Response to the Scottish Government on the Girthgate-Cathpair Scoping Report

Lauderdale Community Council are concerned by this application which is for 35 of the largest turbines so far proposed in the Borders to be located just over 3km upwind of the Burgh of Lauder (Population 1,800). 
Matters we expect to see addressed in the developers’ ES include the following.
1. Noise impact on residential amenity
The applicants admit that noise at sensitive receptors could exceed ETSU-R-97 guidelines. We have received independent technical advice which suggests that this will almost certainly be the case at Whitlaw (795m from a proposed turbine) and Trabrowhill (1360m). We are concerned with the enforceability of planning conditions which would attempt to ameliorate this and would expect this to be dealt with in detail in consultation with Scottish Borders Council Environmental Health. Prevention being better than cure we would prefer to see a redesign of the complex to ensure that turbines are at least 2km from financially non-involved residents in compliance with Scottish Borders Council guidance.
We note that the applicants propose to use a turbine of unspecified type and of a capacity not currently available.  We question how they will carry out a valid noise assessment which requires certified noise figures for any turbine proposed.
We also take this opportunity to remind the Scottish Government that evidence presented at the Public Enquiry into the proposed Rowantree wind farm makes it clear that compliance with ETSU-R-97 does not guarantee the absence of  distressing levels of noise under some conditions.  We would therefore urge the Scottish Government to reconsider whether bare compliance with these guidelines provides adequate protection for the health and amenity of residents.
2. Visual impact on heritage sites and consequent damage to tourism
Tourism is a major source of employment in the Borders and important to the burgh of Lauder. Thirlstane Castle, with around 20,000 visitors a year to the Castle itself and to events held in its grounds, is an important local attraction and we believe that this development could have significant impact on the Castle, its grounds and setting. 
Photomontages from all viewpoints, especially proposed viewpoints 2, 5, 6 and 7, should rigorously comply with SNH guidelines concerning foreground distraction, etc. We request that those intended for public display, as opposed to analysis by professionals, should follow the recommendations of Mr Alan Macdonald, as now we understand required by Highland Council. These provide a more realistic representation of the actual view than the 90 degree montages which are intended for use by professional landscape consultants.
Where there are proposed turbines in other applications in the planning system (e.g. Allanshaws and Rowantree) these should be shown fully in photomontages and not just in wireframes.
Until we have seen maps for ZTV and cumulative ZTV we do not feel able to agree the applicants’ choice of viewpoints and may wish to request additional views. 
3. Impact on Lauder Common
Turbines are proposed right next to the northern boundary of the Common. 
Lauder Common belongs to the Common Good of Lauder (formerly the Royal Burgh of Lauder) not Scottish Borders Council, and has done so since medieval times. It is one of a few Burgh Commons in Scotland. While it is grazed by a group of individuals, the Lauder Burgesses, the Common is used extensively by the people of Lauder and Lauderdale for recreation. The historic Riding of the Marches takes place annually, with nearly 400 riders following the Common boundaries. Horses are ridden on the Common on a daily basis, and it is crossed by a numerous tracks and walks. A number of  community groups use it on a regular basis.  There are sites of historical importance all over the Common; indeed it is of significant historical interest in its own right. It cannot be treated in the ES just as agricultural land. 
In addition to severe visual impact, the proximity of the proposed turbines would lead to noise levels incompatible with recreational activity.
We request that the applicants show clearly how they will protect this unique site in Lauderdale’s heritage.
4. Cumulative impact and its effect on tourism and amenity
Existing wind farms at Toddleburn and Longpark, and those at various stages in the planning process at Rowantree, Brunta Hill, Corsbie Moor and Alanshaws, all lie within about 5 miles of the town of Lauder and, if all were consented, would line both sides of the main tourist routes (A68 and A697) through Lauderdale. They would also impact on walking routes and quiet roads extensively used by cyclists.

We request that an independent review of the impact of wind turbines on tourism be included in the ES. It is essential this be designed by an independent consultant without a political or financial interest in the wind energy industry.
5. Access and Traffic
We are concerned that the main or sole entrance to the site may be from the A68 at Edinburgh Road by the filling station, which station is also a shop, at the North end of Lauder. As well as the busy A68 there is considerable local vehicular and pedestrian traffic in the area.

We note that the application for Corbie Moor, with one third of the proposed number of  turbines, spoke of up to 12,000 HGV movements. Construction traffic on this scale would in our view be quite unacceptable.

We note that the possibility of access via the B6362 is also considered. This would be even less acceptable as it would involve traffic through the town and the construction of a road across the top of Lauder Common..

We request that the applicants produce a scheme which would avoid traffic in the town of Lauder.





