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Reference no:  21/05477/PREAPP Date of Issue: 10 February 2022 

Proposal: 

Tacher C Wind Turbine 
- Erection and 
operation of wind 
turbine of up to 130m to 
tip height, access track 
and associated 
infrastructure 

Address: 

Land 470M North Of Tacher 

Latheron 

 

Case Officer: Mark Fitzpatrick Email and Tel No: 
Mark.Fitzpatrick@highland.gov.uk 

01955 608261 

Case Officer 
Designation:  

Planner Discussed with: Simon Hindson / Gillian Pearson 

 

Description of Proposal and Summary of Key Points  

Pre-planning application advice is requested for the erection of a single three blade turbine, formation of an 
access track and crane pad area and installation of associated infrastructure at Tacher, Caithness. The 
development would be the third Tacher turbine following the 2020 consents of Tachers A and B turbines. 
The indicative turbine would be 130m ground to tip, and have a ground to hub height of 76m and rotor 
diameter of 115m, which roughly matches the tip and hub heights as well as the rotor diameters of Tachers 
A and B (tip 130m, hub 72.4m, rotor 115m ). The indicative access track is spurred from the approved 
track for the aforementioned turbines. 

The proposal site is at Tacher to the east of the A9(T), from which the site is accessed, and is 
approximately 6km south of Spittal. The turbine will be installed approximately 280m east of the closest 
turbine at Bad a Cheo Wind Farm and approximately 350m NNW of Tacher A. The three Tacher turbines 
will be associated with the Achlachan, Halsary, Causeymire, and Bad a Cheo cluster of wind farms that 
straddle the A9 between Achavanich to the south and Mybster to the north.  

The site is on agricultural grazing ground constituted of Class 1 Priority Peatland blanket bog peat as 
indicated by the Carbon and Peatland Map (2016), while the Landscape Character Type is Sweeping 
Moorland and Flows. Ground levels are relatively flat or undulating for an expansive distance to the west 
and north, with steeper rising ground to the south and east. The Little River, which connects to the Thurso 
River, is 400m to the southwest, and is fed by the Allt an Fheoir, which the track crosses along with 
another watercourse close to the hardstanding area, there are several smaller tributaries that also flow 
nearby. There are sensitive properties and housing groups as well as Ancient Scheduled Monuments and 
Listed Buildings within 10km of the development, while the site is within connectivity distance of a number 
Natural Heritage designations.  

 

We do not expect the turbine to result in additional landscape impacts. Our assessment of visual impacts 
however is based on the limited 3no Viewpoints provided with the submission so the development’s visual 
impact from the range of Viewpoints provided for Tachers A and B are yet to be assessed. Additionally, the 
turbine would likely be required to be re-sited west of the indicative location to achieve the minimum 
distance away from the A9(T) boundary of one and a half times the ground to turbine tip height (195m), 
which is likely to be required by Transport Scotland on road safety grounds. Visual impacts from this 
potential re-siting are also not assessed and we would welcome the opportunity to review such a revision if 
required once you have confirmed with Transport Scotland prior to the submission of an application. 

Notwithstanding, the visual impact of Tacher C at Viewpoint 2 is considered significant for reasons outlined 

 

PRE-APPLICATION ADVICE 
FOR LOCAL DEVELOPMENTS 

 



 

 

Page 2 of 12 
PLOCRESP 

in the report below. at this stage it is our view that we would only be in a position to support Tacher C if it is 
sufficiently demonstrated through an LVIA that it would not result in significantly adverse visual impacts 
both cumulatively and sequentially, in particular at short-range views. 

 

We note that you currently have no plans for further turbine development at this location however in the 
event that more than one are proposed, we would suggest that the full array of turbines should be 
considered in a single application so the development can be properly assessed as a whole.   

You are advised that the following consent(s) will be required for the proposed development: 

 

Planning Permission  

EIA Screening 

 

 

Planning History  

Reference Description Date of Decision Outcome 

20/02288/FUL 

Tacher B - Installation of 1no 4.1MW turbine, 
130m ground to tip, 72.4m ground to hub, 
115m rotor diameter, associated infrastructure, 
crane pad, electrical housing, and access track 

26 November 
2020 

PERMISSION 
GRANTED  

21/02006/S42 

Section 42 application to vary condition 1 of 
20/02288/FUL and extend the permission of 
the approved turbine to 40 years, to allow for a 
35-year operational period and a 5 year 
decommission period   Tacher B 

6 July 2021 
PERMISSION 

GRANTED  

 
 

 

Planning Policy  

Highland-wide Local Development Plan (2012) 

28 - Sustainable Design 

29 - Design Quality & Place-making 

30 - Physical Constraints 

31 - Developer Contributions 

36 - Development in the Wider Countryside 

53 - Minerals 

55 - Peat and Soils 

56 - Travel 

57 - Natural, Built & Cultural Heritage 

58 - Protected Species 

59 - Other important Species 

60 - Other Importance Habitats 

61 - Landscape 

63 - Water Environment 

64 - Flood Risk 

66 - Surface Water Drainage 

67 - Renewable Energy Developments 

68 - Community Renewable Energy Developments 
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69 - Electricity Transmission Infrastructure 

72 - Pollution 

77 - Public Access 

Caithness and Sutherland Local Development Plan (2018) (CaSPlan) 

No site specific policies, refer to HwLDP 

Highland Council Supplementary Guidance 

Addendum Supplementary Guidance Part 2b (December 2017) 

Construction Environmental Management Process for Large Scale Projects (August 2010)  

Developer Contributions (November 2018) 

Flood Risk & Drainage Impact Assessment (Jan 2013) 

Highland Historic Environment Strategy (Jan 2013) 

Highland's Statutorily Protected Species (March 2013) 

Highland Renewable Energy Strategy & Planning Guidelines (May 2006)  

Managing Waste in New Developments (March 2013) 

Onshore Wind Energy: Supplementary Guidance (November 2016)  

Physical Constraints (March 2013) 

Small-Scale Wind Turbine Proposals: Interim Supplementary Guidance (Nov 2012)  

Special Landscape Area Citations (June 2011)  

Standards for Archaeological Work (March 2012) 

Sustainable Design Guide (Jan 2013) 

Visualisation Standards for Wind Energy Developments (July 2016) 

Scottish Planning Policy and Guidance 

Scottish Planning Policy (The Scottish Government, June 2014) 

National Planning Framework for Scotland 3 (Jun 2014)  

Scottish Energy Strategy (Dec 2017) 

PAN 56 - Planning and Noise (Mar 2011)  

PAN 58 - Environmental Impact Assessment (Jun 2017)  

PAN 60 - Planning for Natural Heritage (Jan 2008)  

2020 Routemap for Renewable Energy (Jun 2011)  

Onshore Wind Energy Policy Statement (Dec 2017) 

Onshore Wind Turbines (last updated May 2014) 

Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape (Aug 2017) 

Wind Farm Developments on Peat Land (Jun 2011) 

Energy Efficient Scotland Route Map (May 2018) 

 

Assessment  

 

Main Issues 

 

Planning Appraisal  

Policy Context 

With no site specific allocations or policies within the CaSPlan at the application location, the 
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development is principally assessed against HwLDP Policy 67 for Renewable Energy developments. The 
policy sets out the Council’s support for renewable energy developments in locations well related to the 
primary source of the resource needed for their operation, where such developments demonstrably result 
in net benefits in terms of meeting renewable energy targets and contributions to the national economy, 
when weighed against their social, cultural, and environmental impacts. The policy brings together 11 key 
material considerations for the assessment of renewable energy developments designed to ensure such 
developments will not be significantly detrimental overall, either individually or cumulatively with other 
developments, and are given below: 

a) Development Plan including Supplementary Guidance 

b) Roads and Traffic Impact 

c) Water & Drainage (including peat) 

d) Natural Heritage 

e) Design, Landscape & Visual Impact 

f) Noise 

g) Shadow Flicker 

h) Cultural Heritage 

i) Tourism 

j) Construction Impacts 

k) Aviation Interests 

l) Radio and TV 

The criteria integrate with other relevant HwLDP policies for sustainable design (28), transport impacts 
(56), natural, built & cultural heritage (57), protected species (58) and habitats (60), and pollution (72), 
amongst others, and any other material considerations raised within representations were a formal 
planning application to be made. 

We note that you currently have no plans for further turbine development at this location however in the 
event that more than one are proposed, we would suggest that the full array of turbines should be 
considered in a single application so the development can be properly assessed as a whole.   

 

Siting, Design Landscape and Visual Impact  

It is noted that the turbine is sited generally within the visual envelope of the existing turbines associated 
with the surrounding wind farm cluster, and is of a scale and design that reflects Tachers A and B, 
excepting the proposed turbine height, which were themselves amended to reflect the scale of existing 
surrounding turbines to attempt to avoid the jarring visual effect of different turbine scales. These siting 
and design considerations are supported in principle. 

The addition of Tacher C is not expected to result in significant landscape impacts at the location by 
virtue of being nestled within an existing wind farm cluster that already has the greater impact on the 
Landscape Character Area within the Sweeping Moorland and Flows Landscape Character Type. 

In terms of visual impacts, we note that Tacher C would have a significant visual impact at VP2 at a 
location where receptors will have a greater interaction with the Tacher turbines. The proximity of Tacher 
C to the A9(T) means its greater hub height is visibly noticeable, which makes the turbine appear bigger 
than its associated turbines and therefore disrupts the sense of scale in the landscape at the location, an 
effect likely to be experienced on nearby south- and north-bound journeys. From VP2, Tacher C extends 
the spread of turbines to the left of the view, although it is noted that this effect is less significant than 
would have been occasioned by Tacher B as originally proposed. Nevertheless, Tacher C would give the 
appearance that the overall Tacher development that straddles the A9(T), which may be visually 
confusing for travellers on the southbound route due to the confusing layout of turbines including the 
other scheme visible in the view.  

We consider that the turbine would likely be required to be re-sited west of the indicative location to 
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achieve the minimum distance away from the A9(T) boundary of one and a half times the ground to 
turbine tip height (195m), which was a requirement of Transport Scotland on road safety grounds, and 
which may reduce the overall turbine spread to the left of the view as described above. Nevertheless, the 
visual impact of such a re-siting is not assessed, and we would welcome the opportunity to review such a 
revision once you have confirmed with Transport Scotland. 

While it is understood that the traveller is in effect already tunnelled through turbines along the A9(T) at 
this section of the route, at this stage it is our view that we would only be in a position to support Tacher C 
if it is sufficiently demonstrated through an LVIA that it wouldn’t result in significantly adverse visual 
impacts both cumulatively and sequentially, in particular at short-range views. 

Notwithstanding, we note that Tacher C would otherwise likely be absorbed by surrounding development 
when viewed from the other viewpoints provided, so does not result increasing the horizontal spread of 
turbines from more distant views; nor does it appear to result in excessive stacking or visual clutter from 
those views. The development’s impact from the range of VPs provided for Tachers A and B are yet to be 
assessed as is its potential re-siting to the west and as such it is not possible to come to an overall view 
on the proposal.  

 

Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage  

No archaeological sites are recorded within the proposed development area; however it is located within 
an historic landscape and the area is considered to have archaeological potential. The Highland Council 
will require mitigation in form of an archaeological watching brief during the construction phase of 
development if the proposal is consented. 

 

Amenity 

Operational Noise 

You are required to submit a noise assessment with regard to the operational phase of the development. 
The assessment should be carried out in accordance with ETSU-R-97 “The Assessment and Rating of 
Noise from Wind Farms” and the associated Good Practice Guide published by the Institute of Acoustics. 

The target noise levels are either a simplified standard of 35dB LA90 at wind speeds up to 10m/s or a 
composite standard of 35dB LA90 (daytime) and 38dB LA90 (night time) or up to 5dB above background 
noise levels at up to 12m/s. The night time lower limit of 43dB LA90 as suggested in ETSU is not 
considered acceptable in many areas of the highlands due to very low background levels. These limits 
would apply to cumulative noise levels from more than one development.  

Cumulative Noise 

The noise assessment must take into account the potential cumulative effect from any other existing or 
consented or, in some cases, proposed wind turbine developments. Where applications run concurrently, 
developers and consultants are advised to consider adopting a joint approach with regard to noise 
assessments. The noise assessment must take into account predicted and consented levels from such 
developments. The good practice guide offers guidance on how to deal with cumulative issues. Where 
existing development has consented limits higher than suggested above, the applicant should agree 
appropriate limits with the Council’s Environmental Health Officer. The assessment should include a map 
showing all wind farm developments which may have a cumulative impact and all noise sensitive 
properties including any for which a financial involvement relaxation is being claimed. 

The assessment should include a table of figures which includes the following: 

• The predicted levels from this development based at each noise sensitive location (NSL) at wind 
speeds up to 12m/s  

• The maximum levels based on consented limits from each existing or consented wind farm 
development at each NSL. If any reduction is made for controlling property or another reason, this 
should be made clear.  

• The predicted levels from each existing or consented wind farm development at each NSL.  

• The cumulative levels based on consented and predicted levels at each NSL. The assessment 
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should also include a mitigation scheme to be implemented should noise levels from the 
development be subsequently found to exceed consented levels. 

Noise Exposure 

When assessing the cumulative impact from more than one wind farm, consideration must be given to 
any increase in exposure time. Regardless of whether cumulative levels can meet relevant criteria, if a 
noise sensitive property subsequently becomes affected by wind turbine noise from more than one 
direction this could result in a significant loss of respite. 

Background Noise Measurements 

If background noise surveys are required, these should be undertaken in accordance with ETSU-R-97 
and the Good Practice Guide. It is recommended that monitoring locations be agreed with the Council’s 
Environmental Health Officer. Where a monitoring locations is to be used as a proxy location for another 
property, particular care must be taken to ensure it is not affected by other noise sources such as boiler 
flues, wind chimes, etc. which are not present at that other property. Difficulties can arise where a 
location is already subject to noise from an existing wind turbine development. ETSU states that 
background noise must not include noise from an existing wind farm. The GPG offers advice on how to 
approach this problem and in some cases, it may be possible to utilise the results from historical 
background surveys. It is recommended that the developer’s noise consultant liaises with Environmental 
Health at an early stage to discuss any issues regarding the proposed methodology. 

Amplitude Modulation 

Research has been carried out in recent years on the phenomenon of amplitude modulation arising from 
some wind turbine developments. However at this time, the Good Practice guide does not provide 
definitive Planning guidance on this subject. That being the case, any complaints linked to amplitude 
modulation would be investigated in terms of the Statutory Nuisance provisions of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1990 

Shadow Flicker 

The study area radius should be 11 x rotor diameter in accordance with the Council’s Onshore Wind 
Energy Supplementary Guidance, which takes account of the sun’s lower position in the sky given the 
northern latitudes. 

 

Transport and Access  

The site will be accessed from the A9(T) and shared with the access serving the nearby Tacher A and 
Tacher B sites. Given the scale of development, impacts on the public road network from construction 
traffic are not expected to be significant, and largely limited to the construction phase and on the trunk 
road network. Nevertheless, some impacts are also expected on Council maintained roads. From a local 
roads perspective there are, therefore, no objections in principle to the development proposed, subject to 
similar transport related conditions as attached to the previous permissions: 

• The developer shall identify all Council maintained roads likely to be affected by the various 
stages of the development and propose, as necessary, measures to mitigate the impact of 
development traffic. 

• The developer shall identify and review the preferred access route for abnormal loads from Port of 
Entry to the site. As necessary, the review shall include an assessment, in consultation with the 
Council’s Chief Structural Engineer, of culverts and structures on any of the Council maintained 
sections of the route. 

• The developer shall submit for the approval of the planning authority in consultation with the 
respective roads authorities a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) aimed at controlling 
and minimising the impact of construction traffic. 

As a minimum, the formal CTMP shall include: 

• Proposed measures to mitigate the impact of general construction traffic on the local road 
network following detailed assessment of relevant roads. 
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• A contingency plan prepared by the abnormal load haulier. The plan shall be adopted only 
after consultation and agreement with the Police and the respective roads authorities. It 
shall include measures to deal with any haulage incidents that may result in public roads 
becoming temporarily closed or restricted.  

• A procedure for the regular monitoring of road conditions and the implementation of any 
remedial works required during the construction period.  

• A detailed protocol for the delivery of abnormal loads/vehicles, prepared in consultation and 
agreement with interested parties, including Highland Council, the Police and Transport 
Scotland. 

• A detailed delivery programme for abnormal load movements, which shall be made 
available to Highland Council and, as required, community representatives.  

• Measures to ensure that all affected public roads are kept free of mud and debris arising 
from the development. 

Transport Scotland have not been consulted and you should discuss the proposal directly with them prior 
to the submission of a formal application. The following is noted from TS’s response to the previous 
applications: 

• The turbine would likely be required to be re-sited west of the indicative location to achieve 
the minimum distance away from the A9(T) boundary of one and a half times the ground to 
turbine tip height (195m). 

• Access to the site shall be formed in compliance with the access plan approved under the 
previous applications (ref. CE7152-OP8498-ENT REV D. 

• The applicant should be informed that the granting of planning consent does not carry with 
it the right to carry out works within the trunk round boundary and that permission must be 
granted by Transport Scotland Roads Directorate . Where any works are required on the 
trunk road, contact details are provided on Transport Scotland’s response to the planning 
authority which is available on the Council’s planning portal  

• Trunk road modification works shall, in all respects, comply with the Design Manual for 
Roads and Bridges and the Specification for Highway Works published by HMSO. The 
developer shall issue a certificate to that effect , signed by the design organisation. 

• Trunk road modifications shall, in all respects, be designed and constructed to 
arrangements that comply with the Disability Discrimination Act: Good Practice Guide for 
Roads published by Transport Scotland . The developer shall provide written confirmation of 
this, signed by the design organisation. 

• The road works which are required due to the above Conditions will require a Road Safety 
Audit as specified by the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. 

• Any trunk road works will necessitate a Minute of Agreement with the Trunk Roads 
Authority prior to commencement. 

 

Drainage and Water  

A Drainage Impact Assessment (DIA) is required. The DIA should include details relating to any existing 
field drains and the management of surface water drainage, which should be designed in line with 
general Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) principles. The applicant should demonstrate, within the 
proposals submitted, any mitigation measures to manage the residual risk of overland flow/pluvial 
flooding. 

Natural flood management techniques should also be applied to reduce the rate of runoff where possible. 
Tracks should not act as preferential pathways for runoff and efforts should be made to retain the existing 
drainage network. Appropriate drainage is required to restrict runoff to pre-development rates and to 
minimise erosion to existing watercourses. The DIA should ensure that post development runoff rate is no 
greater than pre-development runoff rate (i.e. greenfield runoff) for all return periods up to the 1 in 200 
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year event including an allowance for climate change. 

Runoff from all events up to and including the 1 in 200 year plus climate change event should be 
managed within the site boundary, with no flooding to critical roads or buildings, and evidence as to how 
this will be achieved should be included within the DIA.  

Refer to the Council’s Flood Risk and Drainage Impact: Supplementary Guidance for further detailed 
requirements.  

All drainage arrangements must be included with the application red line site boundary.   

 

Flood Risk 

The application site is within an area identified as being at risk of flooding. A planning application must 
include a flood risk assessment or a plan with site levels (a topographical survey).  Failure to provide this 
will result in an automatic objection from SEPA and a delay in processing of the application.    

Development or landraising within the flood plain of any watercourse should be avoided and proposals 
should generally follow SEPA’s Standing Advice for Flood Risk. Should any permanent infrastructure be 
located within close proximity to a watercourse, a Flood Risk Assessment should be submitted to 
demonstrate that the development is not at risk from flooding and will not increase flood risk elsewhere. S 
E PA’s Technical Flood Risk Guidance For Stakeholders outlines the information required to be submitted 
as part of a Flood Risk Assessment. 

Small watercourse crossings should be oversized and larger scale watercourse crossings should be 
demonstrated to be adequately designed to accommodate the 1 in 200 year flow (including an allowance 
for climate change and freeboard) to avoid increasing the risk of flooding, or information provided to 
justify smaller structures.  

A minimum buffer strip of 50m should be kept free from development from the top of bank(s) of any 
watercourse or waterbody. Storage of materials within this area during construction is not permitted. 

Further advice and SEPA's best practice guidance are available within the water engineering section of 
SEPA's website https://www.sepa.org.uk/regulations/water/engineering/  

Guidance on the design of water crossings can be found in Construction of River Crossings Good 
Practice Guide http://www.sepa.org.uk/media/151036/wat-sg-25.pdf  

 

Natural Heritage 

Policy 57 of the adopted Highland wide Local Development Plan requires proposals to take into account 
the level of importance and type of heritage features and to demonstrate that the proposal will not have 
an unacceptable impact on the natural environment, amenity and heritage resource. 

The application site is within connectivity distance of the following Natural Heritage designations: River 
Thurso Special Area of Conservation (SAC), which qualifies for Atlantic salmon; Caithness and 
Sutherland Peatlands SAC, which qualifies for otter and peat habitats, and, Special Protection Area 
(SPA), which qualifies for peatland breading birds; East Caithness Cliffs SPA, qualifying for large 
populations of breeding seabirds; and, Causeymire – Knockfin Flows Wild Land Area (WLA). Additionally, 
the Blar Nam Faoileag Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Shielton Peatlands SSSI are also 
within connectivity distance. 

A development of this nature will require to be subject to EIA screening. It is assumed that due to the EIA 
submitted in relation to Tachers A and B, environmental impacts have already been identified and 
considered – although Tacher C appears to have a greater potential impact on Class 2 Peatland Habitat. 

A formal request for EIA Screening and Scoping should be undertaken in advance of any subsequent 
formal planning application 
http://www.highland.gov.uk/downloads/file/356/revised_template_for_eia_screening_and_scoping 

 

You will be required to submit updated information in relation to Protected Species including surveys and 
mitigation, other species and habitat interests, and, Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems 

https://www.sepa.org.uk/regulations/water/engineering/
http://www.sepa.org.uk/media/151036/wat-sg-25.pdf
http://www.highland.gov.uk/downloads/file/356/revised_template_for_eia_screening_and_scoping
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(GWDTE). 

 

Impact on Peat 

Development proposals should demonstrate how they have avoided unnecessary disturbance, 
degradation or erosion of peat and soils. Unacceptable disturbance of peat will not be permitted unless it 
is shown that the adverse effects of such disturbance are clearly outweighed by social, environmental, or 
economic benefits arising from the development proposal. Where development on peat is clearly 
demonstrated to be unavoidable then you would likely be required to provide a peatland management 
plan that clearly demonstrates how impacts have been minimised and mitigated.  

In the first instance, a peat depth survey should be carried out. Peat depths should be clearly mapped 
and areas of deep peat identified. It is also advised that the proposal should explore opportunities to 
reduce any impacts on peatland resources, so that any infrastructure and vehicle access can help to 
avoid sensitive areas. 

Information should be provided on how impacts on deep peat, over 1m depth, will be avoided, and it 
should be noted that areas of deep peat can still occur in forested areas. Scottish Planning Policy states 
(Paragraph 205) that "Where peat and other carbon rich soils are present, applicants must assess the 
likely effects of development on carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions. Where peatland is drained or otherwise 
disturbed, there is liable to be a release of CO2 to the atmosphere. Developments must aim to minimise 
this release."  

As such, and where relevant, you should provide sufficient information outlining the 
preventative/mitigation measures to avoid significant drying or oxidation of peat through, for example, the 
construction of access tracks, drainage channels, trenches, or the storage and re-use of excavated peat.  

 

Developer Contributions  

In line with Council policy and practice, community benefit considerations are undertaken as a separate 
exercise and generally parallel to the planning process. The proposals are not expected to impact on HC 
service provision or create additional demand on Council facilities and infrastructure, and therefore no 
financial contributions are expected to be sought under Policy 31. Any expected impacts on Council 
maintained public roads will be covered through the relevant Roads Permits, which will be secured by 
Condition. 

 

Consultees For Any Future Application 

The following will likely be consulted on any planning application submitted. On occasion it may be 
necessary to involve consultees who are not listed below as an application progresses. 

Highland Council Consultees  

Access Officer  

Environmental Health Officer 

Flood Risk Management Team  

Historic Environment Team 

Landscape Officer 

Transport Planning  

External Consultees  

Latheron and Lybster Community Council 

Civil Aviation Authority 

Highlands and Islands Airport Authority Operations Manager  

Historic Environment Scotland 

Ministry of Defence 
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National Air Traffic Services En Route Plc  

NatureScot 

Transport Scotland 

SEPA 

 

Additional Information Required For Any Future Application 

A formal request for EIA Screening should be undertaken in advance of any subsequent formal planning 
application. Details of additional information will be provided with the screening response if an EIA is not 
deemed required, or at the Scoping stage if an EIA is required. In any case, given EIA’s submitted with 
the applications for Tachers A and B, it is considered that the additional information that will be expected 
with the formal application are known. 

http://www.highland.gov.uk/downloads/file/356/revised_template_for_eia_screening_and_scoping 

 

Making a Formal Application   

Online application forms and guidance are available at:  
https://www.eplanning.scot/ePlanningClient/default.aspx 

 

Disclaimer  

This advice is based on the information submitted and is given without prejudice to the future 
consideration of and decision on any application received by The Highland Council.   

Pre-application case files are not publicly available but can be the subject of Freedom of Information and 
Environmental Information Regulations requests.   

  

http://www.highland.gov.uk/downloads/file/356/revised_template_for_eia_screening_and_scoping
https://www.eplanning.scot/ePlanningClient/default.aspx
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Appendix – Useful Weblinks  

 

The Highland Council Development Plans 

https://www.highland.gov.uk/info/178/local_and_statutory_development_plans  

 

Highland Council Supplementary and Development Guidance Listed by Category 

https://www.highland.gov.uk/directory/52/development_guidance  

 

Roads/Access and Transport 

More information on access and parking standards (incl. small housing developments) can be found at: 

https://www.highland.gov.uk/info/20005/roads_and_pavements/101/permits_for_working_on_public_roads/4  

 

Access Panel 

The Council encourages applicants at pre-application stage to engage with the local Disability Access Panel 
to consider accessibility improvements for physically disabled and sensory impaired people.  The Highland 
Council has published a Planning Protocol for Effective Engagement with Access Panels, which you should 
take into consideration  

 

Scottish Government 

Scottish Government Planning and Architecture Guidance  

https://www.gov.scot/policies/planning-architecture/planning-guidance/  

 

Scottish Water 

Contact Scottish Water for guidance on connections to the public water/drainage network: 

https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/en/Business-and-Developers/Connecting-to-Our-Network/Pre-Development-
Information/Planning-Your-Development  

 

SEPA 

Advice for Developers 

https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/land/planning/advice-for-developers/  

 

Historic Environment 

The Highland Historic Environment Record (HER) contains detailed information about listed buildings, 
conservation areas and archaeological sites in the Highland area:  

http://her.highland.gov.uk  

 

General advice on development affecting historic designations can be found at:  

https://www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-and-support/  

 

Protected Species - NatureScot 

More information on Scotland's protected species and areas can be found at: 

https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/safeguarding-protected-areas-and-species/protected-species  

 

https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/natural-heritage-advice-planners-
and-developers/planning-and-development-protected-areas  

 

Trees and Woodland 

The Scottish Government's woodland strategy and associated polices can be found here: 

https://www.highland.gov.uk/info/178/local_and_statutory_development_plans
https://www.highland.gov.uk/directory/52/development_guidance
https://www.highland.gov.uk/info/20005/roads_and_pavements/101/permits_for_working_on_public_roads/4
http://www.highland.gov.uk/downloads/file/2650/planning_protocol_access_panels
https://www.gov.scot/policies/planning-architecture/planning-guidance/
https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/en/Business-and-Developers/Connecting-to-Our-Network/Pre-Development-Information/Planning-Your-Development
https://www.scottishwater.co.uk/en/Business-and-Developers/Connecting-to-Our-Network/Pre-Development-Information/Planning-Your-Development
https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/land/planning/advice-for-developers/
http://her.highland.gov.uk/
https://www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-and-support/
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/safeguarding-protected-areas-and-species/protected-species
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/natural-heritage-advice-planners-and-developers/planning-and-development-protected-areas
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/natural-heritage-advice-planners-and-developers/planning-and-development-protected-areas
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https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/control-of-woodland-removal  

 

The Council's guidance on tree/woodland issues can be found here: 

http://www.highland.gov.uk/info/1225/countryside_farming_and_wildlife/63/trees_and_forestry/ 

 

https://forestry.gov.scot/support-regulations/control-of-woodland-removal
http://www.highland.gov.uk/info/1225/countryside_farming_and_wildlife/63/trees_and_forestry/

