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Issue  8a Renewable Energy Proposals 

Development plan 
reference: 

 
Policy ER1 Renewable Energy 
Proposals, page 58-59 
 

Reporter: 

Body or person(s) submitting a representation raising the issue (including 
reference number): 

 
ER1 Renewable Energy Proposals 
Highland Council (0093) 
Mountaineering Council Of Scotland (0207) 
John Scott (0370) 
RES UK Ltd (0402) 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency (0569) 
West Coast Energy Ltd (0730) 
Force 9 Energy (0886) 
Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
Fred Olsen Renewables Ltd (1047) 
 

Provision of the 
development plan to 
which the issue 
relates: 

 
Policy ER1 sets out the framework for considering all 
renewable energy proposals, with specific references to 
onshore wind and biomass proposals. 
 

Planning authority’s summary of the representation(s): 

 
ER1 Renewable Energy Proposals 
Scottish Planning Policy/ Spatial Framework 

Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
Policy is inconsistent with the requirements of Scottish Planning Policy and draft 
revised SPP. Policy ER1 requires significant modification. Structure of policy is 
confusing, would be more logical to place the section relating to all renewable 
energy proposals at the start of the policy and then address specific issues 
relevant to individual renewable energy technologies.  
 
Lack of overall support for the deployment of renewable energy technologies of all 
types and scales is inconsistent with paragraph 184 of the SPP. In relation to the 
4 assessment criteria relating to "all renewable energy proposals", the wording 
"they are compatible with...." within criterions 'a' and 'c' and the wording 
"tourism/recreational interest and facilities" within 'c' is unclear and requires 
clarification.  
 
Wording "unacceptable impact in terms of visual appearance" within 'd' is highly 
subjective and therefore requires modification. Approach taken to onshore wind 
energy is inappropriate, merely redirecting the reader to The Spatial Framework, 
Capacity Study and Policy Guidance. Flawed as Guidance was originally written 
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to support five specific assessment criteria related to environmental impacts 
within the adopted Plan. 
 
Purpose of Guidance cannot be to set out policy criteria, but as currently worded 
the onshore section of ER1 attaches significant weight to this document and does 
not provide any other assessment criteria. Only limited weight should be afforded 
to the Guidance within ER1 as it does not form part of this LDP and has not been 
subject to formal examination process. Policy does not provide sufficient clarity on 
the issues that will be taken into account, as required by para 184 of SPP. SPP 
requires planning authorities to support delivery of wind farms in locations where 
the technology can operate efficiently and where environmental and cumulative 
impacts can be satisfactorily addressed. 
 
Wind energy spatial framework within the Plan is identical to the wind energy 
spatial framework contained within the non-statutory Moray Wind Energy policy 
Guidance (2013). Considers the methodology to contain flaws and it is 
inappropriate to copy the spatial framework directly without undertaking a process 
of review. Guidance recognises this on page 12, “this approach provides greater 
clarity for developers and communities as to the real opportunities and constraints 
for further wind turbines development in Moray.” 
 
Considers that additional buffers have been added in relation to AGLV’s, which 
have not been reviewed in recent years, Landscape Capacity Study, Countryside 
Around Towns, buffers around settlements and residential properties and access 
routes. 
 
Reliance placed upon the Landscape Capacity Study is inappropriate, it was 
subject to no or limited public consultation, attributes the sensitivity of the 
landscape character type encompassing the consented Dorenell Wind Farm site 
to large scale wind turbines as High-Medium. Together with the site’s AGLV 
designation, his means that part of the Dorenell site is categorised as an “area 
with potential constraints”. However, the Dorenell Wind Farm Public Local Inquiry 
Report stated that the landscape has only medium sensitivity to large scale wind 
farm development. 
 
Treatment of AGLV’s within the spatial framework is inconsistent. Unclear what 
level of sensitivity has been placed on AGLV’s. National planning policy makes it 
clear that local landscape designations should not necessarily be considered as a 
significant development constraint. The absence of a review of local landscape 
designations undermines the AGLV’s credibility. Note that the Landscape 
Capacity Study has not sought to define the specific qualities of the AGLV’s. 
 

Force 9 Energy (0886) 
ER1 does not meet national policy requirements, policy does not support 
windfarms, either within or outwith areas of search. Only considered favourably 
where within an Area of Search and meet the requirements of the Moray Wind 
Energy Policy Guidance and Landscape Capacity Study. Together they set out a 
negative stance towards windfarms which makes the policy negative and 
unsupportive of wider government policy objectives, including generation of 100% 
of Scotland's electricity by renewable means by 2020.  
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Policy does not set out clear criteria against which development will be assessed. 
 
West Coast Energy Ltd (0730) 
Note its brevity and referral to the 2013 Guidance and associated landscape 
capacity study. While have some issues with the adopted Guidance, welcome the 
Onshore wind turbines part of this policy. 
 
RES UK Ltd (0402) 
Suggest policy should read "Proposals for onshore wind turbines will be 
considered favourably where they are located within an Area of Search and where 
they meet the requirements of other material considerations, including relevant 
non-statutory planning guidance." Policy ER1 will be superseded when the Moray 
Local Development Plan is adopted and the Moray Wind Energy Policy Guidance 
2013 will then no longer be linked directly to current, adopted local development 
plan policy. This policy guidance will then require to be updated to reflect the 
updated LDP policy. More appropriate to cite these planning guidance documents 
as relevant material considerations here.  
 
Fred Olsen Renewables Ltd (1047) 
Concerned about the manner in which this policy is presented and the 
methodologies used to arrive at areas of search, as neither are consistent with 
current SPP. Both documents are described as guidance and as material 
considerations and should be treated as such. Therefore inappropriate to rely on 
these to provide the principal policy tests presented in the Plan.  
 
Policy fails to meet the requirements of SPP which puts forward the criteria by 
which wind energy proposals should be assessed. Guidance and policy should be 
revisited and a framework entirely consistent with the requirements of the SPP 
should be provided.  
 
Support that areas of search which have the greatest scope for supporting wind 
farm developments have been identified in the spatial strategy. Query why areas 
where existing wind farms such as Rothes and Paul's Hill have not been included 
as areas of search considering the viability for wind energy in these areas.  
Para 187 of SPP refers to "extensions" to existing wind farms. There is no further 
identification of "areas requiring significant protection" or areas with potential 
constraint", para 189 SPP. Particular concern that the landscape capacity study 
has been used to inform the spatial framework and identify areas unsuitable for 
wind farms. Online advice states "it would be inappropriate to restrict areas of 
search on the basis of a perceived sensitivity to wind farm developments in locally 
significant non-designated natural heritage areas."  
 
Speyside Business Alliance (0997)  
Spatial guidance focussing on the precise definition and justification for areas to 
be afforded absolute protection from the significant effects of renewable energy 
proposals. A robust and detailed criteria based renewable energy and wind 
energy policy to be applied to projects outwith those protected areas, that is 
comprehensive, clear and sufficiently precise, with clear thresholds of 
acceptability and clear guidance on how the policy will actually be operated in 
practice. 
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Consented and operational wind turbines 

RES UK Ltd (0402) 
Considers the spatial framework identifying the ‘Areas of Search’ to be out of date 
because it does not take account of consented and operational wind farms, and 
therefore does not provide a suitable marker for the assessment of the suitability 
of future wind farms. For example, the operational Hill of Towie Wind Farm is 
located within an area partly identified as being suitable for medium typology wind 
turbine development (50-80 m in height). The consented wind turbines in situ at 
Hill of Towie are 100m in height to blade tip. The information being used is out of 
date, misleading and incorrect and cannot be used as a robust assessment tool 
by either a prospective applicant or by Moray Council.  
 
Typologies 

RES UK Ltd (0402) 
The ‘Areas of Search’ information embedded in the Moray Wind Energy Policy 
Guidance is not fit for purpose in the context of a revised Local Development 
Plan.  The reliance should not just be on height, it should be scale, design and 
topography. Criteria d) should be reworded to reflect the role of EIA in assessing 
significant impacts. 
 
Fred Olsen Renewables Ltd (1047) 
No breakdowns have been given for developments below or above 20MW in 
generating capacity as set out in SPP para 189. Policy should be dictated by 
capacity not height.  
 
Environmental benefits 

Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
The key issues flowing from the wider Scottish experience should be reflected. 
The Scottish Government has not produced any evidence to show actual 
environmental benefit from renewable energy. Lack of verifiable evidence of 
actual effects will clearly influence the weight the Council places on the benefit 
side of the scales when developing LDP policy. An up to date and properly 
presented policy would be significantly more difficult for rogue decisions. It is 
difficult to avoid rogue decisions, but in the case of Dorenell, had the evidence 
base and spg been fully up to date and properly presented, it would have been 
significantly more difficult for the Reporter to reach the recommendation he did.  
 
Current operational protocol of Scottish natural Heritage (SNH) only allows use of 
the word “object” where there is an identifiable national level natural heritage 
interest. Policies that are much more precise in their wording, including clear 
guidance on how the specified criteria are to be applied, with clearly defined 
thresholds of acceptablility would minimise the chances of such inconsistent 
outcomes. Where Councils recognised the need for specific landscape capacity 
assessments and related policy guidance, robust decision making frameworks 
have resulted leading to clear and consistent basis for dealing with these 
applications. 
 
Cumulative impact 

Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
Emerging consensus of opinion on cumulative impact is that traditional 
approaches are limited and that the starting point has to be an independent 
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assessment of landscape capacity directed at groups of applications. Maps are 
confusing, lack reference to policy and Core Areas of Wild Land mapping. Council 
should map existing and consented projects. Wish to supplement response after 
SPP is published. Mapping should define no go areas. 
 
Liaison between authorities 
Highland Council (0093) 
There is a need for consultation between our two Planning Authorities for some 
proposals which lie close to our joint boundary, which is being carried out in 
practice.  
 
Highland Council has previously made comments on The Moray Onshore Wind 
Energy Policy  
 
Guidance 2013 and has no further comments to make on this policy. The 
Highland Council anticipates that the new Scottish Planning Policy, when finalised 
in June, will trigger a need for a review of Interim Supplementary Guidance and 
Moray Council will have an interest in that. Presume that Moray Council will 
likewise revisit their guidance and The Highland Council will welcome opportunity 
to comment on any revised guidance. 
 
John Scott (0370)  
Consider that the development activity in the Moray Firth and North Sea probably 
require some kind of liaison between planners in the local authorities bordering 
the Firth. 
 
Biodiversity 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency (0569) 
Support inclusion of this policy and the requirements for proposals to detail 
proposed energy use, local heat users and connectivity of both heat users and 
electricity networks.  Under d) recommend mention disturbance of carbon rich 
soils and habitats. Also recommend consider proposals could be considered 
favourable where habitats can potentially be restored e.g. Non native forestry 
plantation on peatbog removed. 
 
Cabrach area 

Mountaineering Council of Scotland (0207) 
Support inclusion of the wind farm locational guidance in LDP. Any wind farm 
consent in Cabrach area will damage the local landscape and further degrade the 
setting of the National Park, already damaged by the consented Dorenell wind 
farm. 
 

Modifications sought by those submitting representations: 

 
ER1 Renewable Energy Proposals 
Scottish Planning Policy/ Spatial Framework 

Dorenell Ltd (1044) 
Move section on "all renewable energy technologies" to start of policy. Should 
also support deployment of renewable energy developments of all types and 
scales. 
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Delete 'c' or substantially modify to define what is meant by "tourism/recreational 
interest and facilities." If 'c' is retained, recommend insert "they will not have a 
significant adverse impact upon key tourism receptors including recognised tourist 
routes and visitor attractions." 
 
Modify "unacceptable impact" in 'd' to improve clarity. Wording "visual 
appearance" within 'd' should be modified to "visual impact" to enhance policy's 
objectivity. 
 
Modify section of ER1 relating to onshore wind to list clear assessment criteria in 
line with national policy. 
 
Spatial framework should be prepared afresh or substantially modified to address 
the concerns, take account of methodology within national policy and recent 
planning decisions. 
 
Force 9 Energy (0886) 
Policy should set out clear criteria against which development will be assessed. 
 
West Coast Energy Ltd (0730) 
Support noted. 
 
RES UK Ltd (0402) 
More appropriate if this policy read "Proposals for onshore wind turbines will be 
considered favourably where they are located within an Area of Search and where 
they meet the requirements of other material considerations, including relevant 
non-statutory planning guidance." 
 
Reword d)They do not result in an unacceptable impact in terms of visual 
appearance, landscape character, noise, electro-magnetic disturbance, water 
course engineering, peat land hydrological impacts, pollution, traffic generation or 
damage to the local ecology. Where an application is accompanied by an 
Environmental Statement then such potential impacts will be assessed through 
this documentation and any relevant potential significant adverse effects will be 
addressed as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment process." 
 
Fred Olsen Renewables Ltd (1047) 
Guidance and policy should be revisited and a framework entirely consistent with 
the requirements of the SPP should be provided. 
 
Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
Implies that a robust and detailed criteria based renewable energy and wind 
energy policy should be applied to projects outwith those protected areas, that is 
comprehensive, clear and sufficiently precise, with clear thresholds of 
acceptability and clear guidance on how the policy will actually be operated in 
practice. 
 
Consented and operational wind farms 

RES UK Ltd (0402)  
Implies that the spatial framework should be updated to take account of 
consented, operational wind farms. 



Page 7 of 12 
 

Typologies 

RES UK Ltd (0402) 
Implies that the typologies should not just be based on height, but scale, design 
and topography. Criteria d) should be reworded to reflect the role of EIA in 
assessing significant impacts. 
 
Fred Olsen Renewables Ltd (1047)  
Implies policy should provide breakdowns for developments below or above 
20MW in generating capacity as set out in SPP para 189. Policy should be 
dictated by capacity not height.  
 
Environmental benefits 
Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
 An up to date and properly presented policy is required.  
 
Policies should be much more precise in their wording, including clear guidance 
on how the specified criteria are to be applied, with clearly defined thresholds of 
acceptability.  
 
Cumulative impact 

Speyside Business Alliance (0997) 
Starting point for cumulative assessment has to be an independent assessment of 
landscape capacity directed at groups of applications. Maps should be clearer, 
referenced to policy and Core Areas of Wild Land mapping. Council should map 
existing and consented projects.  
 
Liaison between authorities 
Highland Council (0093) 
Presume that Moray Council will revisit their guidance and The Highland Council 
will welcome opportunity to comment on any revised guidance. 
 
John Scott (0370) 
Require some kind of liaison between planners in the local authorities bordering 
the Firth. 
 
Biodiversity 

Scottish Environment Protection Agency (0569) 
Under d) recommend mention disturbance of carbon rich soils and habitats. Also 
recommend that proposals could be considered favourable where habitats can 
potentially be restored e.g. Non native forestry plantation on peatbog removed. 
 
Cabrach area 

Mountaineering Council of Scotland (0207) 
Insert the word "extremely" in the text on the map for Medium scale wind turbines, 
i.e. "10b Open Uplands with settled glens. Scope to accommodate further large 
scale typologies in this character type is limited, extremely largely due to the 
cumulative effects....." 
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Summary of responses (including reasons) by planning authority: 

 
ER1 Renewable Energy Proposals 
Scottish Planning Policy/Spatial Framework 

The Council considers it has an up to date and robust policy framework which is 
being applied consistently and supported through expert advice at development 
management stage. The Council’s Policy Guidance was shortlisted for award by 
the Royal Town Planning Institute Scotland judges in 2013 and has been referred 
to as best practice by Scottish Natural Heritage. 
 
The policy and Guidance are based upon the principle of directing the right scale 
of wind turbine to the right location and recognising that the correct level of detail 
is required to provide certainty to developers and local communities.  
 
The Moray Council was one of the first local authorities to prepare a spatial 
framework for wind farms and has planned positively for onshore wind turbines, 
as evidenced with the consent of large scale wind farms such as Cairn Uish, 
Rothes and Paul Hill. At the time of consent, Cairn Uish and Paul’s Hill were the 
3rd and 4th wind farms in Scotland and the largest in height and generation. This 
Council’s positive approach and ambition to balance directing development to 
suitable locations and protecting Moray’s outstanding environment has continued 
to be evident with the Council’s support for large scale wind farms at Berryburn 
and Aultmore, while others have been granted on appeal at Hill of Towie, Dorenell 
and Hill of Glaschyle. 
 
The Wind Energy Policy Guidance and landscape capacity study provide strategic 
guidance on landscape and visual issues. It is clearly stated in the study that 
more detailed assessment will be needed on a case by case basis to more fully 
judge potential effects, measured against the opportunities and constraints listed 
for each character type. 
 
Full details of operational and consented wind turbines can be found in Core 
document CD25. 
 
In terms of Scottish Planning Policy, paragraph 9 states that “Planning should 
direct the right development to the right place.” As stated above, this is the 
principle underlying Policy ER1 and the Guidance. It would be misleading for a 
spatial framework to direct developers to an area which has significant constraints 
which are only evident further down the line in terms of the development process. 
The Council aims to engage early with developers and highlight issues at the 
earliest possible time.  
 
The Council fully supports the Scottish Government target of deriving the 
equivalent of 100% of electricity demand from renewable sources by 2020. The 
Scottish Planning Policy requires the planning system to support the development 
of a diverse range of electricity generation from renewable energy technologies 
and to guide development to appropriate locations and advise on the issues that 
will be taken into account when proposals are being assessed. 
 
Policy ER1 supports Scottish Planning Policy, it recognises that the two main 
areas of development interest are in onshore wind turbines and biomass, but also 
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sets out criteria which will apply to all forms of renewable energy. The nature and 
scale of wind turbine proposals has changed over the last 15 years according to 
financial incentives available. Biomass proposals have started coming forward in 
the last few years and have been supported positively by the Council. 
 
With consent granted for 538MW generated from onshore turbines and a further 
31MW from biomass, it is evident that the objections claiming that the Council is 
not positive towards renewable energy are unfounded (while respecting an 
element of these figures was granted on appeal).  
 
The Scottish Planning Policy further states that the development plan should set 
out a spatial framework identifying those areas that are likely to be most 
appropriate for onshore wind farms as a guide for developers and communities. 
The Council considers that this has been achieved and provides the correct 
balance between supporting national objectives and protecting Moray’s 
environment and the economic benefits that brings. 
 
Policy ER1 is supported by the Council’s Moray Onshore Wind Energy Policy 
Guidance 2013 and Landscape Capacity Study 2012, which are not considered to 
be out of date as claimed by objectors. It is also important to note that the Council 
commission expert landscape advice in applying the policy and the Council will 
actively negotiate modifications to proposals to deliver the right scale of turbine in 
the right location. The Guidance and Study are not applied in a rigid and inflexible 
way as these policy documents must be interpreted further at the local level. 
 
The policy provides cross references to the supplementary guidance on Wind 

Energy and to the Landscape Capacity Study. The policy clearly sets out the 

Council’s approach both within and outwith Areas of Search and sets out a series 

of criteria against which all renewable energy proposals will be considered. The 

Guidance and Landscape Capacity Study both provide considerable detail on a 

wide range of issues relevant when considering onshore wind energy proposals. 

The Council therefore considers that the policy does provide sufficient guidance.  

The point regarding EIA is noted, however, the Council considers that this is 

adequately covered in Policy IMP2. If the Reporter is so minded the Council 

would not object to a reference being made to IMP2 or additional text being 

added to the policy justification to address this. 

 

In terms of the layout and presentation of the policy, the Council can see merit in 

the suggestion to re-order the policy if the Reporter is so minded, with the section 

on “All Renewable Energy Proposals” coming before the more specific 

requirements for “Onshore wind turbines” and “Biomass”. 

 

The wording in criteria a) “they are compatible with” is a cross reference to other 

environmental policies within the Plan and in terms of criteria c) the reference to 

tourism/ recreational interests allows the Council and consultees to consider 

whether there would be a significant adverse impact upon such facilities and 

whether the impact could be mitigated. However, the Council accepts that criteria 
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c) could be clearer and if the Reporter is so minded, the Council would support a 

revision of c) as suggested by the respondent to read; 

“they will not have a significant adverse impact upon key tourism receptors 

including recognised tourist routes and visitor attractions.” 

 

If the Reporter is so minded, the Council would not object to replacing 

“appearance” with “impact” in criteria d). The policy would also be clearer if the 

word “Other” on the first line of the paragraph under “All Renewable Energy 

Proposals” was changed to “All”. This would clarify that proposals for Onshore 

wind turbines and biomass have specific policy requirements, but there are 

additional requirements which apply to all renewable energy proposals. If the 

Reporter is so minded, the Council would not object to this minor rewording for 

clarification. 

 
Consented and Operational Wind Turbines 

Objectors consider that consented and operational wind farms should be shown 
on the spatial frameworks. However, the amount of consented and operational 
wind turbines in Moray means that the spatial frameworks become very difficult to 
interpret. This information is available separately in the Moray Onshore Wind 
Energy Guidance and the information is updated monthly on the Council website. 
 
No modification is proposed. 
 
Typologies 
The Council has previously used number of turbines to determine the spatial 

framework and this did not reflect that the primary consideration in landscape and 

visual impact terms is height. The size of a turbine in relation to other features in 

the landscape is a critical factor in determining landscape and visual sensitivity 

and whether a good landscape “fit” is possible. The capacity study principally 

considers sensitivity in relation to turbine height, avoiding more complicated 

permutations of turbine/height numbers in the assessment. Scale (which is a 

relative measure against other features), design and topography are all assessed 

in the study with general guidance given on the appropriate horizontal extent of 

development where potential has been identified and taking account of likely 

landscape and visual constraints. 

 

This is based upon expert advice provided by Alison Grant and Carol Anderson 

through the commission of the Moray Landscape Capacity Study This approach 

with 4 typologies works very well in practice and is considered consistent with 

Scottish Planning Policy. 

 

No modification is proposed. 

 
Environmental benefits 
The objection regarding verifiable environmental benefits is not considered 
appropriate for discussion against an individual Local Development Plan policy 
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and is more appropriately addressed to the Scottish Government.  
 
Planning authorities are required to provide the policies to deliver Scottish 
Planning Policy and it is clear that one of the priorities is to make Scotland a low 
carbon place and this can be achieved by reducing our carbon emissions and 
adapting to climate change. The policies within the Plan are considered to support 
these priorities. 
 
Cumulative impacts 

The Council’s approach to cumulative impact is set out in the Moray Onshore 
Wind Energy Guidance and expert advice is provided by the landscape consultant 
commissioned by the Council. The advice provided by the landscape advisor is 
consistent with best practice and guidance from Scottish Natural Heritage.  
 
The Council will be undertaking a review of the Wind Energy Policy Guidance 
during the period of the Local Development Plan to reflect recent consents. 
 
No modification is proposed. 
 
Liaison between authorities 

The comments from Highland Council are noted. The Council liaises with adjacent 

authorities for both on and offshore wind turbine proposals. 

No modification is proposed. 

 
Biodiversity 
In terms of the objection by the Speyside Business Alliance regarding Core Areas 
of Wild Land, there are no such designated areas within the area covered by the 
Moray Local Development Plan. Under the terms of Scottish Planning Policy the 
areas where wind farms will not be acceptable are National Parks and National 
Scenic Areas. 
 
The support offered by the Scottish Environment Protection Agency is noted. The 

Council considers that impacts upon carbon rich soils are fully set out under the 

terms of Policy ER7. 

 

With regards to the suggested statement regarding potential habitat restoration, 

the Council considers that this is adequately covered by policy E2 Local 

Conservation Sites and Biodiversity which states that; 

“Development proposals should protect and where appropriate, create natural and 

semi natural habitats for their ecological, recreational and natural habitat value. 

Developers will be required to demonstrate that they considered potential 

improvements in habitat in the design of the development and sought to include 

links with green and blue networks wherever possible.” 

 

No modification is proposed. 

 
Cabrach area 

The support from the Mountaineering Council of Scotland is noted. The wording 
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used in the boxes on the spatial framework reflects the wording in the landscape 

capacity study and it is not considered appropriate to insert additional wording as 

suggested. 

 

No modification is proposed. 

 

Status of Guidance 

The Council does not agree with this representation. The Wind Energy Policy 

Guidance 2013 will be carried forward as supplementary planning guidance in 

support of Policy ER1 when the Moray Local Development Plan 2015 is 

approved. This is consistent with the advice given by Scottish Government 

planners. 

 

Areas of Great Landscape Value 

The Council recognises that the designated Areas of Great Landscape Value do 

not provide the most up to date and robust method of considering the landscape 

capacity and impacts for wind turbine development in Moray. This is clearly 

reflected in the Guidance which states on page 11, “Areas of Great Landscape 

Value (AGLV’s) were previously included in Preferred Search Areas in the 2005 

Guidance. Developers should take account of AGLV designations shown on 

Map11. There is no record of the special qualities of Moray’s AGLV’s or any 

indication of their sensitivities or capacity to accommodate wind turbine 

development. Therefore to identify the landscapes most sensitive to wind turbine 

developments, the results of the Landscape Capacity Study have been used and 

incorporated into the spatial frameworks. The results are summarised in the 

Landscape section of this Guidance.” 

 

While the Guidance on page 36 requires developers to take account of landscape 

designations and to recognise the value of the wider landscape, AGLV’s do not 

form part of the spatial framework. 

 

No modification is proposed. 

 

Reporter’s conclusions: 

 
 

Reporter’s recommendations: 

 
 

 


