 and 7.1, for reference). From
the eastern part of the NIDL, views of the proposed development would be partly screened by the
topography of Mochrum Fell and additionally by woodland that occupies that eastern part.
Garcrogo Wind Farm would be less well screened by topography and seen against the backdrop of
the operational Blackcraig Hill and consented Fell Wind Farms.
There are more open aspects from within the NIDL, for example in the western part, at the location
of the Murray-Dunlop Monument, from where there are open views all round over a large part of
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the NIDL. From here the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm would be visible in the middle distance to
the northwest, backdropped by the operational Blackcraig Hill and consented Fell Wind Farms. From
the monument, there would be no (or very limited) visibility of the proposed development (see EIA
Report Figure 10.9, for reference (view from Corsock House)).
The landscape within the NIDL comprises areas of mature mixed woodland plantations and open
farmland. The largest of the woodland areas, east of the unclassified road that runs north to south
through the NIDL, provides a sheltered setting for Corsock House. The House is visible from this
unclassified road, but the view of the House is backdropped by closely enclosing woodland and
neither the proposed development not Garcrogo Wind Farm would be visible in the background in
this view.
Having considered the evidence provided by maps and aerial photography together with the ZTVs
for the proposed development and that for the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm, I believe that there
will be a cumulative impact of no more than low magnitude on the setting of Corsock House NIDL,
which would result in a minor significance adverse effect, no different to that predicted for the
proposed development alone and not significant in EIA terms.
3.

Auchenvey Cairn (MDG4288)

From Auchenvey Cairn, the proposed development would be largely screened by intervening
topography in views to the southwest and additional screening is currently provided by the
commercial forestry on the northern slopes of Mochrum Fell. Only five hubs and the blade tips of
one other turbine are predicted to be visible from the cairn, and the landscape context and localised
setting of the cairn, beside an unnamed watercourse that flows north to join the Crogo Burn, would
not be compromised. The proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm would be more visible than the proposed
development (Garcrogo EIA Report, Figure 7.10, for reference), with all nine turbines visible at hub
height and more, backdropped against the more distant turbines of the operational Blackcraig Hill
and consented Fell Wind Farms.
A cumulative impact on the setting of the cairn from the proposed development in combination with
Garcrogo Wind Farm would result from the two developments being located to the southwest and
north of the cairn respectively. The greater visibility of proposed turbines from the cairn would be of
those of Garcrogo Wind Farm, which would also be closer to the cairn that the proposed
development, and less well screened. The proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm would be seen as bringing
turbines closer within the setting of the cairn, whereas the proposed development would be located
behind the topography to the south.
Having considered the evidence provided by the ZTVs for the proposed development and that for
the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm and considering the localised setting of the cairn, it is considered
that there will be a cumulative impact of no more than low magnitude on the setting of Auchenvey
Cairn, which would result in a minor significance adverse effect, no different to that predicted for
the proposed development alone and not significant in EIA terms.
4. Knocklear Settlement (MDG4281)
From Knocklear Settlement, the proposed development (see EIA Report Figure 10.7 for reference)
would be seen beyond the skyline to the southwest, partly screened by the topography of Mochrum
Fell, lying outwith the localised setting of the small, enclosed settlement. The proposed Garcrogo
Wind Farm would be closer to the settlement, less well screened by topography and viewed partly
against the backdrop of operational Blackcraig Hill Wind Farm. The view towards Garcrogo is
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currently partial screened by a woodland plantation immediately to the west of the settlement but
in the absence of that woodland open views would include all of the proposed turbines on that site
(Garcrogo EIA Report, Figure 7.11, for reference).
The proposed development would be seen in the background of the views including Garcrogo, but
more distant and beyond the skyline, extending the visibility of turbines from the settlement in
views to the west and southwest. Neither of the two proposed developments would compromise
the localised setting of the settlement or its association with the Urr Water, which runs north to
south past the east side of the settlement.
Having considered the evidence provided by the wirelines for the proposed development (EIA Report
Figure 10.7) and that for the proposed Garcrogo Wind Farm (Garcrogo EIA Report, Figure 7.11), and
taking into account the localised setting of the settlement, it is considered there will be a cumulative
impact of no more than low magnitude on the setting of Knocklear Settlement, which would result in
a minor significance adverse cumulative effect, no different to that predicted for the proposed
development alone and not significant in EIA terms.
5. Conclusion
A review of available evidence has been undertaken relating to cumulative impacts, as reported in
the EIA report for the proposed development (Chapter 10, Section 10.9) and that for the Garcrogo
Wind Farm (Chapter 7, paragraphs 7.105 - 116). The ZTVs for the respective developments have
been examined. This identified three heritage assets where it was considered that there was a
potential for a cumulative impact on their settings.
Each of these has been assessed in turn and, using maps and aerial photographic sources, and taking
consideration of the characteristics of the settings of these heritage assets that contribute to
appreciation of their cultural significance, and considering the relationships between the individual
heritage assets and the proposed Mochrum Fell and Garcrogo developments in combination. A
review of the available wireline visualisations for both developments, where they are available, and
using visualisation modelling where wirelines are not available has been undertaken.
From this, it is concluded that there would be no significant adverse impact on the settings of any of
the three heritage assets that are identified as having potential for cumulative impacts to detract
from their cultural significance. It is important to note that Historic Environment Scotland has not
objected to either proposed development in regard to the settings of heritage assets covered by
their remit (Scheduled Monuments and Category A Listed Buildings in this instance), based on the
assessments submitted for their consideration.
Having considered the evidence available to me, we are satisfied that there would be no significant
adverse cumulative effects on the settings of any cultural heritage assets from the proposed
development together with existing or currently proposed wind farms in the surroundings of the
proposed development.
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