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Hearing Session 1: Socio-economic including tourism 30 Nov 2021 
 
1. Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) Chapter 14 (CD01.2.15) 
concludes that the balance of economic impacts would fall in favour of being 
beneficial for tourism in the locality if the proposed development went ahead.  
However, numerous objectors appear to believe that the proposal would adversely 
affect the tourism economy of the locality and some dispute the findings of studies 
cited by the applicant’s assessment.  In particular WKCC questions the age and 
relevance of these studies. 
 
Each party will be asked to discuss their views on this matter with particular 
reference to the following: 
 

 what, if any tourism advantages/disadvantages are expected to arise from the 
proposal were it to proceed and why; 

 what factors motivate tourist choices about where to stay/visit, and, why; 

 the conclusions of the applicant’s assessment; including but not limited to 
Scottish Government’s 2008 research report (referenced by Visit Scotland 
and in EIA Report chapter 14 – CD01.2.15), the BiGGAR Economics studies 
2017 (CD18.3) and 2021 (CD18.18), and the study by Mountaineering 
Scotland (CD18.22) and; 

 whether tourism employment statistics provide a reliable barometer of impacts 
on the tourism economy from windfarms and what, if any, alternatives ought 
to be used and what do/would these show. 

 
2. Besides tourism matters, EIAR Chapter 14 (CD01.2.15) and the applicant’s 
hearing statement (CD12.1) each refer to the potential for some local economic 
benefits for local suppliers and contractors.  Some parties support the proposal for 
these reasons.   
 
However, with the recent closure of a local wind turbine factory in the area, the 
applicant’s hearing statement acknowledges that the anticipated economic benefits 
to the area would fall by around 80% of what had previously been expected by the 
EIAR report chapter 14.   
 
Parties will be asked to state their position on this matter with particular reference to: 
 

 what economic benefits/disbenefits they expect from the proposal if it was to 
proceed (aside from those relating to tourism), how these might arise and 
what these might mean in the longer term;  

 any other relevant matters, including whether anything is missing from the 
applicant’s analysis of the wider economic impacts of the proposal, and; 

 What, if anything this means, for the overall balance of economic 
benefit/disbenefit as a result of the proposal. 

 
3. WKCC is critical of the community benefits scheme and its operation in the past.  
Parties will be invited to state their position and comment on any proposed 
community benefits scheme to be funded by the applicant and the method by which 
that is run and how any funds are proposed to be distributed.  

http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=794955
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=794955
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=795173
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=801271
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=801277
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=794955
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=790430
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Hearing session 2: draft conditions 1 Dec 2021 
 
1. Draft conditions 21 and 23 relating to access arrangements 
 
Following comments from WKCC and Argyll and Bute Council, both the applicant 
and the council have agreed to amend draft condition 23 (CD4.5 – 13 Sept 2021) to 
require site access to be taken only from the current site entrance (the Cour 
entrance) adjacent to Glebe Cottage.  In so doing this would dispense with the need 
to construct the proposed new access 180 metres or so to the south of Glebe 
Cottage. 
 
The junction proposals for both accesses are contained in Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report (EIAR) Figures 3.12 (CD01.3.19) and 3.13 (CD01.3.20). 
 
Following a request from the reporters the applicant has provided a list of references 
to parts of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR), the Planning 
Statement, and, the Design and Access Statement which cover its conclusions on 
these matters.  All opted-in parties were copied into email and attachment from 
applicant dated 20 October 2021. 
 
a. Parties will be asked to state their positions on this matter and the reasons for this, 
with particular reference to: 
 

 the rationale for the proposed new access 180 metres south of Glebe 
Cottage, and;  

 the rationale for selecting the to use only the Cour access  
 

 In both cases with regard to landscape and visual impacts, noise, air quality, 
 traffic movements and other amenity (including any cumulative) impacts for 
 the locality around the A83 and Glebe Cottage. 
 
b. Mr Stewart has raised concerns regarding the potential use of an access to the 
site from the south adjacent to Clachan at Balinakill.  He seeks a condition or part of 
a condition to prevent access along this route. 
 
Parties will be asked to discuss their views of these matters, including: 
 

 what risk, if any, is posed by the possibility of using the Balinakill access that 
concerns Mr Stewart. 

 how site access might be controlled during the construction phase. 

 what is the best method to ensure that Mr Stewart’s concerns are 
avoided/satisfactorily limited. 

 
2. Draft conditions 1, 17 and 39 
 
The applicant and the council will be asked to outline the nature of their respective 
disagreements on draft conditions 1, 17 and 39 including their reasoning for their 
own respective positions.  Other parties will be invited to give views if they wish. 
 
 

http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=793501
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=794865
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=794866
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3. Draft condition 5 – Radar 
 
The applicant disputes the need for radar mitigation but has provided wording it 
would support for a condition in the event of approval and Scottish Ministers being 
minded to impose a condition on this matter.  The council supports a condition on the 
basis of evidence by NATS/NERL but favours an alternative wording to that of the 
applicant.  
 
Following submission of the applicant’s further written submission on aviation 
(CD04.2) the reporters invited views from NATS/NERL regarding its content and also 
regarding the wording of both draft conditions proposed by the applicant and the 
council.  Once submitted, the applicant, the council and other opted-in parties have 
been invited to comment on the NATS/NERL response if they wish. 
 
Agenda revision 9 November 2021 for Draft Condition 5: Radar - below: 
 
NATS/NERL has now responded to DPEA questions with a further written 
submission dated 2 November 2021 (weblink below) 
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=805730 
 
Although parties have now been invited to comment on that further written 
submission in writing if they wish (see above) this hearing session will concern itself 
with the matters relating to draft condition 5 as follows: 
 
Parties will be asked to state their position regarding: 
 
a. their opposition or support for a condition covering radar.  Here the reporters wish 
to understand whether the positions previously stated remain as a consequence of 
the further written submission by NATS/NERL (above). 
 
b. Accepting that there may remain a dispute about whether a condition is needed at 
all; what the purpose would having a condition on this matter serve and what 
activities/actions would be necessary to ensure that such a purpose is fulfilled? 
 
c. Given the alternative proposed wording of draft condition 5 (the applicant’s and 
the council’s) before us what advantages/ disadvantages would arise from each set 
of alternative wording given the purposes discussed above?  
 
 
 

http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=778813
http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Document.aspx?id=805730

