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1.  Background 
1.1. Introduction 
1.1.1 This Pre-Application Consultation (PAC) Report has been prepared by Cavendish Consulting on behalf 

of Watchman Energy Park Ltd (‘The Applicant’). Detailed within this report is a schedule of consultation 
activity which was carried out in relation to proposals for the Watchman Energy Park (‘The Proposed 
Development’).  

1.1.2 The Proposed Development comprises up to 13 turbines, and a BESS along with associated 
infrastructure.   

1.1.3 With a generating capacity over 50MW, the Proposed Development is the subject of an application for 
consent under Section 36 of the Electricity Act 1989 and deemed planning permission. A full Section 
36 application has been submitted to the Energy Consents Unit (ECU) and this report has been 
produced to accompany the formal application. 

1.1.4 There are not currently  specific statutory requirements for pre-application consultation for Section 36 
applications, however the Applicant has applied the principles set out in the Scottish Government’s 
Good Practice Guidance for Applications under Section 36 and 37 of the Electricity Act 1989 (February 
2022) which broadly reflects the consultation process recommended for ‘major’ planning applications 
as set out in The Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Scotland) 
Regulations 2022 and Planning Circular 3:2022-Development Management Procedures. This enables 
the local community and all those with an interest in the proposals a clear opportunity to view the 
proposals, and importantly comment and feedback.  

1.1.5 This PAC Report outlines the programme of consultation activity undertaken by the Applicant, 
including formal information events and wider engagement with the community and stakeholders.  

1.1.6 This report outlines the feedback received at formal public consultation events and through meetings 
with community groups, and how the Applicant has responded within the final application.  

  

SITE LOCATION PLAN 
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2. Consultation Overview. 
 

2.1 Best practice  
2.1.1 The Applicant is aware of the value of engaging with and seeking to involve local people in 

development proposals, both prior to and following the submission of any application and through to 
the construction and operation should the Applicant’s proposals obtain consent.  

2.1.2 Planning Advice Note (PAN) 3/2010 – Community Engagement1 sets out the Scottish Government’s 
expectations for effective engagement with communities as part of the planning process. It 
emphasises the importance of ensuring that those with an interest in the future development of their 
community understand the planning process and are provided with a genuine opportunity to 
participate in shaping development proposals.  

2.1.3 PAN 3/2010 highlights that the term “consultation” is used to mean the: 

“Dynamic process of dialogue between individuals or groups based on a genuine exchange of views 
and, normally, with the objective of influencing decisions, policies or programmes of action. The 
terms ‘engagement’ and ‘involvement’ are generally interchangeable and are taken to mean the 
establishment of effective relationships with individuals or groups. Participation is everything that 
enables people to influence the decisions and get involved in the actions that affect their lives (page 
3, paragraph 1).” 

2.1.4 In this context, engagement is about providing communities with a genuine opportunity to comment 
on proposals that may affect them, listening to those views, and reaching decisions in an open and 
transparent manner that takes account of the feedback received. 

2.1.5 This approach is consistent with the ECU Good Practice Guidance, which states that “the carrying out 
of pre-application consultation with the public is considered good practice and applicants are 
encouraged to have meaningful engagement at the earliest possible stage with any communities or 
groups who would be affected by development proposals.” 

2.1.6 National Planning Framework 4 (NPF4) (2023) also highlights the important role of effective 
engagement, stating: 

“Throughout the planning system, opportunities are available to engage in development planning 
and decisions about future development. Such engagement, undertaken in line with statutory 
requirements, should be early, collaborative, meaningful and proportionate. Support or concern 
expressed on matters material to planning must be given careful consideration in the determination 
of development proposals.”  

2.1.7 The Applicant is committed to undertaking effective and early consultation methods in this way, 
including tailoring its strategies to suit individual communities. Residents’ values and issues of 
importance vary, and the consultation programmes are designed to reflect that. 

 

1 On 8th December 2025 PAN3/210 was withdrawn along with a number of PANs. However, it is considered 
relevant to this PAC Report as it was guidance at the me of undertaking community consulta on for the 
Proposed Development.  
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2.2 Timeline
2.2.1 The Applicant’s plans for Watchman Energy Park were launched in November 2024 when key 

stakeholders were notified that the consultation would be coming forward.  

2.2.2 The consultation for the Proposed Development began in December 2024.  

2.2.3 Ahead of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping submission, the Applicant wrote to 
stakeholders in the form of a letter on 18th November 2024 which included details about the 
development and the forthcoming EIA Scoping request. A copy of the letter can be found in Appendix 
1.  

2.2.4 The letter was sent by email was to: 

• Clydesdale East Ward Councillors  

• Annandale North Ward Councillors  

• Mid and Upper Nithsdale Ward Councillors  

• Clydesdale Constituency MSP  

• Dumfriesshire Constituency MSP  

• South Scotland Regional MSPs  

• Dumfriesshire, Clydesdale and Tweeddale MSP  

• Community Councils:  

o Crawford and Elvanfoot  

o Thornhill  

o Closeburn  

o Kirkpatrick Juxta  

o Moffat and District  

o Leadhills  

o Duneaton  

o Carronbridge  

 

2.2.5 Dialogue has been maintained with local community councils and other community groups up to 
the point of submission via written and verbal communication and will continue through 
determination of the planning application and, should this planning application be approved, into 
the construction and operation of the Proposed Development. To date, this communication has 
included information on upcoming consultation events, and general updates on the application.  

2.2.6 Two rounds of formal public consultations were held. A first round of consultation included a public 
exhibition which took place on 3rd December 2024 in the Crawford Bowling Club (14:00 – 17:00), and 
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Crawford Primary School (17:30 – 20:30) where the proposals were introduced, and feedback sought. 
The Applicant received useful feedback (see Section 6) through this initial round of consultation. 

2.2.7 Following this initial round of public consultation in December 2024, a second round of consultation 
was undertaken was held to provide the local community and stakeholders the opportunity to view 
and comment on the updated proposals in advance of the submission of an application to the 
Scottish Government. The second public exhibition took place on 12th May 2025 in the Crawford 
Hall (15:00 – 19:00).  

2.2.8 The timings and venues of the public exhibitions were selected to ensure members of the public 
most likely to have an interest in the Proposed Development had an opportunity to attend, view the 
proposals, engage with the project team and importantly provide feedback. 

2.2.9 All comments and feedback received from the consultation period, as well as those received through 
additional community engagement programme have been collated and analysed as part of this PAC 
Report (Section 6), which also illustrates how feedback has, where possible, helped shape and inform 
the design of the Proposed Development.  
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3. Phase 1 Consultation. 
3.1. Overview  
3.1.1 The first round of consultation for the development included a public exhibition which took place on 

3rd December 2024 in the Crawford Bowling Club (14:00 – 17:00), and Crawford Primary School (17:30 
– 20:30). 

3.1.2 The first phase of consultation for the development was announced on 18th November 2024 when 
stakeholders were notified of the upcoming public exhibition. The letter, sent via email, (Appendix 
1) included details such as the consultation date, the location of the proposed site, and an outline of 
the infrastructure included in the plans.  

3.1.3 In addition to notifying political stakeholders, a flyer (Appendix 2) was sent to 306 residences within 
the vicinity of the site (map available in Appendix 3). 

3.1.4 Further, a public notice (Appendix 4) advertising the first exhibition was placed in the Carluke and 
Lanark Gazette (20th November 2024) and Lanark and Carluke Advertiser (21st November 2024).  

3.1.5 A feedback form (Appendix 5) was available at the exhibition and online at 
https://www.renewcopower.com/portfolio/united-kingdom/uk-projects/watchman-energy-park/ 
from the same date which included space for general comments on the proposals, as well as a 
detailed questionnaire to allow the Applicant to gauge the community’s preference for community 
benefit.  

 

3.2 In-person exhibition event 
3.2.1 In total, 17 people attended the first consultation event.  

3.2.2 At the event, 8 information banners were on display (Appendix 6). These information banners were 
also made available at https://www.renewcopower.com/portfolio/united-kingdom/uk-
projects/watchman-energy-park/ from 3rd December 2024. The Applicant also brought paper copies 
of the banner contents which could be taken away upon request.  



 

 8

3.2.3 The subjects of the boards were as follows: 

 

3.2.4 The feedback period for the first phase of consultation ended on 17th December 2024. During this 
phase, a total of three written feedback forms were received at the event, online or via post.  

3.2.5 In addition to the written feedback provided, the project team made notes of comments made in 
the course of their discussions with attendees at the public exhibition. 

  

1.Welcome to Our Exhibition 2. Location 3. Project Development

4. Working with the Community 5. Project Timeline 6. Feedback and Next Steps

7. Who is Watchman Energy Park Ltd? 8. Our M74 Corridor Strategy
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4. Phase 2 Consultation. 
4.1 Overview 
4.1.1 On 12th May 2025 the Applicant returned to the area to reconsult with the community and 

demonstrate the changes which had been incorporated into the design following the first event.  

4.1.2 Stakeholders were again notified via email (Appendix 7) on 25th April 2025. The email included 
details of the second consultation event, and information about changes made to the scheme 
following the first round of consultation. 

4.1.3 As with the first round of consultation, a flyer (Appendix 8) was sent to 306 residences within the 
same radius as in November (Appendix 3). The flyer was used to advertise upcoming consultation 
events for Renewco’s Ravengill development as well as Watchman, and as such was also sent to all 
properties within 9km of the Ravengill development. This covered a total of 901 addresses 
(Appendix 9) 

4.1.4 A public notice (Appendix 10) was again placed in the Lanark and Carluke Gazette (30th April 2025) 
and Carluke and Lanark Advertiser (1st May 2025).  

4.1.5 In addition, a poster was drafted (Appendix 11) and sent to community councils to be put on social 
media and around the local area.  

4.1.6 A feedback form (Appendix 12) was available to be filled out at the event or taken home to fill out 
at a later date. The feedback form was available online at 
https://www.renewcopower.com/portfolio/united-kingdom/uk-projects/watchman-energy-park/ 
from the 12th May 2025. 

4.2  In-person exhibition events  
4.2.1 The second consultation event was held on 12th May 2025 at Crawford Hall (100 Carlisle Rd, Crawford 

ML12 6TW) between 3pm – 7pm. In total 11 people attended the session. Members of the project 
team were on hand to answer questions and discuss the proposals with members of the public. 

4.2.2 10 new information boards were on display (Appendix 13) to provide an overview of the scheme 
and any updates following the December 2024 event.  
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4.2.3 The subjects of the boards were as follows:  

 

4.2.4 In total 4 feedback forms were received over the course of the second consultation period, by the 
time the period of feedback ended on 11th June 2025.  

4.2.5 In addition to the written feedback provided, the project team made notes of comments made in 
the course of their discussions with attendees at the public exhibition. 

 

 

  

1. Watchman Energy Park 2. The Development Site 3. Preject Development 4. Substation, Battery 
Storage and Site Compound

5. Biodiversity 
Enhancement 

6.Working with the 
Community 7. Project Timeline 8. Feedback and Next Steps

10. Our M74 Corridor 
Strategy

9. Who is Watchman 
Energy Park Ltd?
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5. Additional Engagement. 
5.1    Community Liaison Group 
5.1.1 As part of the Applicant’s ongoing engagement with local communities regarding Renewco Power’s 

proposed developments in the area, a Community Liaison Group (CLG) was established in February 
2025 as a dedicated platform for open dialogue and information exchange. 

5.1.2 The CLG was designed as a platform for transparent communication and detailed discussions, 
ensuring that community representatives have the most up to date information on Renewco Power’s 
proposed projects, and are able to provide community updates where relevant.  

5.1.3 Renewco Power is dedicated to continuing this collaborative engagement by maintaining the CLG’s 
establishment beyond the pre-application phase, and into the post-submission/construction phases, 
should the applications for development consent be approved.  

5.1.4 The CLG was formed with a broad membership, intended to involve any community which may have 
an interest in the proposals. Invites were issued to any community council which hosts infrastructure 
for either the Watchman, M74 West or Ravengill Energy Parks, and all bordering Community 
Councils. Direct invitations to local groups were issued in February 2025.   

5.1.5 The membership includes:  

• Leadhills Community Council  

• Carmichael Community Council  

• Biggar Community Council  

• Muirkirk Community Council  

• Wanlockhead Community Council  

• Sanquhar Community Council  

• Moffat Community Council  

• Kirkpatrick Juxta Community Council  

• Thornhill Community Council  

• Closeburn Community Council  

• Douglas Community Council  

• A representative from the Crawford and Elvanfoot area, in the absence of an established 
Community Council  

5.1.6 An invitation to join the CLG was also declined by the stakeholders and community groups listed 
below:  

• Symington Community Council  

• Upper Tweed Community Council  

• Tweedsmuir Community Council  
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• Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council  

• Carronbridge Community Council  

• Duneaton Community Council  

• Quothquan and Thankerton Community Council  

 

5.1.7 Thus far, the CLG has convened on the following dates:  

• 24th April 2025 | 7pm – 9pm | The Old School House in Abington 

• 23rd June 2025| 7pm – 9pm | The Old School House in Abington 

• 10th September 2025 | 7pm – 9pm | The Old School in Abington 

• 26th November 2025 | 7pm – 9pm | The Old School House in Abington 

5.1.8 Minutes from all CLG meetings and the Terms of Reference can be found in (Appendix 14). 

 

5.2  Contact details  
5.2.1 To ensure that as many interested parties as possible were able to access information regarding the 

proposals and speak to a member of the project team, a dedicated website, email address and 
phone number were established. Details of these points of contact are listed below. 

5.2.2 Website: https://www.renewcopower.com/portfolio/united-kingdom/uk-projects/watchman-
energy-park/  

5.2.3 Phone number: 0800 066 8943 

5.2.4 Email address: watchman@renewcopower.com  
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6. Feedback and Responses.
6.1    Feedback from consultation 
6.1.1 The consultation rounds undertaken introduced the Proposed Development to the local community 

and provided an opportunity for all stakeholders to provide feedback. 

6.1.2 A feedback form was made available at the events, online and by request, with the option for 
interested parties to send feedback via multiple channels. 

6.1.3 The Applicant’s contact details (email, print and phone) were also prominent throughout.  

6.2  Response to key consultation topics 
6.2.1. The following section sets out the key topics raised during the pre-application consultation period 

and those raised in the various meetings and discussions the Applicant had with stakeholders.   

6.2.2. Where appropriate, a response has been made to show how these issues have been addressed 
within the Section 36 Application and EIA Report. There was very limited written feedback and 
therefore the below issues are primarily those that were raised verbally during the consultation 
events.  Those that made written feedback will be directed to the response contained within the 
PAC report. 

Key issue Applicant response 

Questions 
regarding 
suitability of the 
site and why it 
had been chosen 
specifically 

The Site is considered suitable for wind led renewable energy development for various 
reasons, including: 

- access to the electricity transmission network via the
400 kV ZV Overhead Line;

- proximity to the motorway network for the delivery of
components to site and access to labour;

- consistently high wind speeds which will enable the
export of large amounts of renewable energy to the
grid;

- low population density which means that impacts on
the amenity of householders, through issues such as
noise and visual impacts, can be minimised;

- the large scale character of the landscape which is
generally suitable to accommodate large modern,
commercial wind turbines;

Concerns about 
the impact of the 
development on 
recreational 

The construction and, potentially, operational phases of the Proposed Development could 
impact upon recreational users of the Site and immediate surroundings, including via: 

- safety risks (if appropriate mitigations are not implemented);
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Key issue Applicant response 

users of the hills 
(walkers, hill 
runners / wild 
campers etc)  

- access restrictions and severance;

- amenity impacts;

- impacts specific to AIL movements, including delays on the surrounding road
network

Measures to mitigate these impacts are set out within the Outline Access Management 
Plan (‘OAMP’) submitted as Technical Appendix 9.2 to the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report (‘EIAR’).  It is anticipated that a detailed Access Management Plan will 
be secured by condition and, with the implementation of the measures set out, any 
construction phase impacts will be minimised.  The OAMP also includes a permanent 
diversion to the Southern Upland Way to reduce the visual impact of the proposed 
substation and Battery Energy Storage System on users of the route, and to avoid contact 
with construction/operational vehicles along this part of the route.  

In terms of the operational phase of the Proposed Development, whilst there is likely to be 
a significant visual impact on users of part of the Southern Upland Way. There is no 
documented correlation between renewable energy developments and a reduction in 
tourism. 2 

Noise impact on 
properties in the 
Daer Valley  

 Potential operational and construction noise impacts on surrounding residential 
properties are assessed in Chapter 10 – ‘Noise’ of the EIAR and associated technical 
appendices.  The Chapter concludes that the operational phase of the Proposed 
Development can meet Site Specific Noise Limits at all surrounding properties which are 
designed to ensure that noise levels meet the guidance set out in ETSU-R-97.  It is 
anticipated that conditions securing these limits will form part of any deemed planning 
permission granted associated with a Section 36 Consent. 

Construction noise associated with the Proposed Development is also assessed in Chapter 
10 – ‘Noise’ in accordance with guidance and acceptable threshold noise values presented 
within BS 5228. Results show that the predicted noise levels would be below the most 
stringent of the noise threshold levels detailed in BS 5228, with the exception of one 
residential receptor during BS 5228’s defined Daytime period, and two receptors during 
the defined Weekend and Evening period. However, the effects are deemed to be not 
significant; this is due to the short duration of the works and small magnitude of the 
exceedance where the daytime threshold is exceeded, and given that no routine works are 
anticipated during the Weekend and Evening assessment period. Nevertheless, mitigation 
in the form of good practice during construction is recommended to keep noise to a 
minimum and recommendations in accordance with BS 5228 have been made and it is 
anticipated that these would also be secured by planning condition. 

Risks to wildlife, 
particularly birds 
(collision risk / 
red kites / golden 
eagles 
specifically 
mentioned)  

Potential impacts on birds are assessed in Chapter 7 – ‘Ornithology’ of the EIAR, whilst 
impacts on ecology are assessed in Chapter 6 – ‘Ecology’. Chapter 7 concludes that 
collision mortality risks associated with the proposed turbine locations have been 
estimated using the NatureScot Collision Risk Model (CRM), with risks predicted as being 
not significant for any species. Displacement effects for black grouse, golden eagle, red 
kite and curlew are also assessed and concluded as not significant. Furthermore, 
measures set out in the Outline Biodiversity Enhancement Management Plan (‘OBEMP’) 
would provide long-term beneficial enhancement for bird species and wider biodiversity 
generally. 

Chapter 6 - Ecology also concludes that there would be no significant residual effects on 
sensitive species and habitats with the implementation of appropriate mitigation, which 
would further benefit from the measures set out in the OBEMP.  

2 BiGGAR Economics (2021), Wind Farms & Tourism Trends in Scotland: Evidence from 44 Wind Farms 
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Key issue Applicant response 

Risk to rare fish, 
in particular 
vendace  

Chapter 6 – ‘Ecology’ considers the potential for significant effects from the Proposed 
Development on fish populations, including vendace which is Britain’s rarest freshwater 
fish.  Impacts are likely to be limited to any changes to water quality in watercourses 
within the site and surrounding catchments.  The Chapter is supported by fisheries 
surveys carried out between June 2023 and August 2025.  Surveys of the Daer Reservoir 
suggest that a small, self-sustaining population of Vendace may be present.  As a result of 
the extremely limited distribution of the species in the UK and the proportion of this that 
is potentially present within Daer Reservoir, a Nature Conservation Value of National is 
considered appropriate for this species.  However, with the implementation of the CEMP, 
including good practice mitigation for effective silt and pollution prevention and adhering 
to SEPA best practice guidelines, significant effects on the characteristics of the Daer 
Reservoir are unlikely.  A water quality monitoring regime will also be implemented 
before, during and after the construction of the Proposed Development. Furthermore, 
adherence to biosecurity measures to avoid the introduction of signal crayfish into 
watercourses upstream of Daer Reservoir, further reduce the likelihood of any effect on 
vendace.  This matter was therefore scoped out of detailed assessment in the EIA.   

Concerns about 
the impact on 
peat  

The design of the Proposed Development has been informed by detailed surveys to 
identify the depth and distribution of peat across the site.  The design has sought to avoid 
areas of deep peat where possible. Where avoidance is not possible, the design will 
minimise impacts by adopting alternative construction methodologies, such as floating 
track designs. Mitigation, in the form of extensive peatland restoration and enhancement, 
has also been proposed as part of the OBEMP.    

Concerns about 
cumulative 
impact with 
other 
developments  

Cumulative impacts are considered throughout the EIAR, including with respect to 
landscape and visual effects.  Chapter 4 – ‘Landscape and Visual’ notes that, in the In-
planning scenario (i.e. where the Proposed Development is assessed in the context of wind 
farm proposals that are in planning), Daer and Rivox would result in a new cluster of 
turbines between Clyde and Harestanes Wind Farms occupying the area to the east of the 
Site.  The addition of the Proposed Development to this baseline would result in an 
intensification of wind turbines in views from the southern and western hills, and 
Southern Upland Way (SUW) where a ‘wind farm landscape’ would be perceived.  
Therefore, cumulative effects are most likely to occur in an area between Clyde Wind 
Farm in the north, Harestanes Wind Farm in the south, the A74 (M) road in the east and 
Lowther Hills in the west.   In addition, there would be sequential views on the A74  (M) 
although visibility of the Proposed Development from this road is limited to a short 
section east of Elvanfoot.  

Whilst significant cumulative landscape and visual effects are noted in the assessment, 
the rationale for the project recognised these were inevitable but nevertheless considered 
clustering of development to be advantageous as it enables the efficient use of 
infrastructure, the pooling of investments and helps limit the extent of significant 
landscape and visual effects at a national level.   

Visual impact, 
specifically on 
properties in the 
Daer Valley  

Chapter 4 – ‘Landscape and Visual’ is supported by a Residential Visual Amenity 
Assessment (‘RVAA’) which considers the impact of the Proposed Development on the 
visual amenity of nearby properties.  The “right to a view” is not protected by planning 
legislation and therefore visual amenity impacts are only a material consideration in 
planning decisions if the visual impact is so severe that it is considered an issue of 
residential amenity like issues such as noise.  The RVAA concludes that the Proposed 
Development would not adversely affect the amenity of nearby properties to the extent 
that the Residential Amenity Threshold would be engaged. 

Concerns about 
access to the site, 
with a tight bend 
on the A702 
through 

An assessment of the route to site for Abnormal Indivisible Loads (AILs) carrying the 
largest components that will be required to construct the Proposed Development has 
been undertaken.  This assessment has been submitted with the EIAR as part of Technical 
Appendix 9.1: ‘Transport Assessment’.  It has been found that it is technically feasible for 
all components to be delivered to site from King George V Docks via the M74 and A702, 
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Key issue Applicant response 

Elvanfoot 
mentioned 
specifically  

with the potential of a new bridge being constructed at Elvanfoot to aid access for AILs to 
the site.  Alternative options are being considered, including other routes and the use of a 
blade lifter, with the final approach to be confirmed as part of the discharge of a 
planning condition if Section 36 Consent and deemed planning permission are granted. 

A consultation 
event should 
have been held in 
Wanlockhead as 
it is the 
community that 
would be most 
impacted by the 
Proposed 
Development 

The community consultation events were located in the village of Crawford as it is the 
largest settlement within the host community council area of Crawford & Elvanfoot.  
Nearby residents were notified about the project with flyers, with the distribution area 
determined with consideration to both the proximity of homes to the Proposed 
Development and the visibility of the wind turbines based on a Zone of Theoretical 
Visibility.  It was noted that residents of Wanlockhead would have no visibility of the 
Proposed Development and therefore they were not included within the distribution.  
Nevertheless, given the potential for broader impacts, and potential interest from 
surrounding communities, neighbouring communities were notified via the relevant 
community councils.  Engagement has also taken place with communities within the 
vicinity of the Renewco Power’s M74 cluster projects a Community Liaison Group which 
has been established. 

Proposals for 
decommissioning, 
including reuse of 
turbines and 
removal of below 
ground 
infrastructure  

At the end of the project’s operational life, a decision will be made as to whether to 
refurbish, remove, or replace the turbines. If refurbishment or replacement are to be 
chosen, relevant consent applications will be made. If a decision was taken to 
decommission the Proposed Development, this will entail the removal of all the turbine 
components, transformers, the substation and associated buildings. Access tracks and 
underground cables would, subject to further appraisal of the best environmental option, 
be left in place, partially removed or fully removed.  It is assumed that foundations would 
be removed to a depth of 0.5 m below ground level to avoid environmental effects from 
full removal. A Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (DEMP) will set out 
environmental protection measures and restoration principles which will be 
implemented. This plan will be subject to approval by South Lanarkshire Council. 
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7. Conclusion.
7.1    Concluding statement 
7.1.1. From the project launch, the Applicant sought to engage and consult comprehensively with the local 

community and relevant stakeholders to gather feedback on the proposals. 

7.1.2. While not currently mandated by statute for a Section 36 planning application, the Applicant has 
actively pursued and exceeded best practices in the community engagement and public 
consultation, as evidenced by the two extensive rounds of public consultation. 

7.1.3. The outcomes of the EIA process, as reported in the EIA Report, have confirmed that the Proposed 
Development would not give rise to many of the potential significant adverse effects flagged by 
members of the local community indicating that the design process has fully addressed these 
concerns. The remaining significant adverse effects associated with the Proposed Development are 
generally typical for a project of this type and size. Given that the comments were already adequately 
addressed by the EIA and Section 36 application, none of the comments prompted a specific design 
response. The Applicant is committed to ensuring that the development is responsive to local needs 
and priorities and will continue to engage with local communities through the determination process 
and any future construction, operational and decommissioning phases. 
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8. Appendices. 
Appendix 1: First Consultation Stakeholder 
Letter 
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Appendix 2: First Consultation Flyer 



20



21

Appendix 3: Event 1 Flyer Mailout Radius 
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Appendix 4: Event 1 Public Notices 

CARLUKE AND LANARK GAZETTE, 20TH NOVEMBER 2024 
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LANARK AND CARLUKE ADVERTISER, 21ST NOVEMBER 2024 
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Appendix 5: Event 1 Feedback Form  
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Appendix 6: Event 1 Exhibition Boards  
3.2.  
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Appendix 7: Second Event Stakeholder Letter 
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