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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 This report 

1.1.1 This Pre-Applica/on Consulta/on (PAC) Report has been prepared by Liddicoat PR Consultancy (LPRC) 
on behalf of Va>enfall Wind Farm Power Ltd, herein referred to as ‘The Applicant’.  

1.1.2 The Report relates to a Sec/on 36 applica/on submi>ed by the Applicant seeking consent from ScoLsh 
Ministers under the Electricity Act 1989 for a wind farm proposal in Banffshire, Moray. 

1.1.3 Whilst there is no statutory requirement for pre-applica/on consulta/on in rela/on to Sec/on 36 
applica/ons, it is widely expected that applicants carry out pre-applica/on consulta/on. The Applicant 
has clear values and an ethos that places emphasis on working closely with local communi/es and 
engaging in a meaningful and construc/ve way to help improve the design of their projects and bring 
las/ng, sustainable benefit to the community. As such, the Applicant has undertaken pre-applica/on 
consulta/on for the proposal and sought to exceed the minimum best prac/ce ac/vity1. 

1.1.4 This PAC Report forms part of the Sec/on 36 applica/on and details the pre-applica/on consulta/on 
ac/vity undertaken by the Applicant (with support from LPRC) with the local community, general public, 
and locally elected representa/ves, herein referred to collec/vely as the ‘Key stakeholders’. 

1.1.5 This report does not capture the Scoping Report consulta/on or Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
consulta/on; this is reported on separately within the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR). 

 
1.2 Project overview 

1.2.1 The Sec/on 36 applica/on relates to the redesign of Aultmore Wind Farm, herein referred to as the 
‘Proposed Development’. The site is located within a commercial forestry planta/on known as Aultmore 
Forest, approximately 6km north of Keith and 7km south of Buckie. 

1.2.2 Aultmore Wind Farm was originally consented in March 2014 by Moray Council as a 13-turbine, 29 
megawa> (MW), scheme. Since then, significant advances in turbine technology have taken place with 
more powerful turbines becoming available. This led to the Applicant’s decision to redesign the wind 
farm to increase the amount of fossil free electricity that could be produced. 

1.2.3 In November 2021, the Applicant announced that they were redesigning the scheme and submi>ed a 
Scoping Report to the ScoLsh Government and other key consultees, including local Community 
Councils, seeking feedback on the proposed scope of environmental survey work. The Scoping Report 
included an early-stage design layout for the Proposed Development, comprising 16-turbines. 

1.2.4 Following two rounds of public exhibi/ons and consulta/on, extensive site surveys and assessments, 
and consulta/on with a wide range of key consultees, the Applicant refined and finalised the Proposed 
Development to a 16-turbine 105.6MW scheme with /p heights of up to 200m. 

1.2.5 If consented, the 105.6MW Proposed Development could generate enough fossil free electricity each 
year for around 117,0002 homes, almost four /mes the original 29MW scheme’s 22,000 homes, and 
offset the equivalent of more than 177,000 tonnes of carbon emissions each year (using a fossil fuel mix 
scenario) – making an important contribu/on to Scotland’s legally binding target of net zero carbon 
emissions by 2045. The Proposed Development would also provide a community benefit fund of around 
£528,0003 each year to the local community, totalling £18.4 million over its 35-year opera/onal life 
cycle, in addi/on to inward investment and local supply chain opportuni/es during construc/on and 
opera/on of the Proposed Development. 

 
1 h#ps://www.gov.scot/publica4ons/good-prac4ce-guidance-applica4ons-under-sec4ons-36-37-electricity-act-1989/  
 

2 www.renewableuk.com/page/UKWEDExplained/Statistics-Explained.htm   
 

3 ScoJsh Government guidance is ‘to con4nue at a na4onal level to promote community benefits of the value equivalent to £5,000 per installed  
  megawa# per annum, index linked for the opera4onal life4me of the project. Turbine numbers and technology (as well as ScoJsh Government  
  guidance on community benefit) can change, which means that the community benefit figure may go up or down. The final figure will be  
  confirmed when (and if) the project receives planning consent. More informa4on can be found in the ScoJsh Government’s ‘Good Prac4ce  
  Principles for Community Benefits from Onshore Renewable Energy Developments’.  

https://www.gov.scot/publications/good-practice-guidance-applications-under-sections-36-37-electricity-act-1989/
http://www.renewableuk.com/page/UKWEDExplained/Statistics-Explained.htm
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2. KEY STAKEHOLDERS 
 

2.1. Key Stakeholder mapping 

2.1.1. Prior to undertaking formal consulta/on, the Applicant carried out desk-based research to iden/fy ini/al 
key groups and representa/ves, herein referred to as the ‘Key Stakeholders’, to engage with. 

2.1.2. In line with best prac/ce, the Applicant iden/fied the following Community Councils whose areas 
‘hosted’ or adjoined the land on which the Proposed Development was sited: 

• Cullen and Deskford Community Council; 
• Strathisla Community Council; 
• Lennox Community Council; and 
• Buckie and District Community Council. 

2.1.3. The Applicant also iden/fied the following addi/onal Community Councils whose boundary areas were 
nearby (and the next closest) to the Proposed Development: 

• Portknockie Community Council; 
• Findochty and District Community Council; and 
• Keith Community Council. 

2.1.4. The Applicant also iden/fied the following Moray Council wards (and their representa/ve Councillors) as 
being likely to have an interest in the Proposed Development: 

• Keith and Cullen ward (x3 ward Councillors); 
• Fochabers Lhanbryde ward (x3 ward Councillors); and 
• Buckie ward (x3 ward Councillors). 

2.1.5. In addi/on, the Applicant iden/fied the following respec/ve Holyrood parliament and Westminster 
parliament representa/ves as being likely to have an interest in the Proposed Development: 

• Cons/tuency MSP for Moray; 
• Cons/tuency MSP for Banffshire and Buchan Coast; and 
• Cons/tuency MP for Moray. 

2.1.6. All of the above Key Stakeholders were informed about the Proposed Development when it first became 
public and kept updated at key milestones, throughout the design development. Further details are 
provided within the later sec/ons of this report.  

 
2.2. Wider engagement 

2.2.1. As the design progressed, the Applicant began to iden/fy other wider stakeholders to engage with on 
the Proposed Development. These largely comprised key anchor groups in the area. 

2.2.2. The /mings and degree of engagement varied depending on when the Applicant made contact and the 
level of interest in the Proposed Development. These wider stakeholders included the following:  
• The Three Kings Cullen Associa/on; 
• Portgordon Community Trust; 
• Keith and Strathisla Regenera/on Partnership/InKeith and Strathisla; 
• Findochty and Buckie Development Trust; 
• Buckie Area Forum; 
• REAP (Rural Environmental Ac/on Project); 
• Deskford and District Community Associa/on; 
• Moray Council’s Community Learning and Engagement Team; 
• Business Gateway; 
• Highlands and Islands Enterprise (Moray);  
• Buckie Harbour; and 
• TsiMORAY. 

2.2.3. Further details regarding engagement are provided within the later sec/ons of this report.  
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3. EARLY ENGAGEMENT – SCOPING (December 2021 - February 2022) 
 

3.1. Introductory leHers to Key Stakeholders  

3.1.1. In December 2021, the Applicant wrote to Key Stakeholders to inform them that it was in the early 
stages of exploring a proposed redesign of Aultmore Wind Farm [Appendix 1].   

3.1.2. The le>er provided an overview of the Proposed Development, including the original consented 
scheme, and explained the ra/onale for the redesign. It also confirmed that a Scoping Report had been 
submi>ed – seeking feedback on the scope of the environmental assessment work – and provided a link 
to the project website where the Scoping Report and further informa/on could be found. 

3.1.3. Furthermore, the le>er explained that the Applicant was planning public consulta/on events in the 
spring to consult with the community and gather views and feedback on the Proposed Development. 

3.1.4. Contact details for the Applicant were also provided within the le>er. 
 

3.2. Project website launched 

3.2.1. A project website at www.va>enfall.co.uk/aultmore was also launched by the Applicant in December 
2021. 

3.2.2. The website provided an overview of the Proposed Development - including a site loca/on map, a copy 
of the Scoping Report for people to view, and confirma/on that public consulta/on events would be 
held early in 2022 to engage with the local community and gather feedback. 

3.2.3. Contact details for the Applicant were also provided on the website. 
 

3.3. Follow-up phone-calls with local Community Councils 

3.3.1. During December 2021 and January 2022, the Applicant arranged introductory calls with 
representa/ves of each of the four ‘host’ Community Councils (closest to the site) to follow-up on their 
recent introductory le>er, discuss the Proposed Development and any ini/al ques/ons, and ensure that 
representa/ves knew how to reach the Applicant if they had further ques/ons. 

3.3.2. In February 2022 another round of calls were held with representa/ves from three of the four 
Community Councils (Buckie and District Community Council couldn’t be reached at that /me) to 
discuss plans for the spring public consulta/on events and seek advice regarding suitable venues within 
their respec/ve areas. 

3.3.3. The Applicant also a>ended a scheduled (online) public mee/ng for Lennox Community Council on 23 
February 2022 to introduce the project, listen to feedback, answers any ini/al ques/ons, and summarise 
plans for the spring public consulta/on events. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.vattenfall.co.uk/aultmore
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4. PUBLIC CONSULTATION – SCOPING DESIGN (March - April 2022) 
 

4.1. Event venue selecNon 

4.1.1. The Applicant believes in meaningful and propor/onate engagement. In line with this, a decision was 
made to go over and above the minimum expected pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity of holding one 
public consulta/on event in the local area (for the first round of consulta/on) and to hold four events 
instead – one within each of the ‘host’ Community Council areas. 

4.1.2. Discussion was held with Cullen and Deskford Community Council about whether to hold an event in 
Deskford Hall (which was closer to the Proposed Development) or Cullen Community Centre (which was 
likely to a>ract more people), and the decision was taken to hold the event in Cullen but to ensure that 
it was adver/sed in the Deskford area so that people were aware. 

4.1.3. With regards to Lennox Community Council area, the Applicant originally discussed holding an event in 
Clochan Hall with representa/ves of the Community Council; however, this wasn’t possible due to the 
Hall not having re-opened following the COVID-19 pandemic. As such, it was agreed to hold the event in 
Portgordon Hall instead which had the added benefit of being close to Buckie and District Community 
Council area – the relevance of which is explained in 4.1.4 below. 

4.1.4. Due to the Applicant being unable to reach their Buckie and District Community Council contact at the 
/me when the consulta/on events were being planned, it was agreed that an event would be held in 
Portgordon Hall which was located within the Lennox Community Council area but close to the 
boundary with Buckie and District Community Council to the east. 

4.1.5. The proposed dates for the public consulta/on events were also discussed with the local Community 
Councils (and background research undertaken by the Applicant) to ensure that they didn’t clash with 
any key community events. 

4.1.6. Following the engagement outlined above, the Applicant decided to organise a total of three public 
consulta/on events. 

 
4.2. AdverNsing the public consultaNon events 

4.2.1. The minimum expected pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity for adver/sing the public consulta/on 
events is the placement of one advert in a local newspaper. However, the Applicant decided that in 
order to maximise the opportunity for meaningful and propor/onate engagement with the local 
community at an early stage in the design process, a number of adverts would be placed (in addi/on to 
other communica/ons) to raise as much awareness as possible of the Proposed Development and 
upcoming public consulta/on events. 

4.2.2. The Applicant placed an advert [Appendix 2] in the three local Banffshire newspapers (Banffshire 
Journal, Banffshire Adver/ser, and Banffshire Herald) on 8 March 2022 – two weeks ahead of the 
events. A further advert was placed in these papers on 22 March 2022 during the week of the events. 
This resulted in a total of six adverts being placed in local newspapers. In line with pre-applica/on 
consulta/on guidelines, the advert provided: 

• a descrip/on (including the loca/on) of the Proposed Development; 
• details of where to obtain further informa/on concerning the Proposed Development; 
• the date and place of the public events; 
• a statement explaining how, and by when, persons wishing to make comments to the Applicant 

rela/ng to the Proposed Development may do so; and 
• a statement that comments made to the Applicant on the Proposed Development at that stage 

were not representa/ons to the determining authority and that there would be an opportunity 
for lodging representa/ons to the determining authority should an applica/on be submi>ed. 

These adverts were accompanied by a 300-word editorial.  

4.2.3. In addi/on, the Applicant paid for 30,000 digital MPU (mid-page unit) adverts on the Grampian Online 
website at www.grampianonline.co.uk to help highlight the events.  

http://www.grampianonline.co.uk/
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4.2.4. A press release was also issued to a number of wider media outlets on 8 March 2022, including the 
regional Press and Journal newspaper, providing details about the Proposed Development and events. 

4.2.5. The project website [Appendix 3] was updated on 8 March 2022 with details of the events, including a 
copy of the newspaper advert. The update also explained that the informa/on presented at the events 
would be available for people to view online on the project website from 22 March 2023 (the date of 
the first public consulta/on event) and that from that date there would also be informa/on about how 
to provide feedback on the Proposed Development. 

4.2.6. The Applicant also paid for Facebook posts, targeted at the local area, adver/sing the events. 

4.2.7. The Applicant’s various methods of adver/sing the public consulta/on events, as described above, far 
exceed the minimum expected pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity. 

 
4.3. CommunicaNng the public consultaNon events 

4.3.1. In addi/on to the adver/sing described in sec/on 4.2 above, the Applicant also issued communica/ons 
to help raise further awareness of the Proposed Development and upcoming public consulta/on events. 

4.3.2. On 9 March 2022, the Applicant sent update le>ers [Appendix 4] to Key Stakeholders confirming details 
of the events. Digital copies of the newspaper advert were also included – and the Applicant offered to 
provide copies of the advert to local Community Councils for posters if required. 

4.3.3. The Applicant also mailed out a four-page A4 project newsle>er [Appendix 5] to over 800 households 
(within approximately 3km of the Proposed Development site boundary), the week before the public 
consulta/on events, to help raise awareness of the Proposed Development and upcoming events. 

4.3.4. In line with the newspaper advert, the update le>ers to Key Stakeholders and project newsle>er to local 
households both included: 

• a descrip/on (including the loca/on) of the Proposed Development; 
• details of where to obtain further informa/on concerning the Proposed Development; 
• the date and place of the public events; 
• a statement explaining how, and by when, persons wishing to make comments to the Applicant 

rela/ng to the Proposed Development may do so; and 
• a statement that comments made to the Applicant on the Proposed Development at that stage 

were not representa/ons to the determining authority and that there would be an opportunity 
for lodging representa/ons to the determining authority should an applica/on be submi>ed. 

They also provided details of the poten/al benefits that the Proposed Development could deliver. 

 
4.4. Holding the public consultaNon events 

4.4.1. The Applicant held three ini/al public consulta/on events in 2022 in the local area in the form of drop-in 
public exhibi/ons. These were held in three of the four ‘host’ Community Council areas, as explained in 
Sec/on 4.1 above, to provide a good geographical spread of venues around the site. The events were 
carefully organised, taking into account venue availability, to provide a mix of day/me and evening 
events and make the exhibi/ons as accessible as prac/cable. Details of the events held are as follows: 

• Cullen Community Centre from 2pm-8pm on Tuesday 22 March 2022; 
• Portgordon Village Hall from 11am-2pm on Wednesday 23 March 2022; and 
• Newmill Village Hall from 5pm-8pm on Wednesday 23 March 2022. 

4.4.2. Whilst the COVID-19 pandemic regula/ons regarding public events had eased, the Applicant required all 
team members as well as a>endees to wear face masks at the events  (unless exempt) and provided 
face masks and hand sani/ser at the entrance to each venue. The exhibi/on team were also all required 
to take a Lateral Flow Test (and confirm that they were clear) before heading to the area for the events. 

4.4.3. The events [Appendix 6] were supported by a team of five representa/ves with a mix of knowledge, 
experience and exper/se which included project management, public consulta/on and engagement, 
environmental impact assessment, and the opera/on of landscape and visual modelling sopware. 
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4.4.4. A range of informa/on boards [Appendix 7] were provided at the public exhibi/ons which included a 
descrip/on of the Proposed Development and associated maps and plans, informa/on about the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process and key considera/ons, and wireline visualisa/ons to 
help give an impression of what the Proposed Development may look like from different viewpoints in 
the local area, as follows: 

• Welcome to this exhibi/on board; 
• Redesign of Aultmore Wind Farm board; 
• Compara/ve site layout map; 
• The evolu/on of onshore wind board; 
• Protec/ng the environment board; 
• Wireline visualisa/on boards x 3: 

o Kirktown of Deskford (viewpoint 6) and Castle Hill at Cullen (viewpoint 23); 
o Buckie (viewpoint 11) and Speyside Way – West of Portgordon (viewpoint 13); 
o Aultmore (viewpoint 4) and Keith – Broomhill road (viewpoint 9); 

• Zone of Theore/cal Visibility (ZTV) to Blade Tip map; 
• Construc/on traffic and site access board; 
• Inves/ng in your community board; 
• Working with the local supply chain board; and 
• Your feedback and next steps board. 

Hard copies of the informa/on boards were also made available for anyone who requested this.  
4.4.5. The Applicant provided 3D modelling sopware on a laptop to help give people an impression of how the 

Proposed Development may look at that stage of design from their chosen areas of interest. 
4.4.6. In addi/on, the Applicant also provided copies of a Frequently Asked Ques/ons (FAQs) document - as 

well as a copy of the spring project newsle>er [Appendix 5]. 

4.4.7. Comments forms [Appendix 8] were made available for people to submit their wri>en feedback on the 
Proposed Development to the Applicant. It was made clear that the comments forms could either be 
handed in at the public exhibi/on events, posted to the Applicant (address details were provided on the 
form), or filled in online on the project website. The comments forms also included a business 
registra/on form for local businesses to provide details to the Applicant of their services or goods. A QR 
code for the online comments form was also included on the ‘Your feedback and next steps’ board for 
people who preferred to access it digitally at the exhibi/on events. 

4.4.8. The exhibi/on team endeavoured to speak to as many people as possible and encourage them to 
complete a comments form to help gather comments and views on the Proposed Development early in 
the design process. 

4.4.9. The exhibi/on informa/on explained the process for submiLng comments to the Applicant – including 
confirming the consulta/on closing date for comments of Friday 22 April 2022 – and stated that any 
representa/ons submi>ed at that /me (to the Applicant) were not representa/ons to the determining 
authority and that, should a Sec/on 36 applica/on be submi>ed for the Proposed Development, there 
would be an opportunity at that /me for people to submit formal comments to the determining 
authority. 

4.4.10. The exhibi/on informa/on (including the FAQs, newsle>er, and comments form) was made available by 
the Applicant on the project website via a virtual village hall exhibi/on [Appendix 9] from the morning 
of the first exhibi/on event (Tuesday 22 March 2022) so that people who may not have been able to 
a>end the events, or wished to review the informa/on in their own /me, could view the exhibi/on 
informa/on online and submit comments. The informa/on remained on the project website throughout 
the consulta/on period. More than 170 people viewed the virtual village hall exhibi/on during the 
consulta/on period (Tuesday 22 March 2022 to Friday 22 April 2022). 
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4.5. ConsultaNon feedback  - overview 

4.5.1. A total of 67 people ‘signed in’ as a>ending one of the three public exhibi/on events, with 38 people 
(approximately 57%) a>ending the Cullen event, 13 people (approximately 19%) a>ending the 
Portgordon event, and 16 people (approximately 24%) a>ending the Newmill event. 

4.5.2. A total of 29 comments forms were submi>ed to the Applicant either at the event, by post aperwards, 
or online via the website, providing people’s comments on the Proposed Development. In addi/on to 
the comments forms, nine people provided comments by email and a further two people provided 
comments by email in addi/on to their comments form. As such, a total of 38 people provided feedback 
to the Applicant on the Proposed Development during the exhibi/ons and consulta/on period. 

4.5.3. Across the 38 people who provided feedback on the proposal, over 150 topical comments were made 
outwith the mul/ple-choice ques/ons. The breakdown of these topic areas is provided below: 

• Socioeconomics: high level of interest in local benefits and supply chain opportuni/es, including 
the poten/al for using Buckie harbour for turbine components; 

• Visibility: concerns raised about turbine heights and visual impact, including some comments 
about reloca/ng or removing certain turbines; 

• Exhibi/on: feedback on events including visualisa/ons, staff, adver/sing, and informa/on. 
• Tourism and recrea/on: interest in improving recrea/on opportuni/es on site for walkers and 

cyclists, as well as some concerns about poten/al impact on tourism; 
• Energy policy/needs case: preference for offshore wind farms or other technologies (including 

nuclear), as well as some concerns about rising energy costs; 
• Peat, ecology and ornithology: concerns about poten/al impact on peat and ecology as well as 

some bird species, and interest in habitat improvement opportuni/es; 
• Traffic and transport: concerns about poten/al impact on B9016 as well as Broadley 

Crematorium, in addi/on to interest in Buckie harbour being used for turbine deliveries;  
• Hydrology: concerns about poten/al impact on private water supplies; and 
• Noise and shadow flicker: concerns about poten/al noise impact and shadow flicker. 

4.5.4. The Applicant included a mul/ple choice ques/on on the comments form that asked how people felt 
about the redesigned turbine layout for the Proposed Development. More than 40% of responses stated 
that they were ‘happy’ with the redesigned turbine layout, 25% stated that they were ‘concerned’, 
another 25% selected ‘other’ (and stated either concerns, observa/ons, or suggested considera/ons) 
and the remaining 7% stated that they felt neutral towards the layout. 

4.5.5. Further detail regarding the consulta/on feedback from the March 2022 exhibi/ons and consulta/on 
period can be found in the Report on Feedback [Appendix 10] and in sec/on 8 of this report. 
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5. FURTHER ENGAGEMENT AND COMMUNICATIONS (May 2022 - July 2023) 
 

5.1. August 2022 meeNngs  

5.1.1. In August 2022, the Applicant held mee/ngs with representa/ves from the following Key Stakeholders 
to provide an update on the Proposed Development following the March exhibi/ons: 

• Cullen and Deskford Community Council – 11 August 2022; 
• Lennox Community Council – 11 August 2022; 
• Portgordon Community Trust – 11 August 2022; 
• Strathisla Community Council – 12 August 2022; and 
• Keith and Cullen ward Councillor – 12 August 2022. 

A>empts were made to meet with Buckie and District Community Council but were unsuccessful. 

5.1.2. At the mee/ngs the Applicant explained that they were reviewing the consulta/on feedback received 
and undertaking detailed site surveys and studies as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
work. The Applicant also discussed any ques/ons or concerns that the Key Stakeholders had. 

 
5.2. December 2022 update leHers 

5.2.1. On 22 December 2022 the Applicant issued update le>ers [Appendix 11] to Key Stakeholders which 
provided a summary of the public feedback received during the spring 2022 consulta/on. 

5.2.2. The le>er provided a breakdown of topical comments and summarised the main themes (as outlined in 
4.5.3 above). 

5.2.3. The le>er also explained that the Applicant was planning to organise a further set of public exhibi/ons 
during spring 2023 and that further details would be communicated in due course. 

 
5.3. May 2023 meeNngs 

5.3.1. In May 2023, the Applicant held further mee/ngs with community representa/ves from the following 
Key Stakeholders to discuss plans for the second set of public exhibi/ons: 

• Cullen and Deskford Community Council – 25 May 2023; 
• Buckie Community Council – 26 May 2023; 
• Lennox Community Council – 26 May 2023; 
• Keith and Cullen ward Councillor – 26 May 2023; and 
• Portgordon Community Trust – 27 May 2022. 

A>empts were made to meet with Strathisla Community Council but were unsuccessful. 

5.3.2. At the mee/ngs the Applicant explained that they were now looking to hold a second set of exhibi/ons 
in the summer (rather than the spring, as originally planned), to present and gather feedback on the 
final design; poten/al venues were discussed, as well as the need to avoid the summer school holidays 
and other local events. 

5.3.3. The Applicant also confirmed, in their discussions with the local Community Councils, their inten/on to 
hold an event in each of the four ‘host’ Community Council areas, as follows: 

• A decision was made, following discussion with Cullen and Deskford Community Council, to 
hold an event in Cullen Community Centre again (which was likely to a>ract more people than 
an event in Deskford), and to plan it on the same day as a community lunch that was being held 
in the Cullen Community Centre – to encourage more people to a>end. It was agreed that the 
Cullen event needed to be adver/sed in the Deskford area (through the project newsle>er). 

• The upcoming events were also discussed with Lennox Community Council and the Applicant 
confirmed that the commitment to hold an event in Clochan Community Centre for the second 
set of consulta/on events (as the Centre had been closed due to COVID-19 during the March 
2022 consulta/on events) would be honoured. 
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• The Applicant had also been able to reach Buckie and District Community Council prior to the 
second round of consulta/on events and discussed holding an event in Buckie, preferably in the 
Fishermen’s Hall, if it was available.  

• Whilst the Applicant wasn’t able to reach Strathisla Community Council to discuss venues, the 
Applicant proposed to book Newmill Hall again as this had been approved during previous 
discussions with Strathisla Community Council as a suitable venue. 

The proposed dates for the public consulta/on events were also discussed with the local Community 
Councils (and background research undertaken by the Applicant) to ensure that they didn’t clash with 
any key community events. 

5.3.4. Updates were also given on the technical design (such as the reloca/on of certain turbines in response 
to environmental constraints) as well as work that the Applicant was undertaking in response to key 
considera/ons raised within the consulta/on feedback (such as private water supplies, noise, visibility, 
turbine delivery route and poten/al for Buckie Harbour to be used, alterna/ve op/ons for the site 
access point off the B9016, and the considera/on of Broadley Crematorium). 

5.3.5. The Applicant also explained that, in response to the consistent level of interest from the public and key 
stakeholders in the socioeconomic benefits – specifically the community benefit fund and how that may 
work should the Proposed Development be consented – the Applicant was considering holding a 
poten/al pilot community benefit workshop and looking to gauge interest in such an event. Feedback 
from Key Stakeholders on this point was posi/ve and sugges/ons were made about which other local 
anchor groups in the area may be interested in a>ending such an event. 

 
5.4. July 2023 meeNngs 

5.4.1. In July 2023 the Applicant held further mee/ngs with community representa/ves from the following Key 
Stakeholders to discuss and confirm details for the second set of public exhibi/ons as well as the 
community benefit workshop event: 

• InKeith and Strathisla Development Trust – 18 July 2023; 
• Lennox Community Council – 18 July 2023; 
• Cullen and Deskford Community Council – 18 July 2023; and 
• Findochty and Buckie Development Trust – 19 July 2023. 

A>empts were made to meet with Strathisla Community Council, but the Applicant was unable to reach 
them. Contact was made with Buckie and District Community Council but they were unavailable to meet. 

5.4.2. At the mee/ngs the Applicant provided a general update on the project and introduced a new Project 
Manager. It was also confirmed that the second set of exhibi/ons, to present and gather feedback on 
the final design, would be held at the end of August – and preferred venues were discussed in addi/on 
to how the Applicant was planning to adver/se and communicate the events in the local area. 

5.4.3. Furthermore, the Applicant confirmed that they had decided to go ahead with the community benefit 
workshop idea, in response to feedback, and that the event would likely be held in early September 
2023. The Applicant commi>ed to follow up with key anchor groups in the local area who may be 
interested in a>ending such an event. 

 
5.5. Other engagement acNvity 

5.5.1. In addi/on to the mee/ngs and update le>ers outlined above, the Applicant engaged with Key 
Stakeholders by phone-call, email, and virtual mee/ngs. 

5.5.2. The Applicant also responded to a number of enquiries from the general public, most of which were 
received by email, raising ques/ons or reques/ng further informa/on. 

5.5.3. Engagement was also undertaking with local residents close to the site – the majority of which related 
to noise monitoring, private water supply iden/fica/on, or residen/al visual amenity assessment – all of 
which form part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) work and are therefore not covered 
within this PAC Report. 
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6. PUBLIC CONSULTATION – FINAL DESIGN (August - September 2023) 
 

6.1. AdverNsing the public consultaNon events 

6.1.1. The Applicant again commi>ed to go over and above the minimum expected pre-applica/on 
consulta/on ac/vity (of placing one advert in a local newspaper) for adver/sing the public consulta/on 
events. 

6.1.2. An advert [Appendix 12] was placed in the three local Banffshire newspapers (Banffshire Journal, 
Banffshire Adver/ser, and Banffshire Herald) on 15 August 2023 - two weeks ahead of the events. A 
further advert was placed in these papers on 29 August 2023 during the week of the events. This 
resulted in a total of six adverts being placed in local newspapers. In line with pre-applica/on 
consulta/on guidelines, the advert provided: 

• a descrip/on (including the loca/on) of the Proposed Development; 
• details of where to obtain further informa/on concerning the Proposed Development; 
• the date and place of the public events; 
• a statement explaining how, and by when, persons wishing to make comments to the Applicant 

rela/ng to the Proposed Development may do so; and 
• a statement that comments made to the Applicant on the Proposed Development at that stage 

were not representa/ons to the determining authority and that there would be an opportunity 
for lodging representa/ons to the determining authority should an applica/on be submi>ed. 

These adverts were accompanied by a 300-word editorial.  

6.1.3. The Applicant also organised a 600-word online sponsored content to sit on the landing page of the 
Grampian Online website over a 48-hour period covering the dates of the public exhibi/ons (30 August 
and 31 August 2023). 

6.1.4. In addi/on, the Applicant paid for 30,000 digital MPU (mid-page unit) adverts on the Grampian Online 
website at www.grampianonline.co.uk to help highlight the events.  

6.1.5. A press release was also issued to a number of wider media outlets on 15 August 2023, including the 
regional Press and Journal newspaper, providing details about the Proposed Development and events. 

6.1.6. The project website was updated on 15 August 2023 with details of the events, including a copy of the 
newspaper advert. The update also explained that the informa/on presented at the events would be 
available for people to view online on the project website from 30 August 2023 (the date of the first 
event) and that from that date there would also be informa/on about how to provide feedback on the 
Proposed Development. 

6.1.7. The Applicant also paid for Facebook posts, targeted at the local area, adver/sing the events. 
6.1.8. The Applicant’s various methods of adver/sing the public consulta/on events, as described above, far 

exceed the minimum expected pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity. 
 

6.2. CommunicaNng the public consultaNon events 

6.2.1. In addi/on to the adver/sing described in sec/on 6.1 above, the Applicant issued communica/ons to 
help raise further awareness of the Proposed Development and upcoming public consulta/on events. 

6.2.2. On 18 August 2023, the Applicant sent update le>ers [Appendix 13] to Key Stakeholders, confirming 
details of the events; digital copies of the newspaper advert were also included. The Applicant also 
offered to provide copies of the advert to local Community Councils for posters if required - and x30 
laminated copies of the advert were sent out to various Key Stakeholders. 

6.2.3. The Applicant also mailed out a six-page A4 project newsle>er [Appendix 14] to over 800 households 
(within approximately 3km of the Proposed Development site boundary), the week before the public 
consulta/on events, to help raise awareness of the Proposed Development and upcoming events. 

 

 

http://www.grampianonline.co.uk/
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6.2.4. The update le>ers to Key Stakeholders and project newsle>er to local households both included: 
• details of where to obtain further informa/on concerning the Proposed Development; 
• the date and place of the public events; 
• a statement explaining how, and by when, persons wishing to make comments to the Applicant 

rela/ng to the Proposed Development may do so; and 
• a statement that comments made to the Applicant on the Proposed Development at that stage 

were not representa/ons to the determining authority and that there would be an opportunity 
for lodging representa/ons to the determining authority should an applica/on be submi>ed. 

The newsle>er also provided a descrip/on (and loca/on) of the Proposed Development, whereas the 
stakeholder le>ers simply referred to the project as details were provided in previous le>ers. 

 
6.3. Holding the public consultaNon events 

6.3.1. The Applicant held an event in each of the four ‘host’ Community Council areas, as explained in sec/on 
5.3 above, to provide a good geographical spread of venues around the site. The events were carefully 
organised, taking into account venue availability, to provide a mix of day/me and evening events and 
make the exhibi/ons as accessible as prac/cable. Details of the events held are as follows: 

• Cullen Community Centre from 11am-2pm on Wednesday 30 August 2023; 
• Clochan Community Centre from 5pm-8pm on Wednesday 30 August 2023; 
• Newmill Village Hall from 11am-2pm on Thursday 31 August 2023; and 
• Fishermen’s Hall, Buckie from 5pm-8pm on Thursday 31 August 2023 

6.3.2. The events [Appendix 15] were supported by a team of five representa/ves with a mix of knowledge, 
experience and exper/se which included project management, public consulta/on and engagement, 
environmental impact assessment, and landscape and visual assessment. 

6.3.3. A range of informa/on boards [Appendix 16] were provided at the public exhibi/ons which included a 
descrip/on of the Proposed Development and associated maps and plans, informa/on about the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process and key considera/ons, and wireline and 
photomontage visualisa/ons to help give an impression of what the Proposed Development may look 
like from different viewpoints in the local area, as follows: 

• Welcome to this exhibi/on board; 
• Redesign of Aultmore Wind Farm board; 
• Climate change and onshore wind board; 
• Design evolu/on board; 
• 25km screened Zone of Theore/cal Visibility (ZTV) to Blade Tip map; 
• 45km unscreened Zone of Theore/cal Visibility (ZTV) to Blade Tip map; 
• Visualisa/on boards (photomontages and wirelines) x 6: 

o Aultmore (viewpoint 4); 
o Kirktown of Deskford (viewpoint 6); 
o Keith - Broomhill road (viewpoint 9); 
o Buckie (viewpoint 11); 
o Speyside Way, west of Portgordon (viewpoint 13); and 
o Castle Hill at Cullen (viewpoint 23). 

• Protec/ng the environment board; 
• Design considera/ons (hydrogeological) board; 
• Design considera/ons (technical) board; 
• Construc/on traffic and site access board; 
• Community benefit board; 
• Working with the local supply chain board; and 
• Your feedback and next steps board. 

Hard copies of the informa/on boards were also made available for anyone who requested this.  
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6.3.4. The Applicant also provided copies of the Report on Feedback [Appendix 10], which summarised the 
feedback received from the spring 2022 consulta/on and explained any changes that had been made to 
the design in response to this feedback. 

6.3.5. In addi/on, the Applicant also provided copies of an updated Frequently Asked Ques/ons (FAQs) 
document - as well as a copy of the summer project newsle>er [Appendix 14]. 

6.3.6. Comments forms [Appendix 17] were made available for people to submit their wri>en feedback on the 
Proposed Development to the Applicant. It was made clear that the comments forms could either be 
handed in at the public exhibi/on events, posted to the Applicant (address details were provided on the 
form), or filled in online on the project website. The comments forms also included a business 
registra/on form for local businesses to provide details to the Applicant of their services or goods. A QR 
code for the online comments form was also included on the ‘Your feedback and next steps’ board for 
people who preferred to access it digitally at the exhibi/on events. 

6.3.7. The exhibi/on team endeavoured to speak to as many people as possible and encourage them to 
complete a comments form to help gather comments and views on the Proposed Development early in 
the design process. 

6.3.8. The exhibi/on informa/on explained the process for submiLng comments to the Applicant – including 
confirming the consulta/on closing date for comments of Friday 15 September 2023 – and stated that 
any representa/ons submi>ed at that /me (to the Applicant) were not representa/ons to the 
determining authority and that, should a Sec/on 36 applica/on be submi>ed for the Proposed 
Development, there would be an opportunity at that /me for people to submit formal comments to the 
determining authority. 

6.3.9. The exhibi/on informa/on (including the FAQs, newsle>er, and comments form) was made available by 
the Applicant on the project website via a virtual village hall exhibi/on [Appendix 18] from the morning 
of the first exhibi/on event (Wednesday 30 August 2023) so that people who may not have been able to 
a>end the events, or wished to review the informa/on in their own /me, could view the exhibi/on 
informa/on online and submit comments. The informa/on remained on the project website throughout 
the consulta/on period. More than 66 people viewed the virtual village hall exhibi/on during the 
consulta/on period (Wednesday 30 August 2023 to Friday 15 September 2023). 

 
6.4. ConsultaNon feedback  - overview 

6.4.1. A total of 130 people ‘signed in’ as a>ending one of the four public exhibi/on events which were held in 
the local area, with 25 people (approximately 19%) a>ending the Cullen event, 55 people 
(approximately 42%) a>ending the Clochan event, 24 people (approximately 19%) a>ending the 
Newmill event, and 26 people (approximately 20%) a>ending the Buckie event. 

6.4.2. A total of 69 comments forms, designed to capture people’s feedback on the Proposed Development, 
were received by the Applicant either at the event, by post aperwards, or online via the website, 
providing people’s comments on the Proposed Development. In addi/on to the comments forms, five 
people provided comments by email and a further seven people provided comments by email in 
addi/on to their comments form. As such, a total of 74 people provided feedback to the Applicant on 
the Proposed Development during the exhibi/ons and consulta/on period – almost twice the number 
of people who engaged in the spring 2022 consulta/on. 

6.4.3. The comments form for the summer 2023 consulta/on included a number of mul/ple-choice ques/ons. 

6.4.4. A mul/ple choice ques/on was included to understand people’s aLtudes on climate change and 
renewables. The findings were as follows: 

• Climate change: just over 70% of responses confirmed that they were ‘very concerned’ or 
‘concerned’ about climate change (compared to 90% from the spring 2022 consulta/on); 

• Renewables: just under 60% of responses confirmed that they ‘strongly supported’ or 
‘supported’ the transi/on towards renewable energy (compared to 90% from the spring 2022 
consulta/on), with 30% confirming that they neither opposed or supported the transi/on; 

• Onshore wind: just under 50% of responses stated that they were ‘strongly opposed’ or 
‘opposed’ to the use of onshore wind (compared to 20% from the spring 2022 consulta/on), 
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with just under 30% of responses sta/ng they ‘strongly supported’ or ‘supported’ it (compared 
to just over 65% from the spring 2022 consulta/on), with the remaining responses falling 
somewhere in-between; and 

• Onshore wind within the region: just under 60% of responses stated that they were ‘strongly 
opposed’ or ‘opposed’ to the development of onshore wind in the region, with just under 20% 
confirming that they neither supported nor opposed this (compared to just under 60% sta/ng 
that they ‘strongly supported’ or ‘supported’ this from the spring 2022 consulta/on). 

6.4.5. Another mul/ple-choice ques/on sought to understand people’s aLtudes on the Proposed 
Development. The findings were as follows: 

• Redesigned layout: just under 80% of responses confirmed that they were concerned with the 
layout (i.e. around 60% of total responses were ‘concerned’ and 20% of total responses stated 
‘other’ but provided comments that suggested concerns), with around 12% sta/ng that they 
were ‘happy’, 9% sta/ng that they were ‘neutral’, and the remainder not providing any 
response (compared to around 40% of responses from the spring 2022 consulta/on confirming 
that they were ‘happy’ with the proposal, 25% sta/ng they were concerned, and 25% sta/ng 
‘other’ – and raising either concerns, observa/ons or suggested considera/ons); and 

• Key areas of interest: The three areas of greatest interest to people with regard to the Proposed 
Development were ‘landscape and visual’ (just under 30% of responses), ‘ecology and/or 
ornithology’ (just under 20% of responses), and ‘traffic and transport’ and ‘local economy’ 
(both at around 14% of responses). This is broadly in line with the spring 2022 consulta/on. 

6.4.6. Further mul/ple-choice ques/ons asked about people’s thoughts regarding community benefit and 
shared ownership. The findings were as follows: 

• Greatest priority for community investment: just over 25% of responses selected ‘local skills 
and employment development’, just under 20% selected ‘local transport links’, and just over 
15% selected ‘local environmental schemes’ with the remaining responses selec/ng ‘Other’. 
This follows similar trends to the spring 2022 consulta/on, although transport featured more as 
a priority in the summer 2023 consulta/on; and 

• Shared ownership: just over 40% of responses stated that ‘no’ they were not interested in 
shared ownership, just over 20% stated ‘maybe’, and 20% stated ‘yes’ – with the remaining 
giving no response to the ques/on (compared to 40% of responses sta/ng that ‘Yes’ they were 
interested in the spring 2022 consulta/on, 30% sta/ng ‘No’, and 30% sta/ng ‘Maybe’). 

6.4.7. The comments form also included some mul/ple-choice ques/ons to understand how people found out 
about the exhibi/on events, which events they’d a>ended,  and what they had found useful. The 
findings were as follows: 

• Knowledge of exhibi/ons taking place: just under 30% of people found out about the 
exhibi/ons from ‘word of mouth’, just over 20% of people found out from the project 
newsle>er, and around 35% of people found out through ‘other’ ways - mainly Facebook posts 
by either the Applicant or the community (compared to 35% of people finding out about the 
spring 2022 exhibi/ons from the ‘project newsle>er’ and just under 25% by ‘word of mouth’). 

• Online exhibi/on informa/on: just under 60% of people who submi>ed comments forms 
viewed the exhibi/on informa/on online on the project website (compared to around 60% of 
people who viewed the spring 2022 exhibi/on informa/on online). 

• Knowledge improvement: just under 45% of people stated that their knowledge had not 
improved ‘at all’ or very much and just over 35% stated that their knowledge had improved ‘a 
lot’ or quite a lot, with the remaining responses falling somewhere in-between (compared to 
just over 65% of people confirming that their knowledge had improved quite ‘a lot’ and just 
over 15% of people’s knowledge not improving much ‘at all’.) 

• Most helpful parts of exhibi/on: people found the ‘informa/on boards’ the most helpful 
(approximately 27% of ‘quite helpful’ and ‘very helpful’ scores) followed by the ‘maps’ 
(approximately 23% of scores) and then ‘talking to the project team’ (approximately 22% of 
scores). This is broadly in line with the spring 2022 consulta/on. 
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6.4.8. Several mul/ple-choice ques/ons were also focused on understanding the demographic of people who 
a>ended the exhibi/on events. The findings were as follows: 

• Community Council area: just under 40% of responses were from people living in the ‘Buckie 
and District’ Community Council area; just under 20% of responses were from within the 
‘Cullen and Deskford’ Community Council area; just under 15% of responses were from the 
‘Keith’ Community Council area; and just under 15% were from the Lennox Community Council 
area – with the remaining responses comprising the Strathisla, Portknockie or wider Moray 
areas (compared to just under 50% of responses being from the ‘Cullen and Deskford’ 
Community Council area for the spring 2022 consulta/on, just under 20% from the ‘Keith’ area 
and around 20% from the ‘Lennox’ Community Council area). 

• Representa/ve group: around 75% of responses were from ‘members of the public’, with a 
further 10% comprising ‘local businesses’ and ‘Community Council representa/ves’ (compared 
to just over 70% of responses being from ‘members of the public’ for the spring 2022 
consulta/on, 15% from ‘local businesses’ and 10% from Community Council representa/ves’). 

• Age range: around 30% of responses came from people aged between ‘55-64’, 20% from people 
aged ‘35-44’, 17% from people aged ‘45-54’, and 17% from people aged ‘65 and over’ 
(compared to just over 40% of response being from people aged ‘55-64’ from the spring 2022 
consulta/on, just over 30% from people aged ‘65 and over’, around 10% from people aged ’35-
44’ and around 10% from people aged ’25-34’). 

6.4.9. Across the 74 people who provided feedback on the proposal, over 300 topical comments were made 
outwith the mul/ple-choice ques/ons. The breakdown of these topic areas is provided below: 

• Socioeconomics: high level of interest in community benefit, including ideas about what the 
fund could support as well as how it may work; some concern about property prices. 

• Exhibi/on: feedback on events including visualisa/ons, adver/sing, staff, and informa/on. 
• Visibility: concerns raised about turbine heights, residen/al amenity, and avia/on ligh/ng.  
• Hydrology: concerns raised about private water supplies and poten/al impact. 
• Energy policy/needs case: points raised about offshore wind, cost of electricity and planning 

process.  
• Noise and shadow flicker: concerns about poten/al impact and predicted levels. 
• Ecology and ornithology: concerns about poten/al impacts to wildlife and habitats. 
• Traffic and transport: concerns about site access point on B9016 and construc/on traffic. 
• Ba>ery storage: concerns regarding safety.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Further detail regarding the consulta/on feedback from the August 2023 exhibi/ons and 
consulta/on period can be found in [Appendix 19] and sec/on 8 of this report.
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7. FURTHER ENGAGEMENT AND COMMUNICATIONS (August  - October 2023) 
 

7.1. September 2023 ‘pilot’ community benefit workshop 

7.1.1. In response to feedback from key stakeholders (and with considera/on to the level of interest from the 
spring 2022 consulta/on feedback) regarding the community benefit that could be delivered from the 
Proposed Development, should it be granted consent, the Applicant decided to hold a community 
benefit workshop for the local Community Councils and key anchor organisa/ons in the area. 

7.1.2. The purpose of the workshop was to explore community benefit, in the context of the Applicant’s 
redesigned Aultmore Wind Farm proposal, and engage a>endees in some exercises to build awareness 
and understanding of how a poten/al community benefit fund may operate as well as the poten/al 
benefits that it could deliver for the local area.  

7.1.3. The Applicant wouldn’t typically hold a community benefit workshop at this stage in a project and so 
very much considered the event as a ‘pilot’, in response to community and stakeholder feedback, to find 
out if this type of event was useful for the community. Furthermore, the event was designed so that if 
the Proposed Development did not receive consent it would s/ll be a useful informa/on event for the 
community in rela/on to other community benefit opportuni/es that may arise in the local area. 

7.1.4. Le>er invites [Appendix 20] to the workshop were issued by the Applicant on 4 August 2023 to the local 
Community Councils and key anchor organisa/ons to gauge interest in the event. Originally, it was 
intended to offer any remaining spaces at the workshop to the wider public on a first-come, first-served 
basis, however, the workshop proved popular, and all spaces were filled; as such, future events 
regarding community benefit will be offered if there is a clear interest in this.  

7.1.5. The workshop took place on Friday 1 September 2023 at Portessie Hall from 5:30pm un/l 9pm. 

7.1.6. The workshop was hosted by the Applicant and facilitated by Founda/on Scotland 
(www.founda/onscotland.org.uk), a grant-making charity with significant exper/se in administering 
community benefit funds across Scotland. 

7.1.7. The event also included a presenta/on from The Cabrach Trust (www.cabrachtrust.org) about their 
experience of Va>enfall’s Clashindarroch Wind Farm Community Fund, near Huntly in Aberdeenshire, 
and the Trust’s community projects and ini/a/ves that it had helped support. 

http://www.foundationscotland.org.uk/
http://www.cabrachtrust.org/
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7.1.8. The organisa/ons which a>ended the workshop were as follows: 
• Cullen and Deskford Community Council (3 representa/ves); 
• Lennox Community Council (2 representa/ves); 
• Strathisla Community Council (1 representa/ve); 
• Buckie and District Community Council (1 representa/ve); 
• Portknockie Community Council (3 representa/ves); 
• Keith Community Council (1 representa/ve); 
• Findochty Community Council (2 representa/ves); 
• Portgordon Community Trust (3 representa/ves); 
• The Three Kings Cullen Associa/on (2 representa/ves); 
• Deskford and District Community Associa/on (3 

representa/ves); 
• Findochty and Buckie Development Trust (1 representa/ve); 
• Buckie Area Forum (2 representa/ves); 
• Business Gateway (1 representa/ve); 
• Moray Federa/on of Community Halls and Associa/ons (1 representa/ve); 
• Rural Environmental Ac/on Project – REAP (1 representa/ve); 
• Keith and Strathisla Regenera/on Partnership/InKeith and Strathisla (2 representa/ves); 
• Moray Council – Community learning and Engagement (1 representa/ve); and 
• tsiMORAY (1 representa/ve). 

7.1.9. A Community Benefit Fund Workshop Report [Appendix 21] was produced aper the event to capture 
the content and findings of the workshop. 
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7.2. Clashindarroch Wind Farm ‘open doors’ day 

7.2.1. Several Key Stakeholders also a>ended informa/on days at the Applicant’s 18-turbine Clashindarroch 
Wind Farm near Huntly, as part of Aberdeenshire Open Doors, to experience an opera/onal wind farm 
close-up. 

7.2.2. The informa/on days provided bus tours up to the wind farm and ran over a weekend as follows: 

• Saturday 16 September 2023: 10am-12:30pm and 1:30pm-4pm; and 
• Sunday 17 September 2023: 10am-12:30pm and 1:30pm-3:30pm. 

7.2.3. The tours provided the opportunity to see the wind farm up close, learn about how wind farms are 
developed and managed, and engage with the Applicant’s opera/ons team. 

 
7.3. October 2023 meeNngs 

7.3.1. In October 2023 the Applicant held further mee/ngs with community representa/ves from the 
following Key Stakeholders to update them on the project since the August 2022 public exhibi/ons and 
answer any ques/ons that they had: 

• Findochty and Buckie Development Trust – 17 October 2023; 
• Buckie Community Council (scheduled public CC mee/ng) – 17 October 2023; 
• Cullen and Deskford Community Council (scheduled public CC mee/ng) – 17 October 2023; 
• The Three Kings Cullen Associa/on – 18 October 2023; 
• Lennox Community Council – 18 October 2023; 
• Keith and Strathisla Regenera/on Partnership/InKeith and Strathisla – 19 October 2023; 
• Rural Environmental Ac/on Project (REAP) – 19 October 2023; 
• Portgordon Community Trust – 19 October 2023; 
• Buckie Harbour – 19 October 2023; 
• Moray Council (Community learning and Engagement) – 19 October 2023; and 
• Lennox Community Council (scheduled public online CC mee/ng) – 25 October 2023. 

A>empts were made to meet with Strathisla Community Council but, due to limited availability for 
a>endance, no mee/ng was held.  

7.3.2. The Applicant provided a general update on the project and confirmed that they were looking to submit 
their applica/on before the end of 2023 – and that the applica/on would be adver/sed, in addi/on to 
le>ers being sent to the Key Stakeholders and a project newsle>er issued to local households (and 
anyone who had asked to be kept up to date) to help raise awareness. 

7.3.3. The Applicant also confirmed that a report was being developed to capture the content and findings of 
the September community benefit workshop – and that the report would be circulated to Key 
Stakeholders in due course and made available for the public.  

 
7.4. Key Stakeholder feedback on Applicant’s approach to engagement 

7.4.1. The Applicant is commi>ed to effec/ve and meaningful engagement with both the local community and 
Key Stakeholders, in order to help iden/fy the key concerns and issues as well as any benefits or 
opportuni/es. 

7.4.2. Following the October 2023 mee/ngs, some of the Key Stakeholders provided the Applicant with 
feedback on their engagement approach (excluding any opinions on the Proposed Development itself), 
as outlined below. 

7.4.3. Cullen and Deskford Community Council: 

“Cullen and Deskford Community Council has been impressed with the level of engagement Va<enfall 
has shown, par>cularly in hos>ng the well-received Community Benefit Workshop. 
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It is possible diges>ng the volume of informa>on within the 154 page Scoping Report can be somewhat 
daun>ng, leading to disengagement, and we wonder whether there may be an easier introductory 
process.” 

7.4.4. Lennox Community Council:  
“To date they have listened not only to Lennox Community Council but the surrounding councils, and the 
many households who are in the Aultmore Wind Farm area. As we are small communi>es, in Lennox, 
Strathisla and Cullen, we all meet regularly and talk about the proposed windfarm ……. we enjoy the 
newsle<ers and informa>on that comes our way.” 

7.4.5. Findochty and Buckie Development Trust:  
“I just wanted to say ‘thank you’ for taking the >me to meet with me recently to update me on progress 
regarding Va<enfall’s proposed wind farm at Aultmore. I have very much appreciated all the 
informa>on you have provided, your pa>ence in answering my ques>ons and the queries from others, 
and the fact that you have listened carefully to local concerns and fed those back to the project team. I 
found the public mee>ng in The Fishermen’s Hall very informa>ve. The wide range of informa>on was 
detailed and clearly presented. Personally, I’d have liked a few more visuals as that’s how I take in 
informa>on more easily, but you were on hand to answer my daW ques>ons, so thank you!” 

7.4.6. Keith and Strathisla RegeneraAon Partnership/InKeith and Strathisla:  
“I’d also like to men>on how useful and helpful the mee>ngs with the team are, it’s great to be able to 
speak with them and let them know how things are going locally, as the local community development 
officer for the Keith & Strathisla area it also allows me to have a be<er understanding of the 
community’s views. 
I found it [the September community benefit workshop] very useful both in terms of finding out new 
informa>on and being able to network with others I would not normally have the chance to. In fact, 
following our presence at your event where we men>oned how we had received funding for resilience 
items, Portknockie Community Council contacted us at another event a few weeks later. They asked for 
our details because of what we discussed at the September workshop. Therefore, I think it would have 
been good to have been able to have a list of emails of those a<ended if GDPR would allow. This way we 
would have been able to catch up with people following the event easier. As many of the a<endees were 
volunteers business cards etc. were not present so a shared list of emails could be useful for future 
events, of which I hope you will hold in another areas as it was very valuable.” 

7.4.7. Portgordon Community Trust:  
“Our organisa>on have been invited in to early conversa>ons around poten>al Community Benefit 
rela>ng to the proposed windfarm. It felt like Va<enfall really wanted to harness the experience that our 
community has and to seek to understand strengths, weaknesses, opportuni>es and how we see 
poten>al models for delivery of benefit.  

What I enjoyed most was the different approaches to how they went about it. I enjoyed the informal 
face to face visits where they showed real interest in us and what we are doing in our communi>es, 
sharing there journey and and finding commonali>es whilst following up and keeping in touch either by 
email or by phone. 

They offered mul>ple opportuni>es to the wider community and what I can imagine a great cost to 
make the experiences meaningful and memorable. I feel that they really wanted to engage with and 
genuinely wanted to hear our thoughts and ideas, ending with a really interac>ve workshop that bought 
communi>es and diverse groups together, which was really energising. If I was to sum it up in one word, 
"Partnership".” 

7.4.8. The Applicant is grateful for this Key Stakeholder feedback regarding the approach to consulta/on and 
will consider this for future engagement on the Proposed Development as well as on other projects. 
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8. RESPONSE TO FEEDBACK 
 

8.1. Overview 

8.1.1. The following Table 1 categorises the topical feedback received from the spring 2022 and summer 2023 
public consulta/ons and provides a response from the Applicant - together with a reference to the 
relevant Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) chapter, where applicable, for more 
informa/on. 

8.1.2. Table 1: Summary of topics, key themes, and the Applicant’s response. 

SOCIOECONOMICS 
 

The topical comments rela8ng to SOCIOECONOMICS comprised the largest category of total feedback 
from the 2022 and 2023 consula8ons (approximately 25%), with the majority of comments focusing on 
the opportuni8es associated with community benefit. Below is a summary of the main themes: 
 
Most socioeconomic comments focused on ideas for community benefit – with the most popular 
sugges8on being reduced electricity costs for local residents. Other ideas included using the local supply 
chain, local transport improvements, inves8ng in local halls, connec8ng rural households to mains water, 
road improvements, suppor8ng health and well-being, funding environmental schemes, crea8ng cycle 
paths, funding home eco-improvements, in addi8on to other individual ideas. Other comments related 
to how the community benefit fund would be delivered and managed, including which areas would 
benefit. A number of comments stated that there would not be any benefit from the project. Outwith 
community benefit, concerns were raised regarding property values and sugges8ons made regarding 
compensa8on for local residents. 
 
Applicant’s response 
In response to the high level of interest in community benefit, a workshop was held by the Applicant in 
September 2023 and a@ended by representaAves from 18 different anchor organisaAons - including local 
Community Councils. The workshop aimed to explore how a community benefit fund may operate as well 
as the benefits that it could deliver for the local area. Please see Appendix 21 for further informaAon. 
 
Should the Proposed Development receive consent, a community benefit fund would be provided by the 
Applicant in line with the ScoLsh Government’s prevailing guidelines ‘to conAnue at a naAonal level to 
promote community benefits of the value equivalent to £5,000 per installed megawa@ per annum, index 
linked for the operaAonal lifeAme of the project.’ Based on the 16-turbine 105.6MW Proposed 
Development, this could provide a community benefit fund of around £528,000 each year to the local 
community or £18.4 million over the 35-year operaAonal life cycle.  
 
The community benefit ideas and themes have been carefully logged by the Applicant so that, should the 
Proposed Development be consented, these ideas can be consulted on further with the community. The 
area of benefit would be established in consultaAon with the community and, usually, the communiAes 
that benefit are those closest to the proposal which host some of the infrastructure or which are 
impacted to a certain degree. It is likely that a local community organisaAon such as Keith-based Rural 
Environmental AcAon Project (which has experience in managing local wind farm funds), or a third party 
organisaAon such as FoundaAon Scotland (which has grant-making experAse), would be involved in 
administering the fund; however, the decision would ulAmately be community-led, following further 
consultaAon, should the project receive consent. 
 
The Applicant has a strong track record with regard to working with the local supply chain and 
maximising inward investment; for example, at its 18-turbine Clashindarroch Wind Farm near Huntly in 
Aberdeenshire, the site (which became operaAonal in 2015) saw more than £12 million spent with 140 
ScoLsh businesses – with around £5 million of this spent locally in Aberdeenshire and Moray. The 
Applicant has also been engaging with local businesses to build understanding of the local skills, services 
and materials available locally and explore opportuniAes to maximise the inward investment to the 
area. This includes Buckie Harbour which the Applicant is in dialogue with and, whilst the longer blades 
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and tower components are currently too large to come into Buckie, the Applicant is exploring whether it 
may be possible to deliver the turbine nacelles to Buckie. In addiAon, the Applicant recently announced 
plans to develop an onshore wind apprenAceship programme for Scotland that will support around 50 
apprenAceships by 2030. To achieve this the Applicant will work closely with Tier 1 and Tier 2 contractors 
with the aim of securing 10 apprenAceships for each of their ScoLsh onshore wind projects. Aultmore is 
one of the developments that would be considered as part of this iniAaAve should it receive consent. 
 
The Applicant has also noted feedback regarding property values. Independent studies conducted over 
the years have concluded that house prices follow broader trends and that there was no evidence of a 
consistent negaAve effect on house prices (and that results vary across different areas). 
 
Further informa8on regarding Socioeconomics can be found in  Volume 2, Chapter 13 -  Socioeconomics, 
Land Use, Tourism and RecreaXon of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) which 
accompanies the planning submission. 

 
LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL 
 

The second highest area of topical feedback (approximately 14%) was LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL. The 
majority of comments raised general concerns regarding the visual impact within the local and wider 
area. In addi8on, there were specific comments about the height of the turbines, the impact on 
residen8al amenity, and concerns about night-8me avia8on ligh8ng. 
 
Applicant’s response 
The Applicant recognises the wide range of opinions people may have on the visual impact of wind farms. 
For some people they are problemaAc and unwelcome, for others they are welcome addiAons and a 
posiAve symbol of the changes needed to combat climate change. Others simply don’t have an opinion. 
 
The original (consented) scheme was for 13 turbines up to 110m to Ap. The addiAon of three turbines has 
almost quadrupled the generaAng capacity of the site, from 29MW to just over 105MW. This uplid in 
energy producAon is due to technological advances and greater Ap heights. This is why 200m is now a 
typical height for new onshore wind farms as we strive to meet the ScoLsh Government’s target to 
double onshore wind from 9GW to 290GW by 2030.   
 
A ResidenAal Visual Amenity Assessment (RVAA) has been undertaken as part of the Environmental 
Impact Assessment of the Proposed Development. The RVAA encompasses all residenAal properAes 
within a 2km radius of the proposed turbines. Overall, it concludes that no residenAal property would 
receive effects of the highest magnitude and do not have the potenAal to reach the residenAal visual 
amenity threshold. All turbine locaAons have moved to some degree to improve the visual presentaAon of 
the scheme and avoid key constraints. 
 
A reduced lighAng scheme has been agreed with the Civil AviaAon Authority consisAng of steady red 
lights on nine of the 16 turbines and infra-red lighAng (visible only when viewed through night vision 
goggles) on 15 of the sixteen turbines. By its nature, aviaAon lighAng is designed to be seen by aircrad 
passing at height and therefore is directed upwards and less visible to those close by and at ground level. 
 
The visual aspect of the Proposed Development is a key consideraAon of the design. The overall effects on 
outlook and visual amenity have been thoroughly invesAgated by the Applicant’s technical experts 
assessing the impacts of the Proposed Development. They have concluded that in no case would the 
effects be of such a nature or magnitude that they would potenAally affect the living condiAons at any 
property within the study area - to the point where it becomes an una@racAve place to live when judged 
objecAvely in the public interest. 
 
Further informa8on regarding Landscape and Visual considera8ons can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 6 
-  Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 
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EXHIBITION EVENTS 
 

The third highest area of topical feedback (approximately 14%, with just slightly less comments than 
landscape and visual) related to the EXHIBITION EVENTS.  
 
The majority of comments raised concerns about the accuracy of the visualisa8ons or requested 
visualisa8ons from different viewpoints. A mix of comments were received regarding the exhibi8on staff, 
with the majority sta8ng that staff weren’t able to answer any ques8ons and the remainder commen8ng 
on the friendliness and helpfulness of the staff. Comments were also received sta8ng that the events 
hadn’t been adver8sed well and that the maps were poor quality. A small number of comments were 
received regarding the comments form not being accessible – in addi8on to a number of general 
individual comments regarding the exhibi8on events. 
 
Applicant’s response 
The Applicant specifically sought feedback (on the comments form) about the exhibiAon events in order 
to understand what had worked well and where there may be areas for improvement.  
 
The visualisaAons for both the 2022 and 2023 consultaAon events complied with strict industry standards 
set by NatureScot. Whilst there is no obligaAon to produce visualisaAons for these events, a range of 
visualisaAons were provided at both sets of exhibiAons to give an indicaAon of what the redesigned site 
may look like from different viewpoints within the community. A wider range of visualisaAons relaAng to 
23 viewpoints in the local and wider area are provided as part of the planning submission. 
 
At both sets of events the Applicant carefully selected a team of people comprising a range of experAse 
and knowledge of the project as well as experience engaging with people at exhibiAon events. Staff 
endeavoured to ensure that everyone who a@ended was spoken to, wherever possible. Due to the 
evolving nature of the Proposed Development it was not always possible to have the definiAve answers to 
all quesAons raised pre-submission due to the design and/or assessment work not having been finalised. 
 
With regard to adverAsing, the Applicant went over and above minimum pre-applicaAon consultaAon 
expectaAons in relaAon to raising awareness of both sets of events as outlined in secAons 4.2 and 6.1 of 
this report. 
 
The maps provided at the two sets of events reflected the quality that would be expected of maps 
provided for the planning submission.   
 
With regards to the comments form, there was a technical hitch (outwith The Applicant’s control) for a 
few hours on Friday 15 September 2023 (the consultaAon closing date) as explained in secAon 9.1.3 
below. Once the Applicant became aware of the situaAon they took acAon and followed-up with anyone 
who had reported issues to ensure that they were aware the problem had been resolved. 
 
For both sets of consultaAon events, the Applicant exceeded expected minimum pre-applicaAon 
consultaAon acAvity and delivered what they consider to be a comprehensive, meaningful and 
proporAonate consultaAon and engagement process. However, they are grateful for people’s feedback 
and will use it to improve future events. 
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ENERGY POLICY/NEEDS CASE 
 

The fourth area of topical feedback (approximately 8%) related to ENERGY POLICY and the NEEDS CASE 
for onshore wind. The majority of comments focused on either a preference for offshore wind farms or 
ques8oned the needs case for onshore wind farms (and the Proposed Development). A number of 
comments also focused on the rising cost of electricity, with remaining comments focusing on the 
planning process and consulta8on. 
 
Applicant’s response 
Both onshore and offshore wind play an important part in achieving a balanced energy mix of renewable 
generaAon across the UK. Onshore wind is one of the cheapest forms of electricity generaAon and can be 
built more quickly than offshore once consented. We already have 14GW of onshore wind built in the UK 
and it is esAmated that by 2030, 30GW of onshore wind will be required across the UK to meet our 
climate targets at the lowest cost to the consumer. 
 
The ScoLsh Government will launch a statutory consultaAon period upon submission of the SecAon 36 
applicaAon which will enable the public, as well as key consultees, to submit representaAons on the 
Proposed Development. This feedback will then be assessed against the Proposed Development and a 
determinaAon made by ScoLsh Ministers in due course. 
 
Further informa8on regarding Energy Policy and the needs case for onshore wind can be found in 
Volume 2, Chapter 4 - Climate Change, Renewable Energy and Planning Policy of the EIAR which 
accompanies the planning submission. 
 
ECOLOGY AND ORNITHOLOGY 
 

The fijh area of topical feedback (approximately 8%, with just slightly less comments than energy 
policy/needs case) related to ECOLOGY AND ORNITHOLOGY. The comments focused on concerns about 
the poten8al impact on either wildlife and/or habitat - including peatland. 
 
Applicant’s response 
The Applicant is commi@ed to the protecAon of nature and biodiversity – and strives to avoid or minimise 
impacts on the environment and ecosystems; where impacts can’t be fully avoided or miAgated, potenAal 
compensaAon and restoraAon measures are considered.  
 
A wide range of ecological and ornithological studies have been undertaken to build understanding of the 
wildlife, habitats, flora and fauna on site – including an extensive programme of peat probing. Our 
ornithologists have spent significant Ame on site logging the flight paths (including winter migraAon 
routes) of key bird species from vantage points around the site, mapping nesAng sites, and considering 
breeding behaviour. The findings from this survey work, in addiAon to engagement with key consultees 
such as RSPB and NatureScot, have helped inform the design – and turbine infrastructure has been 
relocated to avoid impacts on key species or habitats. 
 
Aultmore is not a parAcularly peaty site and the peat that does exist is mostly degraded due to the 
commercial forestry operaAons. We have undertaken extensive peat-probing on the site and avoided 
and/or minimised impacts on peat wherever possible through our design. There are a couple of areas of 
deep peat on site which offer significant potenAal for habitat improvement; as such, the Applicant’s 
Biodiversity Enhancement and RestoraAon Plan proposes to restore such areas of degraded deep peat 
and return them back to bog. This restoraAon work will not only help protect the peat itself and enhance 
the habitat for wildlife, but will also result in a net posiAve impact and likely net gain in biodiversity. 
 
Further informa8on regarding Ecology can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 8 – Ecology and Biodiversity 
(including the Biodiversity Enhancement and Restora8on Plan) of the EIAR which accompanies the 
planning submission; further informa8on regarding Ornithology can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 9 – 
Ornithology of the EIAR; further informa8on regarding peat can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 10 – 
Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology (including the Peat Management Plan) of the EIAR. 
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HYDROLOGY 
 

The sixth area of topical feedback (approximately 7%) related to HYDROLOGY - specifically private water 
supplies. The comments focused on either general concerns about supplies being impacted, interest in 
how any poten8al impacts would be mi8gated, or provision of details regarding private water supplies. 
 
Applicant’s response 
The Applicant recognises that private water supplies are an area of parAcular concern to local residents – 
and takes the protecAon of people’s supplies seriously. Detailed informaAon has been gathered on private 
water supplies from SEPA, Moray Council, site walkover studies and engagement with residents – and 
changes made to the design in order to avoid any impacts during construcAon. 
 
It’s quite typical at this stage of a wind farm project not to have captured the details of every private 
water supply. Should the project receive consent the Applicant will be required to undertake further and 
more detailed surveys and assessment work to ensure that each area of ground is checked for any 
potenAal private water supplies before construcAon starts in that area of the site. The Applicant will also 
liaise with the water authoriAes and regulators throughout the construcAon and operaAonal phases of 
the project and follow best pracAce.  The Applicant is grateful to all residents who have taken the Ame to 
check their private water supply details with them. 
 
Further informa8on regarding Hydrology and private water supplies can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 
10 – Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 

 
NOISE 
 

The seventh area of topical feedback (approximately 7%, with just slightly less comments than hydrology) 
related to NOISE. The comments focused on either general concerns about the poten8al impact, interest 
in the predicted levels of poten8al noise, or health concerns. 
 
Applicant’s response 
OperaAonal noise from wind farms must comply with ETSU-R-97 noise regulaAons. In line with this the 
Applicant has undertaken noise monitoring studies at locaAons around the site, agreed with Moray 
Council, to establish an accurate noise baseline. 

The proposed development has been carefully designed and the turbines located sufficiently far from 
residential properties that predicted noise levels will fall within noise regulations. If at any point the wind 
farm exceeded permitted noise levels, Moray Council would have the authority to shut down certain 
turbines or the site as a whole, so it is in the Applicant’s interest to ensure that they have accurately 
assessed potential noise impacts. 

Further informa8on regarding Noise can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 12 – Noise of the EIAR which 
accompanies the planning submission. 

 
TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT 
 

The eighth area of topical feedback (approximately 3%) related to TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT. The 
comments focused on concerns about the site access point (either the original Mains of Oxhill access 
point or the new access point north of Croj of Ryeriggs), concerns about construc8on traffic in general, 
opportuni8es regarding Buckie Harbour (for turbine deliveries), or concerns about poten8al impacts to 
Broadley Crematorium. 
 
Applicant’s response 
The original proposed access point, for the main construcAon traffic and turbine deliveries from the B9016, 
was via the Mains of Oxhill. This was also the access for the previous (consented) 13-turbine 29MW 
scheme. As the Proposed Development progressed, the access point changed in response to both technical 
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consideraAons and community feedback. The new proposed site access point from the B9016 is now 
located approximately 100m north of the Crod of Ryeriggs. This locaAon has been carefully selected and 
assessed from a safety point of view - with the bellmouth juncAon designed to comply with road safety 
regulaAons. 
 
The B9016 has been carefully assessed by the Applicant’s transport consultants whose swept path 
analysis and engineering studies confirm that the road is suitable for construcAon traffic and turbine 
deliveries and does not require any upgrade or road-widening work to be undertaken. 
 
The Applicant is in dialogue with Buckie Harbour to explore the feasibility of delivering turbine 
components into Buckie rather than via Inverness. Currently, the harbour is too small to accommodate 
the vessels carrying the turbine components; however, the Applicant is aware of the Harbour’s 
masterplan and hopeful that this will open up further opportuniAes. Should this be the case, the 
Applicant would need to assess the route from the Harbour to the B9016 to understand whether any road 
improvement works were required. 
 
With regard to Broadley Crematorium, turbine deliveries would be undertaken in consultaAon with the 
relevant authoriAes – including Moray Council, Transport Scotland and Police Scotland and could include 
movements during the night which would reduce effects on road users at busier dayAme periods as well 
as any impacts on Broadley Crematorium.  
 
Further informa8on regarding Traffic and Transport can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 11 – Traffic and 
Transport of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 

 
SHADOW FLICKER 
 

The ninth area of topical feedback (approximately 2%) related to SHADOW FLICKER. The comments 
focused on general concerns about poten8al impact on residen8al proper8es. 
 
Applicant’s response 
Shadow flicker can be easily avoided and designed out using sophisticated modelling software to control 
turbine operation. Shadow flicker control modules, consisting of light sensors and specialised software, 
will be installed on the turbines to prevent operation during periods when shadow flicker could be 
experienced at nearby properties. The correct operation of the installed shadow flicker control measures 
will ensure that there will be no impact from shadow flicker. 
 
Further informa8on regarding Shadow flicker can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 15 – Shadow flicker 
and other issues of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 

 
PROJECT PHASES 
 

The ninth area of topical feedback (approximately 2%) related to PROJECT PHASES, with comments 
focusing on either concerns about turbine recycling upon decommissioning, or concerns about the 
general impact of construc8on on the site. 
 
Applicant’s response 
Prior to both construcAon, and decomissioning, a comprehensive plan for the work would be drawn up in 
advance to ensure safety of the public and workforce and the best use of available techniques at that 
Ame. 
 
The Applicant has commi@ed to a landfill ban on decommissioned wind turbine blades and to recycle all 
wind turbine blades by 2030. 
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8.1.3. There were also a number of general comments received (approximately 6%) regarding general 

aLtudes towards the Proposed Development, concerns about an extension, or other individual 
comments that fell outwith the topic areas above. 

 
 

Further informa8on regarding Construc8on and Decommissioning (including further informa8on 
regarding the carbon balance) can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 15 – Shadow flicker and other issues 
of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission.  

 
TOURISM 
 

The tenth area of topical feedback (approximately 2%) related to TOURISM. The comments comprised 
general concerns about poten8al impact on tourism. 
 
Applicant’s response 
With regard to tourism, a number of independent studies over the years have consistently found that 
wind farms do not affect tourism. One of the most recent studies undertaken by BiGGAR Economics 
‘Onshore Wind and Tourism in Scotland’ (2021) found ‘no relaAonship between tourism employment and 
wind farm development at the level of the ScoLsh economy, across local authority areas nor in the 
locality of wind farm sites’.  Nevertheless, the Applicant has assessed any potenAal impacts no tourism 
within the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR). 
 
Further informa8on regarding Tourism can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 13 – Socioeconomics, Land 
Use, Tourism and RecreaXon of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 

 
BATTERY STORAGE 
 

The smallest area of topical feedback (approximately 1%) related to the proposed BATTERY STORAGE. 
The comments largely related to safety concerns. 
 
Applicant’s response 
As part of the Proposed Development the Applicant is proposing a Ba@ery Storage Energy System (BESS) 
within the main substaAon compound. The BESS will help match the site’s electricity generaAon to 
network energy demand and minimise potenAal grid constraint requirements. The BESS will have an 
indicaAve capacity of 115MWh and a peak power delivery of 50MW. 
 
It is standard pracAce and a legal requirement for all substaAons and ba@ery storage faciliAes to 
undergo a full design risk assessment which will take into consideraAon events such as; fire, explosion 
and gasses leaks. MiAgaAon measures will be incorporated into the final detailed design of the facility, as 
standard pracAce, to reduce or eliminate these risks. 
 
Further informa8on regarding the proposed Baoery Storage can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 2 – 
Proposed Development DescripXon of the EIAR which accompanies the planning submission. 
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9. EVALUATION OF ENGAGEMENT AND CONSULTATION 
 

9.1. NaNonal Standards of Community Engagement  - evaluaNon 

9.1.1. The Na/onal Standards for Community Engagement4 comprise seven standards of community engagement and set out good-prac/ce principles to help improve 
and guide the process of community engagement. The following Table 2 seeks to evaluate the Applicant’s engagement and consulta/on approach for the 
Proposed Development against these standards. 

9.1.2. Table 2. EvaluaAon 

THE STANDARD EXAMPLES AND EVALUATION 
INCLUSION 
We will iden8fy and involve the 
people and organisa8ons that are 
affected by the focus of the 
engagement. 

• At the start of the Proposed Development the Applicant undertook stakeholder mapping, as outlined in sec8on 2.1, to iden8ty 
ini8al ‘Key Stakeholders’ who were likely to have an interest in the Proposed Development and engage with them early in the 
process. In the early stages of the project this comprised mainly local Community Councils, ward Councillors, and cons8tuency 
MSPs and MP but as the Proposed Development progressed the list of Key Stakeholders evolved, in response to the Applicant’s 
understanding of the area as well as feedback from the community and Key Stakeholders, to include key anchor groups (such as 
community development trusts) and local businesses (such as Buckie Harbour). 

• For the first set of consulta8on events in spring 2022 the Applicant decided, in addi8on to widely adver8sing the public 
exhibi8ons and consulta8on in the local media, to issue a project newsleoer to around 800 households within approximately 
3km of the site boundary to ensure that residents closest to the site were informed about the Proposed Development and 
aware of the upcoming consulta8on events. The Applicant also organised for the words ‘AULTMORE WIND FARM’ to be printed 
across the newsleoer envelopes in large bold wri8ng to reduce the likelihood of the newsleoers being mistaken for junk mail 
and being put in the bin without people realising what the enclosed informa8on related to. 

• All of the public exhibi8ons were accessible by wheelchair access to ensure that disabled people were not precluded from 
aoending any of the events – and the presenta8on materials laid out with plenty of space for people in wheelchairs to 
manoeuvre. Tables and chairs were also provided at each event for all aoendees to use but also for anyone with mobility issues 
(who perhaps wasn’t able to walk far or stand for long); the team also brought hard copy informa8on over to the table for 
those with mobility issues and ensured that they were able to speak to those members of the team (who joined them at the 
table) who were best suited to answer their ques8ons.   

• The Applicant endeavoured to follow-up with people who raised ques8ons or required further informa8on - and kept people 
(who asked to be kept informed about the Proposed Development) up to date through their newsleoer mailing list. The 
Applicant also maintained two-way engagement with Key Stakeholders with regular updates at key project milestones. 

• All views were welcomed by the Applicant, whether they were suppor8ve, neutral, or opposed to the Proposed Development – 
and people encouraged to submit their comments to the Applicant in wri8ng as part of the consulta8on process.  

 
4 hKps://staQc1.squarespace.com/staQc/5943c23a440243c1fa28585f/t/63c6badff203e74f2ba4c4d3/1673968356909/NSfCE%2Bonline_October.pdf 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5943c23a440243c1fa28585f/t/63c6badff203e74f2ba4c4d3/1673968356909/NSfCE%2Bonline_October.pdf
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THE STANDARD EXAMPLES AND EVALUATION 
SUPPORT 
We will iden8fy and overcome 
any barriers to par8cipa8on. 

• The Applicant understood the need for as many individuals to have the opportunity to take part in the consulta8on process as 
possible. As such, a variety of methods of communica8on and engagement methods (as outlined above) were u8lised – 
ensuring that people were able to engage face-to-face, by phone, by email, online, or by post depending on their preference. 

• The Applicant is aware that not everyone may be comfortable or competent online, and rural areas in par8cular ojen suffer 
from poor internet connec8on or broadband speeds. In response to this the Applicant ensured that hard copy newsleoers were 
posted to local households nearest to the Proposed Development (as well as being available online) and that adverts were 
placed in hard copy newspapers in addi8on to online. Hard copies of the exhibi8on boards were also made available to people 
upon request. 

• In order to try and reach the younger genera8on and encourage them to get involved in the consulta8on, forms of engagement 
were used such as social media posts, sponsored online ads, and QR codes (on exhibi8on boards linking to the comments 
forms) which were likely to appeal more to the digitally engaged younger genera8on. 

• Public exhibi8on events were held in loca8ons which were within reasonable travelling distance of each other and the nearest 
seolements, within the Community Council areas closest to the site, and provided a good geographical spread around the site. 
The events also took place across a range of dates and 8mes (covering morning, ajernoon and evening) to ensure that they 
were accessible and at suitable 8mes for as many people as possible within the community as far as prac8cable. All of the 
events were accessible by wheelchair access to ensure that disabled people were not precluded from aoending the events. 

PLANNING 
There is a clear purpose for the 
engagement, which is based on a 
shared understanding of 
community needs and ambi8ons. 

• Engagement and consulta8on took place over approximately two years, between November 2021 and October 2023, and 
throughout this period the Applicant carefully considered the resources required over this period - including the team present 
at the exhibi8on events in terms of knowledge and experience.  

• The Applicant engaged with the ‘host’ Community Councils (some couldn’t be reached at par8cular 8mes due to changes in 
their membership or COVID19) ahead of both the spring 2022 and summer 2023 consulta8on events to discuss the proposed 
events, poten8al venues, dates, proposed adver8sements and communica8ons to ensure that they were considered suitable 
for the local area. School holiday periods were also avoided for the public consulta8on events. 

• Consulta8on events were held at 8mes in the design process when they would be most effec8ve; for example, at scoping stage 
(spring 2022) when people’s feedback could have the most influence on the early design, and at final design stage (August 
2023) so that the Applicant could demonstrate how the design had changed and what would be submioed into planning. 

• The public exhibi8on events were carefully planned in terms of loca8on, dates and 8me (as described above) and adver8sed a 
couple of weeks in advance to provide people with plenty of no8ce as well as during the week of the events to remind people 
closer to the 8me. The 8ming of the adver8sements and communica8ons was also carefully planned to provide a good spread 
of informa8on over the two weeks leading up to the events. 

• Furthermore, the scope of exhibi8on board and FAQ informa8on was designed to reflect the likely topics of interest within the 
community; for example, the summer 2023 consulta8on events provided more detail about private water supplies, noise 
mapping, peat depths across the site, and community benefit in response to feedback from the spring 2022 consulta8on. 



Aultmore Wind Farm Redesign – Pre-Applica8on Consulta8on (PAC) Report 

 Page 30 of 165 

THE STANDARD EXAMPLES AND EVALUATION 
WORKING TOGETHER 
We will work effec8vely together 
to achieve the aims of the 
engagement. 

• The Applicant clearly set out the purpose and scope of the consulta8on events in the adver8sements and communica8ons 
issued. For example, the ‘your feedback and next steps’ boards for both sets of consulta8on events provided a 8meline, 
explained how to comment on the Proposed Development, and included clear statements that comments to the Applicant at 
that stage were not representa8ons to the determining authority (Scoqsh Government) and that, should an applica8on be 
submioed, there would be an opportunity at that 8me for people to submit formal comments to the determining authority. 
The stakeholder leoers, adverts, and project newsleoers also all explained how to comment on the Proposed Development. 

• Contact details for the Applicant were provided on all adver8sements and communica8ons. 
• At the public exhibi8on events the team endeavoured to speak to everyone who aoended and encouraged people to submit 

their feedback on a comments form. The Applicant endeavoured to follow-up with people who requested further informa8on 
or wished to engage further with the Applicant. 

• The Applicant also worked closely with various Key Stakeholders including local Community Councils and key anchor groups to 
keep them up to date, explain the key concerns and issues that had been raised from consulta8on and how these were being 
addressed, and to seek their advice on engagement and proposed consulta8on plans.  

• As described above, the methods of adver8sement and communica8on were designed to meet the needs of all par8cipants. 
• The Applicant endeavoured to engage and communicate in an open, honest, and clear manner. 

METHODS 
We will use methods of 
engagement that are fit for 
purpose. 

• A range of methods for engagement and communica8on have been used throughout the Proposed Development as outlined 
above. These methods have been designed to be appropriate for the purposes required and suitable and accessible for the 
local community and Key Stakeholders. The Applicant has also gone over and above the minimum expected consulta8on 
ac8vity for a Sec8on 36 applica8on (as outlined in sec8on 4 and sec8on 6 of this report) to ensure that consulta8on has been 
meaningful and propor8onate. 

• The public exhibi8on events used a variety of materials including informa8on boards – which provided wrioen informa8on, 
graphs, maps and infographics, visualisa8ons – which included photomontages and wirelines, interac8ve wireline sojware 
(spring 2022 consulta8ons only), reference documents – FAQs, newsleoers, Report on Feedback (spring 2022 consulta8ons 
only), comments forms, and verbal discussions. 

COMMUNICATION 
We will communicate clearly and 
regularly with the people, 
organisa8ons and communi8es 
affected by the engagement. 

• As outlined above, Key Stakeholder groups and organisa8ons - together with residents who lived closest to the Proposed 
Development and were likely to have the greatest interest in the project - were iden8fied early in the project and a range of 
communica8on and engagement methods u8lised to reach them.  

• The Applicant has endeavoured to provide regular project updates to interested par8es using a range of appropriate methods 
and formats, and to clearly explain the process for, and outcomes from, consulta8on and engagement. 

• The Report on Feedback reported on the feedback received from the spring 2022 consulta8on and how the design had 
changed in response to this, in addi8on to the maps on the ‘Design evolu8on’ boards for the summer 2023 consulta8on. 

• This Pre-Applica8on Consulta8on (PAC) Report, which will accompany the Sec8on 36 applica8on for consent, summarises the 
overall consulta8on and engagement ac8vity undertaken and how feedback received has been considered by the Applicant. 
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THE STANDARD EXAMPLES AND EVALUATION 
IMPACT 
We will assess the impact of the 
engagement and use what we 
have learned to improve our 
future community engagement. 

• Feedback on how the consulta8on and engagement process has influenced the design is also explained, as outlined above, in 
both the Report on Feedback and this Pre-Applica8on Consulta8on (PAC) Report. 

• The Applicant has evaluated their approach to consulta8on and engagement as set out in this Table 2. 
• The Applicant has also sought feedback from both the public and Key Stakeholders on their consulta8on and engagement 

ac8vity so that this can be considered for future engagement. 
 

9.1.3. Despite the Applicant going over and above the expected minimum pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity and delivering what they consider to be a 
comprehensive, meaningful and propor/onate consulta/on and engagement process, there is always room for improvement and the Applicant has iden/fied the 
following learning points and considera/ons: 
• COVID19 and changes in membership/opera/on of some of the ‘host’ Community Councils had an impact on the Applicant’s ability to engage with them 

at certain stages of the project. In hindsight the Applicant believes that they could have improved their consulta/on and engagement process further if 
they had been able to a>end more ‘scheduled’ public Community Council mee/ngs earlier in the design stages of the Proposed Development. 

• The Applicant held three public exhibi/on events for the spring 2022 consulta/on and four events for the summer 2023 consulta/on, far exceeding the 
‘one event’ pre-applica/on consulta/on requirements. On reflec/on, the Applicant believes that they could have improved their consulta/on and 
engagement process further by holding an event in the Deskford area. 

• A wide range of communica/on and engagement methods were used in order to reach a wide range of people. In hindsight, the Applicant believes that 
they could have improved their consulta/on and engagement process further by considering some radio announcements as well. 

• Whilst the Applicant wasn’t sure how much interest there would be from Key Stakeholders or local anchor groups in the ‘pilot’ community benefit 
workshop in September 2023, based on the popularity of the event and the posi/ve feedback received aperwards, in hindsight the Applicant believes that 
they could have improved their consulta/on and engagement process further by holding a larger event which would have enabled more groups to a>end 
as well as members of the public. 

• The informa/on boards for the August 2023 exhibi/ons were printed on a specially selected recyclable cardboard material (rather than the usual correx 
polypropylene sheets) to achieve a more eco-friendly approach and improve the sustainability of the event. Whilst the print quality was good, and suitable 
for the event, it wasn’t as sharp as tradi/onal (correx) materials and this was raised within some of the feedback. As such, the applicant will con/nue to 
explore other sustainable op/ons for future events.  

• The online comments form for the August 2023 consulta/on was provided via a link to a feedback-based plavorm known as ‘Ne/gate’. Through 
circumstances outwith the Applicant’s control, the external Ne/gate plavorm experienced a server glitch for a few hours on Friday 15 September 2023 
(the consulta/on closing date). Once the Applicant became aware they contacted Ne/gate who rec/fied the situa/on; the Applicant then followed-up 
with anyone who had reported issues to ensure that they were aware the problem had been resolved. In hindsight, the Applicant may consider exploring 
alterna/ve online plavorms for further consulta/on work as well as scheduling periodical ‘end user’ tes/ng of chosen sopware during future surveys. 
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10. CLOSING COMMENTS 
 

10.1. Summary 

10.1.1. This PAC Report demonstrates that the Applicant has sought to undertake effec/ve, meaningful and 
propor/onate engagement and consulta/on with Key Stakeholders regarding the Proposed Development - 
and has exceeded the minimum expected pre-applica/on consulta/on ac/vity. 

10.1.2. The Applicant engaged early on the project, at scoping, to iden/fy issues and concerns early (so that they 
could be considered) as well as opportuni/es (so that they could be explored) and ensure that people’s 
comments had the greatest chance of influencing the design of the Proposed Development. 

10.1.3. The Applicant has carefully considered community feedback and changed the design of the Proposed 
Development, or their proposed approach to its delivery, in response. For example: 
• Site access point: changes were made in response to concerns regarding the original (Mains of 

Oxhill) site access point as well as technical considera/ons – and the site access moved to a more 
suitable loca/on; 

• Broadley Crematorium (turbine deliveries): in response to concerns regarding poten/al impacts on 
the local crematorium (one of the main facili/es between Inverness and Aberdeen) changes were 
made to the proposed delivery of the turbine components in order to avoid any impacts; 

• Buckie Harbour: in response to community feedback regarding the poten/al for turbine components 
to be delivered via Buckie Harbour (rather than Inverness), the Applicant is in dialogue with the 
Harbour regarding their Masterplan to explore whether poten/al redevelopment work may help 
facilitate the larger turbine delivery vessels; 

• Community benefit: a pilot workshop was held by the Applicant for local Community Councils and 
key anchor groups, in response to the high level of interest in community benefit, to build awareness 
and understanding of how a poten/al community benefit fund may operate as well as the poten/al 
benefits that it could deliver for the local area; and 

• Private water supplies: key changes have been made to the turbine layout in order to avoid impacts 
to private water supplies. 

10.1.4. The Applicant also seeks to maximise inward investment around its onshore wind projects and this applies 
to both the design and development phase as well as construc/on should the project be consented. For 
example: 
• Accommoda/on: local accommoda/on was used when working in the area; 
• Prin/ng: an Elgin-based prin/ng company was employed to print and mail out later edi/ons of the 

project newsle>er; 
• Local supply chain: in addi/on to the dialogue (described above) with Buckie Harbour, the Applicant 

has ac/vely engaged with local businesses and developed a supply chain register to log details of 
their skills and services so that, should the project be consented, their details can be shared with the 
procurement team; 

• Community benefit workshop: a local Forres-based photographer and Fordyce-based caterer were 
employed to help support the community benefit workshop; and 

• Onshore wind appren/ceships: the Applicant has announced its commitment to suppor/ng around 
50 onshore wind appren/ceships across its porvolio by 2030 – with Aultmore being one of the 
projects that would be considered as part of this ini/a/ve should it receive consent.  
 

10.1.5. The Applicant has evaluated their approach to consulta/on against the Na/onal Standards of Community 
Engagement (see sec/on 9 for further details), in line with best prac/ce. In addi/on, the Applicant has also 
iden/fied learning points from the consulta/on and engagement to help improve future ac/vity: 

10.1.6. The Applicant is grateful to everyone who took the /me to engage and share their views on the Proposed 
Development. The comments received, together with the site assessments and key consultee feedback, 
have helped to shape and improve the design. 
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11. APPENDICES 
 

11.1. Appendices 

11.1.1. Appendix 1 – Introductory le>er to Key Stakeholders (December 2021) 

11.1.2. Appendix 2 – Newspaper advert and editorial (March 2022) 

11.1.3. Appendix 3 – Website update confirming exhibi/on details (March 2022)  

11.1.4. Appendix 4 – Update le>er to Key Stakeholders (March 2022) 

11.1.5. Appendix 5 – Project newsle>er – Spring 2022 (March 2022) 

11.1.6. Appendix 6 – Public exhibi/on photos (March 2022)  

11.1.7. Appendix 7 – Exhibi/on informa/on boards (March 2022) 

11.1.8. Appendix 8 – Comments form (March 2022) 

11.1.9. Appendix 9 – Virtual village hall exhibi/on – on project website (March – April 2022)  

11.1.10. Appendix 10 – Report on Feedback (Spring 2022 consulta/on period) 

11.1.11. Appendix 11 – Update le>er to Key Stakeholders (December 2022) 

11.1.12. Appendix 12 – Newspaper advert and editorial (August 2023) 

11.1.13. Appendix 13 – Update le>er to Key Stakeholders (August 2022) 

11.1.14. Appendix 14 – Project newsle>er – Summer 2023 (August 2023) 

11.1.15. Appendix 15 – Public Exhibi/on photos (August 2023) 

11.1.16. Appendix 16 – Exhibi/on informa/on boards (August 2023) 

11.1.17. Appendix 17 – Comments form (August 2023) 

11.1.18. Appendix 18 – Virtual village hall exhibi/on – on project website (August – September 2022)  

11.1.19. Appendix 19 – Graphs showing mul/ple choice ques/on feedback (2023 consulta/on) 

11.1.20. Appendix 20 – Invite le>ers to community benefit workshop (August 2023) 

11.1.21. Appendix 21 – Community Benefit Fund Workshop Report (September 2023) 
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11.2. Appendix 1: Introductory leHer to Key Stakeholders (December 2021)   
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11.3. Appendix 2: Newspaper advert and editorial (March 2022)   
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11.4. Appendix 3: Website updates: 1  - confirming exhibiNons, and 2  - launching them (March 2022)  
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11.5. Appendix 4: Update leHer to Key Stakeholders (March 2022)  
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11.6. Appendix 5: Project newsleHer – spring 2022 (March 2022)   
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11.7. Appendix 6: Public exhibiNon photos  - examples  (March 2022) 

These example photos show either the set-up or actual public exhibi/on events. Please note that the 
photos are deliberately blurred in places to help protect the iden/ty of members of the general public. 
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11.8. Appendix 7: ExhibiNon informaNon boards (March 2022) 
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11.9. Appendix 8: Comments form (March 2022) 
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11.10. Appendix 9: Virtual village hall exhibiNon – on project website (March – April 2022) 
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11.11. Appendix 10: Report on Feedback  (Spring 2022 consultaNon period) 
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11.12. Appendix 11: Update leHer to Key Stakeholders (December 2022) 
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11.13. Appendix 12: Newspaper advert and editorial (August 2023) 
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11.14. Appendix 13: Update leHers to Key Stakeholders (August 2023) 
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11.15. Appendix 14: Project newsleHer – Summer 2023 (August 2023) 
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11.16. Appendix 15: Public exhibiNon photos – examples (August 2023) 

 
These example photos show the set-up of the Newmill Village hall and Clochan Community Centre events 
before they opened to the public. 
 
 
 



Aultmore Wind Farm Redesign – Pre-Applica8on Consulta8on (PAC) Report 

 Page 99 of 165 

11.17. Appendix 16: ExhibiNon informaNon boards (August 2023) 
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11.18. Appendix 17: Comments form (August 2023) 
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11.19. Appendix 18: Virtual village hall exhibiNon – on project website (August  - September 2023) 
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11.20. Appendix 19: Graphs showing mulNple choice quesNon feedback  (2023 consultaNon) 
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11.21. Appendix 20: Invite leHers to community benefit workshop (August 2023) 
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11.22. Appendix 21: Community Benefit Fund Workshop Report  (September 2023) 
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