CONTENTS
1.

NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

2.

INTRODUCTION

3.

CONTEXT



4.

RELATIONSHIP
STRATEGIES



5.

Background
Scope of the Main Issues Report
BETWEEN

OTHER

PLAN’S,

PROGRAMMES

AND

Hierarchy of Plan’s, Programmes and Strategies
Environmental Protection Objectives

BASELINE INFORMATION




Baseline Environmental Data
Existing Environmental Issues and Problems
Evolution of the Environment in the Absence of the Local
Development Plan

6.

SCOPING OF ISSUES TO BE CONSIDERED IN THE ASSESSMENT

7.

ALTERNATIVES

8.

ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

9.

ASSESSMENT RESULTS

10.

ENHANCEMENT AND MITIGATION

11.

MONITORING

Appendix A: Map of East Ayrshire
Appendix B: Initial List of the Main Plan’s, Programmes and Strategies to be
used to inform the development of the Main Issues Report
Appendix C: East Ayrshire Council’s Responses to the Comments Received
from the Consultation Authorities on the Scoping Report
Appendix D: Stage 1 Assessment Tables
Appendix E: Stage 2 Assessment Tables

2

List of Tables:
Table 1

Baseline Environmental Data and Environmental Implications for
the MIR

Table 2

Environmental Topics and Receptors

Table 3

SEA Objectives and sub-criteria/questions

Table 4

Stage 1 Assessment Results for the MIR Vision and Objectives

Table 5

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Creating Sustainable Places

Table 6

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: The Location and Supply of Housing

Table 7

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Mineral Extraction in East Ayrshire

Table 8

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives - Economic Revitalisation: The Business and
Industrial Land Supply

Table 9

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Economic Revitalisation

Table 10

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: The Proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire
Biosphere

Table 11

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: The Dark Sky project – A driver for regeneration of
the Doon Valley

Table 12

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: East Ayrshire Four Towns Enquiry by Design

Table 13

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Mauchline’s future growth and infrastructure

Table 14

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Developer Contributions

Table 15

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Next Generation Broadband Infrastructure

Table 16

Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable
Alternatives: Planning for Renewable Energy

Table 17

Stage 1 Assessment of Mixed Use Development Sites

Table 18

Stage 1 Assessment of Safeguarded Business and Industrial Site

Table 19

Draft Monitoring Measures

3

List of Figures

Figure 1

Relationship between the MIR and Other Plans, Programmes and
Strategies

4

1.

NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

1.1

This is the non-technical summary of Environmental Report which documents
the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the East Ayrshire Local
Development Plan – Main Issues Report. SEA is concerned with the
protection of the environment. It is a beneficial and thorough assessment
process which ensures that environmental considerations are taken on board
at an early stage in the Local Development Plan preparation process, to
ensure development takes place in the right location with minimal
environmental impact.

1.2

The Local Development Plan is being prepared under the provisions of the
Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended); Development
Planning (Scotland) Regulations 2008, the National Planning Framework 2
and the East Ayrshire Community Plan.

1.3

The Main Issues Report (MIR) is the first stage in the preparation of the Local
Development Plan (LDP). It sets out what East Ayrshire will be like in 20
years’ time and presents 34 issues to consult the public on. This will help the
Council to arrive at strategies, policies, and sites in the proposed plan, which
is the next stage in the plan preparation process. The MIR does not cover all
planning policy matters; instead it concentrates on the key areas of change
that have occurred since the last local plan was adopted. The MIR covers the
following topics: creating sustainable places, housing, surface coal mining
and minerals, economic revitalisation, infrastructure and renewable energy.
SEA Assessment Methodology

1.4

SEA follows a systematic and thorough process, which allows environmental
considerations to be integrated into the Main Issues Report, as well as,
inviting comments and representations on the both the MIR and the
Environmental Report from members of the public and stakeholders. SEA
assesses and evaluates the likely significant impacts that the MIR will have
on the environment. Dependent on the outcome of the assessment process,
the SEA recommends mitigation and/or enhancement measures. This is to
ensure that the plan is environmentally responsible and sustainable.
Alternatives

1.5

The MIR contains a vision, 13 objectives and 34 issues relevant to the future
development of East Ayrshire. Some of these issues related to site specific
developments, which were also assessed. Within each of the 34 issues, the
Council indicates a preferred option but also provides one or more reasonable
alternatives. All of the above are assessed by the SEA in terms of the
environmental impact on East Ayrshire.
Assessment Process

1.6

The MIR was subject to a 2 stage assessment. Stage 1 of the assessment
process focussed on identifying if the vision, objectives, main issues, sites
and reasonable alternatives were likely to have a significant impact on the
environment. To assist with the Stage 1 assessment process, a series of SEA
objectives, which were derived from the environmental baseline data and
existing environmental issues and problems within East Ayrshire, were used
to help determine if the MIR was likely to have a significant impact on the
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environment, either positively or negatively. Only significant environmental
impacts were taken forward to stage 2 of the assessment process.
1.7

The stage 2 assessment process analysed the likely significant environmental
impacts in more detail. To assist the stage 2 assessment process, SEA
criteria/checklist were developed, linking into the SEA objectives, but
providing a wider scope to evaluate what the significant impact on the
environment would be as a result of the vision, objectives, main issues, sites
and reasonable alternatives.
Summary of the Environmental Impacts

1.8

The table below provides a summary of the results of the environmental
assessment with regard to the vision, objectives, main issues, and reasonable
alternatives.
MIR Ref

Preferred Option

Objective 2

significant
positive
environmental impacts
significant
positive
environmental impacts
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
unknown

Objective 10
Objective 11
Objective 12
Main Issue 3
Main Issue 9
Main Issue 10
Main Issue 15
Main Issue 19

Main Issue 20
Main Issue 21

Main Issue 26
Main Issue 29
Main Issue 32
Main Issue 33

significant
positive
environmental impacts
significant
negative
environmental impacts
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
significant
negative
environmental impacts
The preferred option
was
screened
out
during the stage 1
assessment.
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
The preferred option
was
screened
out
during the stage 1
assessment.
significant
positive
environmental impacts
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
significant
negative
environmental impacts
significant negative
environmental impacts

Reasonable
1
There is no
alternative.
There is no
alternative.
There is no
alternative.

Alternative

Reasonable
Alternative 2

reasonable
reasonable
reasonable

There is no reasonable
alternative.
There is no reasonable
alternative.
significant
negative
environmental impacts
significant
positive
environmental impacts

significant
positive
environmental impacts
significant positive and
negative
environmental impacts

significant
negative
environmental impacts
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
Screened out during the
stage 1 assessment.
significant
negative
environmental impacts
Screened out during the
stage 1 assessment.
significant positive and
negative environmental
impacts
There is no reasonable
alternative.
significant negative
environmental impacts

Summary of Mixed Use Development Site Assessments
1.9

Main Issue 17 of the MIR re-assessed the safeguarded business and
industrial sites within East Ayrshire. The Main Issue concluded that some of
the sites should become mixed-use development sites to stimulate business
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and industrial development using other uses as enabling development. These
sites were subject to an environmental assessment and the summary results
are provided below:
Site Ref
006B

Summary of Impact
significant positive and
environmental impacts

269B

significant positive environmental
impacts
significant positive and negative
environmental impacts
significant positive and negative
environmental impacts
significant positive and negative
environmental impacts

284B
161B
049B

negative

Reasonable Alternative
There are no alternative options as the
change to mixed use status from a
safeguarded business and industrial site
relates to the assessment of Main Issue 14
of the business and industrial chapter of
the MIR.
As above.
As above.
As above.
As above.

Summary of the Assessment of an Extension to a Safeguard Business and
Industrial Site
2.0

Main Issue 17 of the MIR also identified the need for an extension to the
Highhouse/Barony Road Industrial Site within Auchinleck and the summary of
the assessment is provided below:
Site Ref
006B

Summary of Impact
significant positive and
environmental impacts

negative

Reasonable Alternative
There are no alternative options to the
proposed extension as it relates to the
assessment of Main Issue 14 of the
business and industrial chapter of the MIR

Summary of the Cumulative Impacts
2.1

During the Stage 2 assessments, the objectives and main issues as well as
their reasonable alternatives were assessed for cumulative impacts. Only the
preferred options have been used to assess the overall cumulative impact on
East Ayrshire, A summary of the assessment is presented below, as well as,
an conclusion on the overall cumulative impacts that the MIR is likely to have
on the environment.
Main
Issue
Report:
Preferred Options
Objective 2
Objective 10
Objective 11
Objective 12
Main Issue 3
Main Issue 9
Main Issue 10
Main Issue 15
Main Issue 19
Main Issue 20
Main Issue 21
Main Issue 26
Main Issue 29
Main Issue 32
Main Issue 33

Summary of Cumulative Impact
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive environmental impacts
Unknown
significant positive environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
The preferred option was screened out during the stage 1
assessment.
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
The preferred option was screened out during the stage 1
assessment.
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts

7

Overall
Impact

2.2

Cumulative

significant positive and negative environmental impacts

The Stage 2 site assessments concluded that due to the lack of development
in the vicinity of these sites, the potential for cumulative impacts was
negligible.
Synergistic Impact Assessment

2.3

Synergistic impacts occur when the combination of individual and unrelated
impacts combine to produce a different impact to the sum of the individual
impacts concerned. Synergistic impacts are anticipated through the
interrelationship of different plans, programmes and strategies as promoted
by Council services e.g. a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions will
positively impact on biodiversity conservation and protection and can also
impact on air quality, by reducing pollution levels, which can lead to a
reduction in asthma.

2.4

The synergistic assessment of the objectives, main issues and sites
concluded that the MIR is likely to have overall significant positive and
negative synergistic impacts on the environment.
Monitoring

2.5

The MIR objectives, main issues and developments sites that are likely to
have significant environmental impacts require to be monitored, to ensure that
adverse and unforeseen impacts do not arise or can be easily identified and
remedied. The draft Monitoring Measures are provided below:
Draft Monitoring Measures
Environmental Issues to
be Monitored
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity,
Fauna

Population

Human Health

Flora

and

Objective of Monitoring

Target

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on landscape and
geology within East Ayrshire.

The landscape and geological
resources of East Ayrshire are
protected and their setting
preserved.
Enhancement of biodiversity
across East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on the natural heritage
designations within East
Ayrshire.

To monitor the impacts of
permanent
population
increases and increases of
day visitors to East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on SIMD figures and
Hospital Admission Figures
and
to
note
any
increases/decreases in the
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No irreversible losses of valuable
sites, areas of important green
space, riverbanks etc
or
protected species/habitats within
East Ayrshire.
Settlements in East Ayrshire are
able to accommodate increases
in population in terms of the
resources and impacts on the
natural environment.
New developments are located
within walkable distance of basic
amenities
and
public
transportation routes.
Reduction
in
the
hospital
admission rates in East Ayrshire
as a result of environmental
factors.

baseline data.

Soil

Water

Air
Climate

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on soil resources within
East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP
on
the
water
environment within East
Ayrshire.
To monitor the impact of the
LDP on air quality within
East Ayrshire.
To monitor the impact of the
LDP on climate change
within East Ayrshire.

New developments provide new
walking and cycling networks and
that these are interlinked with
existing networks.
No excessive air, water, noise or
light
pollution
for
new
developments.
No loss of prime quality
agricultural land or other soil
resources in East Ayrshire.
No significant change or loss to
the percentage of rural land.
No degradation of water quality.
No increase in the risk of flooding
within East Ayrshire settlements.
No increase in pollutants into the
atmosphere.
Climate change reduction in line
with Scottish Government Policy.
No increase in the risk of flooding
within East Ayrshire settlements.
Reduction
in
the
carbon
emissions into the atmosphere.

Material Assets

To monitor the impact on
areas of protected open
space.
To monitor the impact on
paths and cycle routes
throughout East Ayrshire.

Cultural Heritage

Areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other
organic
soils
or
woodland/groups of trees are
protected.
All new developments are
located close to existing public
transport hubs, path and cycle
networks and areas of open
space.
No loss of protected open space,
playing fields and other important
recreational open space within
East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on waste and energy
consumption within East
Ayrshire.

Targets for landfill diversion and
recycling met and improved
upon.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on cultural heritage
within East Ayrshire.

The use of measures to reduce
carbon emissions and promote
the use of renewable energy
promoted.
All cultural heritage resources
are
protected
within
East
Ayrshire.
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2.

INTRODUCTION

2.1

The Local Development Plan is being prepared under the provisions of the
Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended). It also takes
into account the provisions of the Development Planning (Scotland)
Regulations 2008, the National Planning Framework 2 and the East Ayrshire
Community Plan and will replace the Ayrshire Joint Structure Plan, the East
Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 and the Opencast Coal Subject Plan 2003 on
adoption. The Local Development Plan (LDP) will set out the policies,
strategies, site specific allocations and proposals for the future development
of East Ayrshire. Appendix A shows the boundaries and geographical extent
of East Ayrshire.

2.2

The East Ayrshire Council Local Development Plan: Main Issues Report
requires to undergo a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) in
accordance with the Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act 2005. SEA is
concerned with the protection of the environment. It is a beneficial and
thorough assessment process which ensures that environmental
considerations are taken on board at an early stage in the Local Development
Plan preparation process, to ensure development takes place in the right
location with minimal environmental impact.

2.3

SEA is in an integral part of, and will be taken into account throughout, the
Local Development Plan process. At key stages, the public will be able to
comment on the environmental assessment and all comments will be taken
on board. The public will be able to see how their comments have influenced
the SEA process, as SEA requires the environmental assessment to be
transparent and accountable.

2.4

The Scoping Report was submitted on 12 August 2010 and comments from
the Consultation Authorities were received on 15 September 2010. The
Consultation Authorities comments have been taken into account in the
preparation of this Environmental Report. Appendix C details the responses
to the Consultation Authorities comments.
Contact Details

2.5

The main points of contact for the MIR and SEA are as follows:

Emma Fyvie
Principal Planning Officer
Development Planning and Regeneration
Planning and Economic Development
The Johnnie Walker Bond
15 Strand Street
Kilmarnock
KA1 1HU

Antony McGuinness
Planning Officer
Development Planning and Regeneration
Planning and Economic Development
The Johnnie Walker Bond
15 Strand Street
Kilmarnock
KA1 1HU

Tel No: 01563 576756

Tel No: 01563 576757
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3.

CONTEXT
Background

3.1

The process and timeframe for the preparation and adoption of the LDP and
SEA is contained within the Council’s Development Plan Scheme, which was
approved by East Ayrshire Council’s Cabinet on 15 August 2012. The first
stage in this process is the preparation of the Main Issues Report (MIR), the
environmental report and a monitoring statement.

3.2

The form and content of the LDP is contained within Section 15 of the Town
and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended). The first stage in
the plan preparation process is the MIR which will focus on the main areas of
change in East Ayrshire and will also contain a number of reasonable
alternatives. The MIR is the subject of the assessment contained in this
Environmental Report and has been prepared under the provisions of the
Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended). It also takes
into account the provisions of the Development Planning (Scotland)
Regulations 2008, the National Planning Framework 2 and the East Ayrshire
Community Plan. Section 10 of the Town and Country Planning
(Development Planning) (Scotland) Regulations 2008 provides further
guidance on the information and considerations that the MIR must reflect.
The Main Issues Report

3.3

The Main Issues Report (MIR) is the first stage in the preparation of the Local
Development Plan (LDP). It sets out what East Ayrshire will be like in 20
years’ time and presents 34 issues to consult the public on. This will help the
Council to arrive at strategies, policies, and sites in the proposed plan, which
is the next stage in the plan preparation process. The MIR does not cover all
planning policy matters; instead it concentrates on the key areas of change
that have occurred since our last plans were adopted. The MIR covers the
following topics: housing, surface coal mining and minerals, economic
revitalisation, infrastructure, renewable energy and creating sustainable
places.

3.4

The Environmental Report has been an integral part of the development of
the MIR and has influenced its content to ensure that were possible, and
outwith other social and economic considerations, the MIR has minimal
adverse environmental impacts.

4.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
STRATEGIES (PPS’s)

4.1

The MIR is influenced by wide range of International, European, National and
Local Plans, Programmes and Strategies (hereafter referred to as PPS’s) that
the MIR must take into account. Appendix B of the Environmental Report
provides the relevant PPS’s that has influenced the content of the MIR.

OTHER

PLANS,

PROGRAMMES

AND

Hierarchy of Plan’s Programmes and Strategies
4.2

The MIR sits within a hierarchy of PPS’s. Figure 1 below shows, in
diagrammatical form, where the MIR is located within the hierarchy.
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Figure 1: Relationship between the MIR and Other Plans, Programmes and
Strategies
Planning etc (Scotland) Act 2006;
Town and Country Planning
(Development Planning) (Scotland)
Regulations 2008

National Planning
Framework 2

Scottish Planning Policy

Other UK or Scottish
Legislation or Strategies

East Ayrshire
Community Plan

Main Issues Report

Council Plan’s
Programmes and
Strategies including
the Local Housing
Strategy, HNDA, Local
Transport Strategy etc

Other Non-Council
Plans, Programmes
and Strategies, such
as SEPA’s
Groundwater Policy

etc.

Environmental Protection Objectives
4.3

The environmental objectives that are contained within International,
European UK and Scottish legislation, as well as national advice and
guidance, which are considered to be of the greatest relevance to the LDP,
will be taken into account when preparing the MIR. These are also set out in
Appendix B.

5.

BASELINE ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

5.1

The collation of baseline environmental data is an important part of the SEA
process as it provides a snapshot of the environment at that point in time;
highlights existing environmental problems and issues; and can be used to
predict the future impacts that the implementation of the Plan will have on the
environment. It also directly informs the development of SEA objectives which
the MIR will be assessed against.

5.2

The environmental report for the MIR and proposed plan will produce a full
and comprehensive list of baseline environmental data. Table 1 below
provides the main baseline environmental features and the environmental
implications for the preparation and development of the MIR.

5.3

Table 1 also contains the SEA objectives for the assessment. These have
been developed taking into account the baseline data and environmental
implications for the MIR as well as the comments from the Consultation
Authorities at the scoping stage of the assessment process. The SEA
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Objectives will be used to assess the MIR and they provide the basis for the
development of the sub-criteria/questions in Table 3.
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Table 1: Baseline Environmental Data and Environmental Implications for the MIR
Environmental Receptor

Soil

Landscape and Geology

Summary of Baseline
Environment

Environmental
Implications for the
MIR/PLDP

East Ayrshire possesses
62.85 ha of category 2
prime
quality
land,
1,310.14 ha of category
3(1) prime quality land
and 10,464.22 ha of
category 3(2) locally
important, good quality
agricultural land.

Development
in
greenfield locations can
result in the loss of
prime quality agricultural
land and other important
soil resources such as
peat.

There are areas of
brownfield land which
may have the potential
for soil contamination.

There are 124 vacant
and derelict sites within
East Ayrshire which
extends 348.42 hectares
that are having an
impact on the amenity of
the area.

97% of the land area of
East Ayrshire is classed
as rural.

Development
in
greenfield locations can
impact on the landscape
character of the area.

There are 13 separate
and distinct landscape
types
within
East
Ayrshire.
There are 655 hectares
of ancient woodland
within East Ayrshire

Baseline Data to be
collected
Agricultural
classification
location and
settlement.

Land
data,
size by

Sources of Baseline
Data

SEA Objectives

The
James
Hutton
Institute/Macaulay
Scientific Consulting Ltd

The MIR should protect
areas of prime quality
agricultural land from
development.

East Ayrshire Council
Location
and
number/size
of
contaminated land.
Lowland raised
Blanket Peat Bogs

and

SNH (for
data etc)

soil

acidity

Scottish Government for
Vacant and Derelict
Land Data

Local geology

SNH

Landscape
Character
types and location by
around settlements

Ayrshire
Landscape
Character Assessment

Development can result
in the loss of ancient
and
semi-natural
woodland
as
these
designations are not
statutorily protected.
Opencast coal mining
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East Ayrshire Council
Landscape
Character
Assessment
British
Survey

The
MIR
should
promote the use and
redevelopment of vacant
and derelict brownfield
land over the allocation
of greenfield land for
development.
The MIR should seek to
protect peat soils and
where possible, seek to
enhance these, as well
as, contributing to the
Scottish Governments
targets
on
reafforestation.
The MIR should protect,
and where appropriate,
enhance the landscape
character of the rural
area.
The MIR should protect
ancient and semi-natural
woodland.

Geological
The MIR should ensure
that opencast coal sites
are properly restored

Coal
and
mineral
extraction is abundant in
a number of areas.

can scar the landscape
character of the area.

once
mining
ceased.

Opencast
coal
and
mineral extraction can
lead to the depletion of
these resources within
East Ayrshire.

The MIR should ensure
that mineral and fossil
fuel resources are not
depleted in the shortterm and that a longterm
supply
is
maintained
and/
or
managed.

Renewable
energy
developments,
in
particular, wind farm
development can have a
dramatic impact on the
landscape.

Biodiversity, Flora and
Fauna

East Ayrshire contains
one Special Protection
Area (SPA), two Special
Areas of Conservation
(SAC’s) and 21 Sites of
Special
Scientific
Interest (SSSI’s)

Some types of non-site
specific
development
can have implications on
SPA’s,
SAC’s
and
SSSI’s and the interests
protected within the site

There are a number of
Local Nature Reserves,
designated
and
provisional wildlife sites
within East Ayrshire

Development could lead
to
the
loss
or
fragmentation
of
protected habitats with
consequential impacts
on protected and priority
species and sites within
East Ayrshire

Priority Species have
been identified including
water
voles
and
farmland birds
Priority habitats have
been identified including

European
designated
sites: SPA’s and SAC’s

SNH
RSPB

Non-statutory
designated sites, Local
Nature
Reserves,
Wildlife and provisional
wildlife sites.
Priority Species
Habitats

An Habitats Regulations
Appraisal
will
be
required
to
be
undertaken
for
the
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and

Scottish Wildlife Trust
Ayrshire
Local
Biodiversity Action Plan
East Ayrshire Council

has

The MIR should ensure
that renewable energy
developments,
especially wind farm
developments, do not
detrimentally impact on
the landscape quality of
the area.
The MIR should ensure
that the integrity of all
internationally
designated sites within
the EAC boundary are
protected
and
preserved.
The
MIR
should
safeguard all European
and
nationally
designated
sites,
habitats and priority
species from adverse
impacts,
loss
and
fragmentation.
Biodiversity should be
protected in line with the
Ayrshire
Local

lowland raised bogs.

MIR/PLDP

Biodiversity Action Plan
and, where possible,
enhanced.

The National Planning
Framework 2 requires
the Council to contribute
to the Central Scotland
Green Network

Air

The majority of Nitrogen
Dioxide levels in the
2012 Air Quality Report
are below the annual
mean
objective.
However, there have
been breaches of the 1hour mean in areas of
relevant public exposure
within Kilmarnock (16
breaches). In addition,
the Nitrogen Dioxide
levels in Loudoun Road,
Newmilns and Earl Grey
Street, Mauchline are
rising. However, the
increases are still below
the 2010 annual mean
objective and the 1 hour
mean targets.

Development
can
generate
additional
traffic and movements
which
can
increase
emissions
into
the
atmosphere, which can
lead to air pollution.

The MIR should ensure
that all opencast coal
sites provide adequate
mitigation for any loss of
habitat
during
the
operation lifetime of the
site.

Local Air Quality

East Ayrshire Council

Road
Transport
emission figures

Scottish Government

Private
and
public
transport can be a major
cause of air pollution.

National Air Emissions
Inventory

The
MIR
should
contribute
to
the
Scottish Governments
aspirations
for
the
Central Scotland Green
Network.
The MIR should ensure
that new development
minimises
emissions
into the atmosphere and
the impacts on air
quality.
The
MIR
should
promote the use of
sustainable modes of
transportation.
New
development
should not lead to
detrimental increases in
air pollution.

PM10
monitoring
commenced in New
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Cumnock in 2009. This
location was chosen due
to the extensive open
cast coal works in the
surrounding area and
the
associated
potentially
raised
background
PM10
levels. Results for 2009
gave levels of PM10 at
12 μg/m3 and 2010
gave levels at 9 μg/m3 ,
well below the Annual
Air Quality Objective.
Similarly
no
exceedences of the 24
hour mean occurred.
PM10
monitoring
commenced in John
Finnie
Street,
Kilmarnock in February
2010. The annual mean
level recorded in 2010
was 21 μg/m3 which is
significantly above the
Annual
Air
Quality
Objective of 18 μg/m3.
John Finnie Street is
also subject to the
aforementioned
town
centre
regeneration
works which have added
to PM levels
Road transport is a
major contributor to air
quality pollutants such
as
NO2
(nitrogen
dioxide),
PM10
(particulates),
O2
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Water

(Ozone)
and
(carbon monoxide).
The major rivers in
Ayrshire comprise
Rivers Ayr, Irvine,
and Doon.

CO
East
the
Nith

In 2011 East Ayrshire
had 157.37 km of good
quality rivers; 273.2 Km
of
moderate
quality
rivers; 195.8 km of poor
quality rivers; 14.1 km of
bad quality rivers; 6.4
km of rivers with good
ecological potential; 3.7
km
of
rivers
with
moderate
ecological
potential; 15.4 km of
rivers
with
poor
ecological potential and
46.9 km of rivers quality
which are classified as
unobtainable.
Climate

Many areas of East
Ayrshire have been
subject to flooding in the
past.
Renewable
energy
developments
are
contributing to reducing
the amount of energy
consumed from other
means.
Climate change can
affect the two key
sources of carbon: trees
and soils, especially

The water environment
in East Ayrshire is a key
resource. There are
rivers
with
poor
ecological status within
East Ayrshire, which can
impact on the water
environment,
species,
habitats
and
even
human health.

River Quality Data

SEPA

Standing water quality
data

Drinking
Water
Quality Regulator for
Scotland

Drinking Water Quality
River
Basement
Management Plans

East Ayrshire Council

In line with the Water
Framework
Directive,
the
MIR
should
enhance,
where
appropriate,
water
quality
(including
groundwater) to good
chemical and ecological
status by 2015.
New
development
should not lead to
detrimental increases in
water pollution.

Development
which
results in the storage of
hazardous materials etc
can lead to groundwater
pollution
Contaminated
and
vacant and derelict land
can impact on water,
river and groundwater
quality.
Most
developments,
transport
movements
etc
contribute
to
greenhouse
gas
emissions and consume
energy.
There are many areas of
susceptible to flooding in
East Ayrshire.

Climate Change trends
Flooding
events

and

CO2
and
emissions with
Ayrshire

storm
other
East

Online Handbook of
Climatic Trends across
Scotland
2006
(SNIFFER)
UK Climate
Programme

Impacts

SEPA

The MIR should, where
possible, contribute to
the
Scottish
Government’s
greenhouse
gas
emission
reduction
targets of 80% by 2050
and the interim target of
42% by 2020.

Flood Risk Assessments
Scottish Government

Climate
change
is
increasing the frequency
of
flash
floods
in
Scotland.
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East Ayrshire Council

The
MIR
should
promote
renewable
energy
development,
energy efficiency within
new developments and
increased use of public

peat soil.

Development can result
in
fragmentation
of
green corridors and
routes
for
species
dispersal.
The National Planning
Framework 2 requires
the Council to contribute
to the Central Scotland
Green Network and it’s
considered
that
the
CSGN could also help to
reduce the effects of
climate change within
East Ayrshire.
New developments lead
to increased use of
energy
which
has
corresponding climate
change implications in
terms of increased CO2
emissions etc.

transport.
The MIR should ensure
that there is no potential
flood risk from new
developments
and
protect
existing
areas/sites, which are at
risk from flooding.
The MIR should ensure
that new developments
do
not
cause
or
exacerbate
existing
flooding
issues
upstream
or
downstream
of
the
development site.
The MIR should ensure
that
all
new
developments
provide
Sustainable
Urban
Drainage
Systems
(SUDS) to help reduce
flood risk within the
area.
The MIR should identify
and promote habitat
networks which would
facilitate
species
dispersal
The MIR should seek to
protect trees, soil and
peat soils and where
possible,
seek
to
enhance these, as well
as, contributing to the
Scottish Governments
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targets
on
reafforestation
without
comprising other carbon
sinks such as peat soils
The
MIR
should
contribute
to
the
Scottish Governments
aspirations
for
the
Central Scotland Green
Network in relation to
combating the effects of
climate change.

Historic Environment

East Ayrshire has a 45
Category
A
listed
buildings, 357 Category
B Listed Buildings and
349
Category
C(s)
Listed Buildings.
There
are
conservation areas.
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East Ayrshire has 30
Schedule
Monuments
and 1055 sites of
archaeological
significance.
East Ayrshire also has 9
designated Gardens and
Designed Landscapes.

East Ayrshire has a rich
historic environment.
There are many listed
buildings
which
are
vacant or derelict within
East
Ayrshire
that
impact on the amenity
and
character
of
Conservation Areas or
other areas of East
Ayrshire.

Listed Buildings, Ancient
Scheduled Monuments,
Gardens and Designed
Landscapes

Historic Scotland
East Ayrshire Council

Conservation Areas

West
of
Scotland
Archaeological Service

Archaeological Areas

Scottish Civic Trust

Buildings at Risk

Sites and Monuments
Records (SMR)

Historic townscapes and
landscapes

Developments,
can
impact on the setting of
listed
buildings,
conservation areas and
gardens and designed
landscapes.
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The
MIR
should
promote
development
which
uses
energy
efficient resources and
encourages
the
development of micro
renewables.
The historic environment
and its setting should be
safeguarded
from
inappropriate
development
and
alterations.
All new development
should
provide
the
highest standards of
design when located
within or adjacent to the
historic environment.
The
MIR
should
promote
the
regeneration and reuse
of
Listed
Buildings
where possible.

Development can also
impact
on
archaeological
resources in the area.
Health

86.4% of people in East
Ayrshire rate their health
in 2007/2008 as very
good.
This is an
increase from 83.3% in
1999-2000. In Scotland,
the 87.5% of people
rated their health as
good,
which
has
increased from 85.7% in
1999-2000.
47.6% of people with an
age of 16+ in 2007/2008
indicated that they had
undertaken
physical
activity in the last four
weeks. The figure was
53.2% in Scotland.
Hospital admission rates
for
people
with
respiratory
diseases
were 2,224 in 2007/08.
The Scottish figure in
2008
was
82,964
admissions.

Residents
of
East
Ayrshire have a lower
health assessment that
the Scottish average
and also are less likely
to participate in sport
than
the
Scottish
average.

The MIR should protect
archaeological
resources.
Health Statistics

Scottish Neighbourhood
Survey

Life expectancy
Scottish Government
Activity levels
NHS Ayrshire and Arran
Health,
social
and
recreational facilities

New development and
the associated increase
in private car usage and
movements can impact
on air quality, which can
impact on respiratory
diseases.
The National Planning
Framework 2 requires
the Council to contribute
to the Central Scotland
Green Network and it’s
considered
that
the
CSGN could also help to
improve human health
within East Ayrshire by
encouraging
recreational
activities
within the network.

East Ayrshire Council

The MIR should ensure
that public transport
connections, cycling and
walking routes are easily
accessible from all new
development.
The
MIR
should
influence
new
development so that
impacts on air, water
and noise pollution are
minimised for residents
in East Ayrshire
The
MIR
should
contribute
to
the
enhancement
and
protection of human
health
through
the
promotion
of
new
recreational
developments
The
MIR
should
maintain and improve
recreational
facilities
and promote sustainable
modes of access to
health,
social
and
recreational facilities
The MIR should help to
improve
the
environment and quality
of life for residents.
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New
development
should not lead to
increase in air, water,
noise and ambient light
illumination.

Population

East Ayrshire has a total
population of 119,920 in
2008.
Kilmarnock is the largest
settlement
with
a
population of 43,588.
Cumnock is the second
largest settlement with a
population of 9,358.

East
Ayrshire
has
suffered population outmigration to other areas
due to lack of jobs etc.

Population Statistics
SIMD areas
Economic statistics

General Register Office
for Scotland
Census 2001 data
Scottish
Government
(mid year population
estimates and SIMD
data)

East Ayrshire has a
number of areas within
the top 30% of deprived
areas in Scotland.

East Ayrshire Council

Material Assets

52,120 people are within
the 0 – 30% SIMD data
zones.
Major
transport
infrastructure
includes
strategic rail, road, bus,
cycling and walking
networks. The major
roads are the A77/M77,
A76 and the A71.

New
greenfield
encourages increased
use of the private car.

Infrastructure data

Scottish Government

Public Transport data

Transport Scotland

New
greenfield
developments can be
located
outwith
acceptable distances to

Walking and cycle route
data

SPT
Scottish Water

Core Paths
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The
MIR
should
contribute
to
the
Scottish Governments
aspirations
for
the
Central Scotland Green
Network in relation to
encouraging
greater
recreational
activity
within the network and
the
corresponding
benefits that this can
have on human health.
The MIR should help to
promote sustainable and
carbon neutral economic
growth to retain and
increase the working
age population
The
MIR
should
contribute to the social
and
economic
regeneration of deprived
areas
within
settlements.
The MIR should ensure
that all new or significant
developments are near
public transport hubs.
The MIR should protect
and where possible
enhance public open

There are 481Km of
Core Paths within East
Ayrshire
There are 3,893 Ha of
protected public open
space
within
East
Ayrshire
In
2011-2012,
East
Ayrshire recycled 46.2%
of waste; with 32,337
tonnes of household
waste
and
26,479
tonnes
of
Local
Authority
collected
waste being disposed of
via landfill

community
shops etc.

facilities,

SEPA

space

East Ayrshire Council

The MIR/PLDP should
protect Core Paths and
other important routes
i.e., Rights of Way

Rights of Way

Public open space can
be under pressure from
developments.

Public open space
Sport Scotland
Waste
data

Core Paths and rights of
way may be located
within
greenfield
development sites.
The National Planning
Framework 2 requires
the Council to contribute
to the Central Scotland
Green Network and it’s
considered
that
the
CSGN could become an
important
natural
resource within East
Ayrshire and add to the
already impressive array
of natural areas and
open spaces that East
Ayrshire already has
within its boundaries.
New
developments
increase the amount of
waste being processed
within East Ayrshire.
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and

recycling
SNH

Ayrshire,
Dumfries
and Galloway Area
Waste Plan

The
MIR
should
encourage the creation
of the Central Scotland
Green
Network
in
relation to providing
additional
natural
resources and open
spaces
within
East
Ayrshire.
The
MIR
should
promote and encourage
increased recycling of
waste and contribute to
the
current
waste
reduction targets within
the Zero Waste Plan
and
the
Ayrshire,
Dumfries and Galloway
Area Waste Plan.

Existing Environmental Issues and Problems
5.4

The environmental report will identify the current environmental issues and
problems that affect East Ayrshire, utilising the information that has been
identified through an analysis of baseline data and environmental implications,
which are contained in Table1. When undertaking the assessment of the MIR,
the Council will be able to predict whether the current environmental issues and
problems will worsen, stabilise or improve through the implementation of the
vision, objectives, main issues, sites and their reasonable alternatives. The main
environmental issues and problems facing East Ayrshire are:


East Ayrshire contains various areas of derelict or degraded land in both the area
settlements and the rural area, associated with former heavy industrial and
mining activity;



new areas of brownfield land, suitable for redevelopment are being created as a
result of ongoing demolition of redundant industrial, residential and other
properties;



Brownfield redevelopment sites are not being developed due to the impact of the
economic recession and are affecting the character and appearance of the areas
in which they are located;



various areas of brownfield land are possibly contaminated as a result of
previous industrial use;



the area contains a number of unused or derelict properties, both in the area
settlements and in the rural area, which detract from the character and
appearance of the area;



some town centre and other areas appear neglected, run down and in need of
environmental improvement and regeneration;



Landscape change in rural areas due to minerals and wind farm developments
as well as land engineering works and changes to agricultural and forestry
practices;



the rural area is experiencing significant landscape change as a result of
increasing afforestation and opencast coal mining activity;



East Ayrshire has come under increasing pressure for new, large scale, wind
farm developments with subsequent implications for landscape, the Historic
Environment, scenic quality, habitats and biodiversity;



Soil quality is being affected by climate change;



There are areas within East Ayrshire that are at risk of flooding;



Many settlements within East Ayrshire lie on main routes and suffer from
increased traffic volumes and congestion;
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Domestic energy consumption is high and could be reduced through the
introduction of sensitive good building practices, increased insulation, micro
renewables etc in the sustainable design of new buildings.
Evolution of the Environment in the Absence of the Local Development
Plan

5.5

The SEA process is also required to assess the likely impact on the environment
if the Local Development Plan was not implemented. It is considered that, in the
absence of any overall development strategy, development in East Ayrshire
would still take place but would be less well attuned to environmental and other
strategic objectives and priorities. In particular:


any concentration of new development in areas where there is the highest
demand would undoubtedly lead to the further decline of remoter, more
peripheral communities;



increased levels of sporadic and isolated development would occur in areas
of attractive open countryside, to the detriment of the landscape and the
environment;



development would most likely take place primarily on greenfield land which
is easier and less problematic to develop than previously developed,
brownfield land;



development could take place in inappropriate or highly sensitive areas,
possibly resulting in an unacceptable loss of greenfield land and areas of
significant environmental quality;



brownfield sites, including gap and infill sites, within existing communities
would be less likely to be developed, thereby perpetuating and exacerbating
ongoing problems of urban dereliction;



full integration of unplanned development with existing development, local
facilities and services would be difficult to achieve;



new development would be less well related to existing public transport
infrastructure, thus increasing dependency on the private car and the erosion
of sustainable transport patterns;



any unrestricted development in areas of high development demand could
well lead to the physical and visual coalescence of neighbouring communities
with corresponding loss of individual community identities;



uncontrolled development from existing settlement boundaries in areas of
significant development demand could lead to severe reduction in landscape
quality and the setting for the communities concerned, especially from
opencast coal and mineral extraction;
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unrestricted development could well lead to the loss of areas of importance
for nature conservation and good quality agricultural land; and



demand for services such as retail and commercial leisure may emerge at
edge or out of town centre locations to the detriment of the vitality and
viability of existing town centres.

6

SCOPING OF ISSUES TO BE CONSIDERED IN THE ASSESSMENT

6.1

The purpose of SEA is to assess the likely significant impacts (positive or
negative) that the plan will have on the environment. Schedule 3 of the
Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act, requires the MIR to be assessed
against the following environmental receptors













Biodiversity;
Population;
Human health;
Fauna;
Flora;
Soil;
Water;
Air;
Climatic factors;
Material assets;
Cultural heritage (including architectural and archaeological heritage); and
Landscape

6.2

The MIR is likely to significantly impact on all of these environmental receptors.
Therefore, these receptors provide the context for, and are directly related to, the
development of SEA Objectives and the sub-criteria/questions to be used in the
assessment process.

7

ALTERNATIVES

7.1

The MIR contains a vision, 13 objectives and 34 issues relevant to the future
development of East Ayrshire. Within each of the 34 issues, the Council indicates
a preferred option but also provides one or more reasonable alternatives. The
assessment results of the reasonable alternatives are contained within the
Environmental Report in Appendices D and E.

7.2

However, the environmental assessment may also, where appropriate, propose
further alternatives in order to reduce any potential negative/adverse impacts or
to suggest enhancements to those receptors that provide benefits to East
Ayrshire.

8

ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

8.1

The Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act 2005 requires the environmental
report to assess and evaluate the likely significant impacts that the MIR will have
on the environment. It is central to SEA that the assessment process and
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reporting of the findings are unbiased, robust, objective, transparent and
ultimately easy to understand.
8.2

In order to reflect the diversity of the environment, the Council has grouped and
defined the environment within five broad headings, as detailed in the table 2
below. These topics and receptors form the basis for stage 1 of the SEA
assessment methodology.
Table 2: Environmental Topics and Receptors
Environmental Topics
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment

Social Environment

Receptors
Landscape
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate
Soil
Air
Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population
Material Assets (infrastructure, amenity and
recreational open space i.e. parks etc)

8.3

The assessment methodology has an overall objective to ‘protect, and where
appropriate, enhance the environment’.

8.4

The assessment will focus on the vision, objectives, the main issues,
development sites and their reasonable alternatives. It should be noted that only
significant impacts will be assessed, which will be identified through Stage 1 of
the assessment process. Stage 2 analyses the identified significant impacts in
more detail. The assessment has been fully integrated with the plan preparation
process.
Stage 1 – Assessment of Significance

8.5

The first stage involves using the SEA objectives constraints shown on the
Council’s GIS system as a sifting tool to identify significant impacts on the
grouped environmental topics and receptors as described in Table 2. The
judgement on what is considered to be a significant impact will be based on the
following:







Scale of the impact (geographic area and likely effects on the surrounding
population);
Duration of the impact (short, medium or long term);
Reversibility of the impact;
Environmental Sensitivities and Constraints of the area;
Environmental value of the area;
Potential for significant cumulative/synergistic impacts
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The SEA objectives and the constraints shown on the Council’s GIS system will
be used to determine whether the identified impact is significant or not, using the
baseline environmental data that has been collected and taking into account the
existing environmental issues and problems listed in paragraph 5.4 of this report.
If the vision/objectives/main issues/development sites and their reasonable
alternatives are considered not to have a significant environmental impact then
no further assessment will be required. All identified significant environmental
impacts will be subject of further assessment under stage 2.
Stage 2
8.6

Stage 2 will analyse and assess the identified significant impacts in greater detail.
The assessment questions/checklist will be used to provide a more detailed
assessment which teases out what the significant environmental impacts are in
relation to each of the individual environmental receptors scoped into the
assessment, as detailed in the receptors column in Table 2. At this stage, the
assessment will also look at the short, medium and long term environmental
impact(s). Each box will also be colour coded to indicate whether the impact is
significant positive (green), significant positive/negative (amber) or significant
negative (red), to aid comprehension of the assessment results.
SEA Objectives and sub-criteria/questions

8.7

The proposed overall SEA objectives for each environmental receptor scoped
into the assessment were illustrated in table 1. To aid the overall SEA objectives,
SEA sub-criteria/questions, which are mentioned in the assessment methodology
above, have been devised to provide a more detailed assessment of the
vision/strategy/policy/proposal or sites which are considered to be significant as a
result of the stage 1 assessment. The objectives and sub-criteria/questions are
fully compliant with the requirements of the Environmental Assessment
(Scotland) Act 2005 and are shown in table 3 below:
Table 3: SEA Objectives and sub-criteria/questions

Environmental
Receptor
Soil

SEA Objective

Sub-criteria/questions

The MIR should protect areas of prime
quality
agricultural
land
from
development.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative have an impact on or
lead to the loss of prime quality agricultural
land?

The MIR should promote the use and
redevelopment of vacant and derelict
brownfield land over the allocation of
greenfield land for development.
The MIR should seek to protect peat
soils and where possible, seek to
enhance these, as well as, contributing
to the Scottish Governments targets on
re-afforestation.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative have adverse impacts
on areas of raised bog, blanket bog or other
organic soils?
Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative utilise or encourage the
use of vacant/derelict land?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site make
a significant contribution to the removal,
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rehabilitation and/or re-use of vacant, derelict,
contaminated or other degraded land within
the area?

Landscape
and Geology

The MIR should protect, and where
appropriate, enhance the landscape
character of the rural area.

Is the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative likely to result in land
becoming contaminated or degraded?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative have adverse impacts
on the landscape character of the area?
Will the allocation of greenfield land for
development impact on the landscape setting
of the area or lead to the loss of important
geological resources?

Biodiversity,
Flora
and
Fauna

The MIR should protect ancient and
semi-natural woodland.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative result in the loss of
ancient and semi-natural woodland or impact
on its setting?

The MIR should ensure that opencast
coal sites are effectively restored once
mining has ceased.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative result in the protection
of mineral and fossil fuel resources?

The MIR should ensure that mineral and
fossil fuel resources are not depleted in
the short-term and that a long-term
supply is maintained and/ or managed.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative, in relation to renewable
energy developments, respect the landscape
of the area?

The MIR should ensure that renewable
energy developments, especially wind
farm developments, do not detrimentally
impact on the landscape quality of the
area.
The MIR should ensure that the integrity
of all internationally designated sites to
the EAC boundary are protected and
preserved.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative, in relation to renewable
energy developments, detrimentally impact on
the landscape quality of the area?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative impact on an SPA, SAC
or SSSI in terms of extent, setting or
management of the resource?
Can
it
be
determined
that
the
vision/objective/main issue/site or reasonable
alternative is not likely to have a significant
effect on the SPA or SAC?

The MIR should safeguard all European
and nationally designated sites, habitats
and priority species from adverse
impacts, loss and fragmentation.

Is the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative likely to improve,
stabilise or exacerbate the loss or
fragmentation of important habitats and
species within the area?

Biodiversity should be protected in line
with the Ayrshire Local Biodiversity
Action Plan and, where possible,
enhanced.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative directly or indirectly
impact on important biodiversity sites, habitats
and priority species, including those contained
within the Ayrshire Local Biodiversity Plan.

The MIR should ensure that all opencast
coal sites provide adequate mitigation
for any loss of habitat during the
operation lifetime of the site

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative provide mitigation for
any loss of habitats during its operational life?
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The MIR should contribute to the
Scottish Governments aspirations for the
Central Scotland Green Network.
Air

The MIR should ensure that new
development minimises emissions into
the atmosphere and the impacts on air
quality.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
establishment of the Central Scotland Green
Network or lead to its enhancement?
Is the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative likely to maintain or
improve air quality within East Ayrshire
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative lead to National Air
Quality standards being exceeded? If so, is
this likely to have an impact on the air quality
of adjoining areas?

The MIR should promote the use of
sustainable modes of transportation.

New development should not lead to
detrimental increases in air pollution.

Water

In line with the Water Framework
Directive, the MIR should enhance,
where
appropriate,
water
quality
(including
groundwater)
to
good
chemical and ecological status by 2015.
New development should not lead to
detrimental increases in water pollution.

Climate

The MIR should, where possible,
contribute to the Scottish Government’s
greenhouse gas emission reduction
targets of 80% by 2050 and the interim
target of 42% by 2020.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative encourage or promote
multiple modes of transportation within
developments
or
does
it
encourage
developments to be located and linked into
existing public transport, walking and cycling
routes?
Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
the
provision of zero carbon new developments?
Is the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative likely to enhance or
negatively impact on water quality?

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative lead to developments
that result in the degradation of water bodies?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to meeting
the national climate change targets through
the encouragement of sustainable design and
construction methods?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
make
positive
contributions towards renewable energy
targets?

The MIR should promote renewable
energy development, energy efficiency
within new developments and increased
use of public transport.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative lead to development
being located closer to existing facilities in
order to reduce the need to travel?
Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
developments to be located near existing
public transport routes or integrate public
transport routes within the development?

The MIR should ensure that there is no
potential
flood
risk
from
new
developments and protect existing
areas/sites, which are at risk from
flooding.
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Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative avoid areas that are at
risk of flooding, for example, through
sensitively locating the development away
from the flood risk?

The MIR should ensure that new
developments do not cause or
exacerbate existing flooding issues
upstream or downstream of the
development site.
The MIR should ensure that all new
developments
provide
Sustainable
Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS) to
help reduce flood risk within the area
and protect water quality.

Is the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative likely to lead to flooding
of other areas?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative help to alleviate flood
risk?

The MIR should identify and promote
habitat networks which would facilitate
species dispersal

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
identity
habitat
networks and promote them in relation to the
dispersal of species?

The MIR should seek to protect trees,
soil and peat soils and, where possible,
seek to enhance these, as well as, also
contributing to the Scottish Governments
targets on re-afforestation without
comprising other carbon sinks such as
peat soils

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative have adverse impacts
on areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other
organic soils or woodland/groups of trees?

The MIR should contribute to the
Scottish Governments aspirations for the
Central Scotland Green Network in
relation to combating the effects of
climate change.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
establishment of the Central Scotland Green
Network and help to reduce the effects of
climate change within East Ayrshire?

The MIR should promote development
which uses energy efficient resources
and encourages the development of
micro renewables.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
developments to reduce energy consumption?
Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
the
provision of zero carbon new developments?

Historic
Environment

The historic environment and its setting
should
be
safeguarded
from
inappropriate
development
and
alterations.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
the
provision of micro-renewables within new
developments?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative protect Listed Buildings;
Conservation Areas; Scheduled Ancient
Monuments;
Gardens
and
Designed
Landscapes and/or their setting?

All new development should provide the
highest standards of design when
located within or adjacent to the historic
environment.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative have the potential to
negatively
impact
on
unscheduled
archaeology and archaeological sites within
the Sites and Monuments Record?

The
MIR
should
promote
the
regeneration and reuse of Listed
Buildings where possible.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative provide an opportunity
to promote and increase our understanding of
the historic environment?
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The MIR should protect archaeological
resources.
Health

Population

The MIR should ensure that public
transport connections, cycling and
walking routes are easily accessible
from all new development and improve
access to existing developments if
necessary.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative protect archaeological
resources within the area?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
developments to provide walking and cycling
networks and interlink these with existing
networks?

The MIR should
influence new
development so that impacts on air,
water and noise pollution are minimised
for residents in East Ayrshire

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative exacerbate or improve
air, water or noise pollution in the area?

The MIR should contribute to the
enhancement and protection of human
health through the promotion of new
recreational developments

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
the
provision of new recreational facilities within
new developments?

The MIR should maintain and improve
recreational facilities and promote
sustainable modes of access to health,
social and recreational facilities

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
developments to be better located near health,
social and recreational facilities?

The MIR should help to improve the
environment and quality of life for
residents.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
improve
the
environment of the area?

New development should not lead to
detrimental increases in air, water, noise
pollution and ambient light illumination.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative increase the amount of
noise and light pollution in existing settlements
from new development?

The MIR should contribute to the
Scottish Governments aspirations for the
Central Scotland Green Network in
relation
to
encouraging
greater
recreational activity within the network
and the corresponding benefits that this
can have on human health.
The MIR should help to promote
sustainable
and
carbon
neutral
economic growth to retain and increase
the working age population

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative provide additional
recreational opportunities within the CSGN?

The MIR should contribute to the social
and economic regeneration of deprived
areas within settlements.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative encourage sustainable
economic growth through the promotion of
sustainable industrial and business locations
within settlements?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
employment
opportunities
within
town
centres?
Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
employment opportunities to areas in need of
physical and social regeneration?
Are new developments within walkable
distance of basic amenities and public
transportation routes?
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Material
Assets

The MIR should ensure that all new or
significant developments are near public
transport hubs.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
new
developments to be located near existing
public transport routes or integrate public
transport routes within the development?

The MIR should protect and where
possible enhance public open space

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable
alternative
encourage
the
improvement and protection of public open
space?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative lead to additional public
open space being provided? i.e. the provision
of new sports pitches.

The MIR should protect Core Paths and
other important routes i.e., Rights of
Way

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative protect and encourage
the use of Core Paths, Rights of Way,
footpaths and cycle tracks?

The MIR should encourage the creation
of the Central Scotland Green Network
in relation to providing additional natural
resources and open spaces within East
Ayrshire.

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
aspirations of the CSGN?

The MIR should promote and encourage
increased recycling of waste and
contribute to the current waste reduction
targets within the Zero Waste Plan and
the Ayrshire, Dumfries and Galloway
Area Waste Plan.

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
reduction of waste being disposed of via
landfill?

Does the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
boundaries of the CSGN

Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative contribute to the
national and local recycling targets?
Will the vision/objective/main issue/site or
reasonable alternative, through the promotion
of new development, lead to increases in
waste production?

Cumulative and Synergistic Assessments
8.8

The Stage 2 assessments will also assess the vision/objective/main issue/site for
cumulative and synergistic impacts. The Environmental Report will provide a
summary of any cumulative/synergistic impacts and the full detailed outcomes of
the cumulative/synergistic impact assessment on the environmental receptors will
be contained within Appendix E.

9.

ASSESSMENT RESULTS

9.1

This section provides a summary of the Stage 1 and Stage 2 assessment results
of the MIR in terms of its vision, objectives, main issues, sites and the reasonable
alternatives. The full results and commentary for the Stage 1 Assessments are
contained in Appendix D and for Stage 2 in Appendix E.
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Stage 1 Assessment Results
Table 4: Stage 1 Assessment Results for the MIR Vision and Objectives
MIR Vision and Significant Impact
Stage
2 Reasonable Alternative
Objectives
Assessment
There is no reasonable alternative
Vision Statement
No.
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 1
No.
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 2
Yes.
Yes
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 3
No.
No.
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 4
No
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 5
No
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 6
No
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 7
No
No
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 8
No
No
Reasonable alternatives to the CSGN are
Objective 9
No
No
contained within NPF 2.
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 10
Yes
Yes
Objective 11
Yes
Yes (except There is no reasonable alternative
cultural
heritage)
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 12
Yes
Yes
There is no reasonable alternative
Objective 13
No
No

Significant Impact

Stage
2
Assessment
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
No
No
No

Assessment Difficulties
9.2

As the vision and objectives are at a high level, it proved to be difficult to identify if there would be significant environmental
impacts, due to the fact that the vision and objectives were aspirational, quite wide ranging and not site specific. Therefore,
some assumptions, in terms of the kind of environmental impacts that may be experienced, were made to enable a test of
significance to be undertaken.

Table 5: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Creating Sustainable Places
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 1
No
No
Yes (already assessed No
by NPF 2 Env Report,
no further assessment
required)
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Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)

Stage 2 Assessment

Main Issue 2
Main Issue 3

No
Yes

No
Yes

No
There is no alternative
option

No
N/A

Assessment Difficulties
9.3
There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to creating sustainable places – achieving good
design.
Table 6: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Housing
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 1 Option
(yes/no)
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
Main Issue 4
No
No
No
Main Issue 5:
No
No
No
Main Issue 6
No
No
There is no alternative
option.
Main Issue 7
No
No
No
Main Issue 8
No
No
There is no alternative
option.

Stage 2 Assessment
No
No
N/A
No
N/A

Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)

Stage 2 Assessment

No

No

No

Assessment Difficulties
9.4

There were no assessment difficulties in terms of the main issues relating to housing.

Table 7: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Mineral Extraction in East Ayrshire
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 9
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Main Issue 10
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Main Issue 11
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 12
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 13
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 14
No
No
There is no alternative N/A
option.
Main Issue 15
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
Yes
Yes

Stage 2 Assessment
Yes
Yes

Assessment Difficulties
9.5

There were no assessment difficulties in terms of the main issues relating to surface coal mining and minerals.

Table 8: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives - Economic Revitalisation: The Business and Industrial Land Supply
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: Option
(yes/no)
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 16
No
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 17
Yes
Yes
(Instead
of No
No
assessing the issue
itself, the business and
industrial sites that are
being changed as a
result of this main
issue
will
be
individually assessed.
Main Issue 18
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 19
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
Main Issue 20
Yes
Yes
No
No
Main Issue 21
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
Alternative Option 3 - No
Significant
Impact
(yes/no).
No

Assessment Difficulties
9.6

There were no assessment difficulties in terms of the main issues relating to the Business and Industrial Land Supply.
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Stage 2 Assessment
No

No
No

Table 9: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Economic Revitalisation
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 22
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 23
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 24
No
No
No
No
Main Issue 25
No
No
No
No

Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)

Stage 2 Assessment

Assessment Difficulties
9.7

There were no assessment difficulties in terms of the main issues relating to the importance of East Ayrshire’s town centres to
Economic revitalisation

Table 10: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: The Proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: Option
(yes/no)
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 26
Yes
Yes
No
No

Stage 2 Assessment

Assessment Difficulties
9.8

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere.

Table 11: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: The Dark Sky project – A driver for regeneration of the Doon Valley
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 27
No
No
No LDP support for the No
Dark Sky Park

Assessment Difficulties
9.9

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the dark sky project.
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Table 12: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: East Ayrshire Four Towns Enquiry by Design
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: Option
(yes/no)
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 28
No
No
No
No

Stage 2 Assessment

Assessment Difficulties
9.10

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the East Ayrshire Four Towns Enquiry by Design.

Table 13: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Mauchline’s future growth and infrastructure
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 29
Yes
Yes
No (Already assessed No
Yes
as part of the East
Ayrshire Local Plan
2010 SEA. No further
assessment required)

Stage 2 Assessment
Yes

Assessment Difficulties
9.11

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the Mauchline’s future growth and infrastructure.

Table 14: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Developer Contributions
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 30
No
No
No
No

Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
No

Assessment Difficulties
9.12

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the developer contributions.
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Stage 2 Assessment
No

Table 15: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Next Generation Broadband Infrastructure
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Alternative Option 2: Option
(yes/no)
Significant
Impact
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 31
No
No
There is no alternative N/A
option.

Stage 2 Assessment

Assessment Difficulties
9.13

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to the Next Generation Broadband Infrastructure.

Table 16: Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives: Planning for Renewable Energy
Main Issue: Preferred Significant
Alternative Option 1 - Stage 2 Assessment
Impact Stage 2 Assessment
Option
Significant
Impact
(yes/no)
(yes/no)
Main Issue 32
Yes
Yes
There is no alternative N/A
option.
Main Issue 33
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Main Issue 34
No
No
No
No

Alternative Option 2: Significant
Impact
(yes/no)

Stage 2 Assessment

Assessment Difficulties
9.14

There were some assessment difficulties regarding the Main Issues relating to areas of search without defined boundaries. As there
was no defined boundary to the areas of search, it was not possible to predict with any certainty what the likely significant impacts
would be as a result of these main issues. Therefore, it was decided not to proceed with the assessment as the results would have
been based on unfounded assumptions and unquantifiable data.

Table 17: Stage 1 Assessment of Mixed Use Development Sites
Site Ref Number
Stage 2 Assessment
Significant Impact
Site 006B: Templeton Yes
Yes
Roundabout,
Auchinleck
Site 269B: Glaisnock
Glen, Cumnock
Site 284B: East Main
Street, Darvel

Yes

Yes

Alternative Option 1
There
are
no
alternative options as
these
assessments
relate to Main Issue 14.
As above.

Yes

Yes

As above.
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Stage 2 Assessment
N/A

As above.

As above.

Alternative Option 2

Stage 2 Assessment

Site 161B: Ayr Road,
Kilmarnock
Site 049B: Furnace
Road Industrial Estate,
Muirkirk

Yes

Yes

As above.

As above.

Yes

Yes

As above.

As above.

Assessment Difficulties
9.15

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the proposed mixed use development sites.

Table 18: Stage 1 Assessment of Safeguarded Business and Industrial Site
Site Ref Number
Alternative Option 1
Stage 2 Assessment
Significant Impact
007B:
Barony Yes
Yes
There
are
no
Road/Highhouse
alternative options as
Industrial Estates –
this
assessment
Extension
to
relates to Main Issue
Highhouse
14.

Stage 2 Assessment
N/A

Alternative Option 2

Assessment Difficulties
9.16

There were no assessment difficulties regarding the assessment of Safeguarded Business and Industrial sites.
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Stage 2 Assessment

STAGE 2 ASSESSMENT RESULTS
9.17

This section provides a summary of the Stage 2 assessments for the MIR
objectives, main issues, sites and their reasonable alternatives that were likely to
have significant impacts as a result of the Stage 1 assessment process. The
summary results are presented below with the full assessment tables being
contained in Appendix E.
Stage 2 Assessment Results of the MIR Objectives
Objective
Number
2

10

11

12

Summary of Impact
The objective is likely to have significant
positive environmental impacts on all
environmental receptors as well as in
the short, medium and long term.
The objective is likely to have significant
positive environmental impacts on all
environmental receptors as well as in
the short, medium and long term.
The objective is likely to have significant
positive environmental impacts on all
environmental receptors as well as in
the short, medium and long term.
The precise environmental impacts are
unknown as it is ultimately dependent
on what type of tourism development is
proposed, its location, its size etc. As a
result, it is not possible to determine if
these would be significant.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
There
is
reasonable
alternative.

Summary of Impact
no

N/A

There
is
reasonable
alternative.

no

N/A

There
is
reasonable
alternative.

no

N/A

There
is
reasonable
alternative.

no

N/A

Assessment Difficulties
9.18

As the objectives are set at a high level, it sometimes proved difficult to precisely
identify what the significant environmental impacts were likely to be, due to the
fact that they were aspirational, quite wide ranging and not site specific.
Therefore, certain assumptions were used, especially when the objective may
lead to future development, to allow the assessment of the objectives to be
undertaken.
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Stage 2 Assessment Results of Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives
Creating Sustainable Places
Main
Issue No.
3

Summary of Impact
The preferred option for flood risk management
is
likely
to
have
significant
positive
environmental impacts on landscape and
geology, biodiversity, flora and fauna and soil.
There are also likely to be significant positive
environmental impacts in the short, medium and
long term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
None

Summary of Impact
There is no reasonable alternative

Assessment Difficulties
9.19

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issues relating to
creating sustainable places.
Surface Coal Mining and Minerals

Main
Issue No.
9

Summary of Impact
The preferred option for the Council is
a new area of search. This option is
likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts with the
exception
of
population,
where
significant
positive
environmental
impacts are likely to be experienced.
There are also to be significant
negative environmental impacts in the
short, medium and long term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
Alternative
Option 1.

Alternative
Option 2.

10

The preferred option for the Council is
that an area of search for surface coal
mining should be identified using the
coal resource map for East Ayrshire
with the certain areas/constraints
excluded. This option is likely to have
significant positive and negative
impacts
on
the
environmental
receptors. The short, medium and long
term impacts are likely to be

Alternative
Option 1
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Summary of Impact
The alternative option allows new
workings anywhere in East Ayrshire
subject to proposals meeting with a
detailed set of criteria and is likely to have
significant negative environmental impacts
with the exception of population, where
significant positive environmental impacts
are likely to be experienced. There are
also
to
be
significant
negative
environmental impacts in the short,
medium and long term.
The alternative option does not permit
surface coal mining at new sites, but
allows extraction only at existing sites and
may considered limited extensions to
these sites. The alternative option is likely
to have significant positive environmental
impacts on the environmental receptors.
However, limited extensions to existing
sites may have some environmental
impacts, but this is dependent on the size
and location of the extension. There are
also likely to have significant positive
environmental impacts in the short,
medium and long term.
The alternative option identifies an area of
search with the same set of constraints
‘sieved out’ as was contained in the
OCCSP 2003. Existing and restored sites
would not automatically be excluded from
the area of search. This option is likely to
have significant positive and negative
environmental impacts. The majority of the
short, medium and long terms impacts will
be significant positive, with landscape,

predominantly significant negative;
however, biodiversity, flora and fauna
and population are predicted to have
significant positive impacts and
landscape and geology and health
predicted to have significant positive
and negative impacts.

geology and health having significant
positive and negative impacts and water
having significant negative environmental
impacts over the same timeframe.

Alternative
Option 2

15

The preferred option will identify an
area of search within East Ayrshire
using the resource map for sand and
gravel and is therefore likely to have to
have
significant
negative
environmental impacts with the
exception
of
population,
where
significant
positive
environmental
impacts are likely to be experienced.
There are also to be significant
negative environmental impacts in the
short, medium and long term.

Alternative
Option 1

The alternative option proposes a wider
area of search with only international and
nationally protected areas ‘sieved out’.
The majority of the impacts are significant
negative. However, significant positive
and negative impacts are predicted for
biodiversity, flora and fauna, climate and
health with significant positive impacts for
health. The majority of the short, medium
and long terms impacts will also be
significant positive and negative.
The alternative option does not identify an
area of search, but proposes to have a
criteria based policy to assess any
proposal on its merits. However significant
negative environmental impacts are likely
to be experienced with the exception of
population, where significant positive
environmental impacts are likely to be
experienced. There are also to be
significant negative environmental impacts
in the short, medium and long term.

Assessment Difficulties
9.20

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issues relating to
surface coal mining and minerals.
The Business and Industry Supply

Main
Issue No.
19

20

Summary of Impact
The preferred option was screened out
during the stage 1 assessment.

The preferred option is to change the
designation of the Caponace Industrial
Estate, Cumnock from a safeguarded
business and industrial site to a mixeduse site. Allowing a range of uses on
this site is likely to result in significant
positive and negative environmental
impacts
on
the
environmental
receptors, as well as, in the short,
medium and long term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
Alternative
Option 1

Alternative
Option 1
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Summary of Impact
The alternative option proposes to redesignate the Meiklewood/Mosside site
from a safeguarded business and
industrial site to a mixed-use site. Allowing
a range of uses on this site is likely to
result in significant positive and negative
environmental
impacts
on
the
environmental receptors, as well as, in the
short, medium and long term.
Screened out during the stage 1
assessment.

21

The preferred site was screened out
during the stage 1 assessment.

Alternative
1

site

Alternative sites
2&3

The alternative site at Draffen East,
Stewarton is likely to have significant
negative impacts on landscape and
geology, climate, air, health, population
and material assets. Though development
of the site will have significant positive
environmental
impacts
on
air.
Development of the site is likely to have
short, medium and long term significant
negative environmental impacts.
Screened out during the stage 1
assessment.

Assessment Difficulties
9.21

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issue relating to
business and industry.
The Proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere

Main
Issue No.
26

Summary of Impact
The preferred option, should the
biosphere be confirmed, is likely to
have significant positive environmental
impacts
on
the
environmental
receptors, as well, as in the short,
medium and long term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
Alternative
Option 1

Summary of Impact
Screened out
assessment.

during

the

stage

1

Assessment Difficulties
9.22

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issue relating to the
proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere.
Mauchline’s Future Growth and Infrastructure

Main
Issue No.
29

Summary of Impact
The preferred option is to identify
housing land to accommodate a
western relief road. The preferred
option is likely to have significant
positive and negative environmental
impacts, as well as, in the short,
medium and long term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
Alternative
option

Summary of Impact
This option will not provide a traffic relief
proposal. Therefore, the alternative option
is likely to have significant positive and
negative environmental impacts, as well
as, in the short, medium and long term.

Assessment Difficulties
9.23

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issue relating to
Mauchline’s Future Growth and Infrastructure.
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Planning for Renewable Energy
Main
Issue No.
32

33

Summary of Impact
Should a new area of search not be
identified, the preferred option is to
develop a criteria based approach.
However
significant
negative
environmental impacts are likely to be
experienced with the exception of
population, where significant positive
environmental impacts are likely to be
experienced. There are also to be
significant negative environmental
impacts in the short, medium and long
term.
The preferred option aims to provide a
clear
policy
framework
for
developments of less than 20mw with
tip height in excess of 20 metres. The
approach will detail areas which have
capacity for small-medium scale
development as well as areas
unsuitable
for
this
type
of
development. The preferred option is
likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts on the majority
of the environmental receptors, with
the exception of climate, where
significant positive and negative
environmental impacts are likely to be
experienced. Overall, there are likely
to be significant positive environmental
impacts in the short, medium and long
term.

Reasonable
Alternative(s)
Alternative
Option

Summary of Impact

Alternative
Option

The alternative option states that given the
pressure for and the impact of large scale
wind farm developments, the spatial
approach to renewable energy contained
in the LDP should focus only on proposals
in excess of 20MW. For small-medium
scale proposals, the LDP will contain a
criteria based policy outlining the key
considerations against which any proposal
should be assessed. It is likely that the
alternative option is likely to have
significant negative environmental impacts
on the majority of the environmental
receptors, with the exception of climate,
where significant positive and negative
environmental impacts are likely to be
experienced. Overall, there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts
in the short, medium and long term.

There is no reasonable alternative.

Assessment Difficulties
9.24

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the main issue relating to
renewable energy.
Stage 2 Assessment Results of Mixed Use Development Sites

Site Ref
006B

269B

284B

Summary of Impact
Re-designation of the Templeton
Roundabout site from business and
industrial to mixed-use is likely to have
significant positive and negative
environmental impacts. These impacts
are also likely to be experienced in the
short, medium and long term.
Re-designation of the Glaisnock Glen
site from business and industrial to
mixed-use is likely to have significant
positive environmental impacts, which
are also likely to be experienced in the
short, medium and long term.
Re-designation of the East Main Street
site from business and industrial to

Reasonable Alternative
There are no alternative options as the change to mixed use
status from a safeguarded business and industrial site relates
to the assessment of Main Issue 14 of the business and
industrial chapter of the MIR.

As above.

As above.
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mixed-use is likely to have significant
positive and negative environmental
impacts. These impacts are also likely
to be experienced in the short,
medium and long term.
Re-designation of the Ayr Road site
from business and industrial to mixeduse is likely to have significant positive
and negative environmental impacts.
These impacts are also likely to be
experienced in the short, medium and
long term.
Re-designation of the Furnace Road
site from business and industrial to
mixed-use is likely to have significant
positive and negative environmental
impacts. These impacts are also likely
to be experienced in the short,
medium and long term.

161B

049B

As above.

As above.

Assessment Difficulties
9.25

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the mixed use development
sites.
Stage 2 Assessment Results of Safeguarded Business and Industrial Site

Main
Issue No.
007B

Summary of Impact

Reasonable Alternative(s)

The extension to the Barony
Road/Highhouse Industrial Estate,
Auchinleck is likely to have significant
positive and negative environmental
impacts. These impacts are also likely
to be experienced in the short,
medium and long term.

There are no alternative options to the proposed extension as
it relates to the assessment of Main Issue 14 of the business
and industrial chapter of the MIR

Assessment Difficulties
9.26

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the extension to the
Safeguarded Business and Industrial Estate.
Cumulative Impact Assessment

9.27

During the Stage 2 assessments, the objectives and main issues as well as their
reasonable alternatives were assessed for cumulative and synergistic impacts.
Only the preferred options have been used to assess the overall cumulative
impact on East Ayrshire, as these options are the ones that the Council
considered meets with sustainable economic growth. Should the preferred
options change to one of the reasonable alternatives as the LDP process
progresses, then the summary table will be revised to reflect these changes in
the Environmental Report for the proposed plan. A summary of the cumulative
impacts is presented below, as well as an overall conclusion on the cumulative
and synergistic impacts that the MIR is likely to have on the environment.
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Main
Issue
Report:
Preferred Options
Objective 2
Objective 10
Objective 11
Objective 12
Main Issue 3
Main Issue 9
Main Issue 10
Main Issue 15
Main Issue 19
Main Issue 20
Main Issue 21
Main Issue 26
Main Issue 29
Main Issue 32
Main Issue 33
Overall
Impact

Cumulative

Summary of Cumulative Impact
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive environmental impacts
Unknown
significant positive environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
The preferred option was screened out during the stage 1
assessment.
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
The preferred option was screened out during the stage 1
assessment.
significant positive environmental impacts
significant positive and negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
significant negative environmental impacts
significant positive and negative environmental impacts

Site assessments
9.28

The Stage 2 site assessments (as contained in Appendix E) have concluded that
due to the lack of development in the vicinity of these sites, the potential for
cumulative impacts was negligible. This situation will be monitored as the LDP
process progresses to proposed plan. Should this situation change then the
cumulative impacts will be re-assessed and the results will be detailed in the
proposed plan Environmental Report.
Assessment Difficulties

9.29

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the cumulative impacts of the
objectives, main issues, reasonable alternatives and the development sites taken
forward to the Stage 2 assessments.
Synergistic Impact Assessment

9.30

Synergistic impacts occur when the combination of individual and unrelated
impacts combine to produce a different impact to the sum of the individual
impacts concerned. Synergistic impacts are anticipated through the
interrelationship of different plans, programmes and strategies as promoted by
Council services e.g. a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions will positively
impact on biodiversity conservation and protection and can also impact on air
quality, by reducing pollution levels, which can lead to a reduction in asthma.

9.31

At the MIR stage of the LDP process, the Stage 2 assessments (contained in
Appendix E) have noted that overall there are likely to be significant positive and
negative synergistic impacts on the environment as a result of those objectives,
main issues and sites that were taken forward to the stage 2 assessment.
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Assessment Difficulties
9.32

There were no assessment difficulties in assessing the synergistic impacts of the
objectives, main issues, reasonable alternatives and the development sites taken
forward to the Stage 2 assessments.

10.

Enhancement and Mitigation

10.1.

Where the stage 2 assessments indicated that there were likely to be adverse
impacts as a result of the objective, main issue, reasonable alternatives and
development sites, mitigation measures were proposed to reduce the overall
environmental impact to an acceptable or negligible level for each of the
environmental receptors that are affected. The stage 2 assessments also
propose enhancement measures where appropriate and, as with the mitigation
measures, these are identified against the individual environmental receptors in
the stage 2 assessments.

10.2

As the majority of the enhancement and mitigation measures are extensive, it is
considered that by including them all in the main text of the Environment Report,
would make the document difficult to follow. Appendix E provides full details of
the enhancement and mitigation measures.

11.

Monitoring

11.1

The MIR objectives, main issues and developments sites that are likely to have
significant environmental impacts are required to be monitored, to ensure that
adverse and unforeseen impacts do not arise or can be easily identified and
remedied. The draft Monitoring Measures are provided below:
Table 19: Draft Monitoring Measures
Environmental Issues to
be Monitored
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity,
Fauna

Population

Flora

and

Objective of Monitoring

Target

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on landscape and
geology within East Ayrshire.

The landscape and geological
resources of East Ayrshire are
protected
and
their
setting
preserved.
Enhancement
of
biodiversity
across East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on the natural heritage
designations
within
East
Ayrshire.

To monitor the impacts of
permanent
population
increases and increases of
day visitors to East Ayrshire.

No irreversible losses of valuable
sites, areas of important green
space, riverbanks etc or protected
species/habitats
within
East
Ayrshire.
Settlements in East Ayrshire are
able to accommodate increases in
population in terms of the
resources and impacts on the
natural environment.
New developments are located
within walkable distance of basic
amenities and public transportation
routes.
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Human Health

Soil

Water

Air
Climate

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on SIMD figures and
Hospital Admission Figures
and
to
note
any
increases/decreases in the
baseline data.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on soil resources within
East Ayrshire.

To monitor the impact of the
LDP
on
the
water
environment
within
East
Ayrshire.
To monitor the impact of the
LDP on air quality within East
Ayrshire.
To monitor the impact of the
LDP on climate change within
East Ayrshire.

Reduction in the hospital admission
rates in East Ayrshire as a result of
environmental factors.
New developments provide new
walking and cycling networks and
that these are interlinked with
existing networks.
No excessive air, water, noise or
light
pollution
for
new
developments.
No loss of prime quality agricultural
land or other soil resources in East
Ayrshire.
No significant change or loss to the
percentage of rural land.
No degradation of water quality.
No increase in the risk of flooding
within East Ayrshire settlements.
No increase in pollutants into the
atmosphere.
Climate change reduction in line
with Scottish Government Policy.
No increase in the risk of flooding
within East Ayrshire settlements
Reduction in the carbon emissions
into the atmosphere.

Material Assets

To monitor the impact on
areas of protected open
space.
To monitor the impact on
paths and cycle routes
throughout East Ayrshire.
To monitor the impact of the
LDP on waste and energy
consumption
within
East
Ayrshire.

Cultural Heritage

To monitor the impact of the
LDP on cultural heritage
within East Ayrshire.
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Areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other
organic
soils
or
woodland/groups of trees are
protected.
All new developments are located
close to existing public transport
hubs, path and cycle networks and
areas of open space.
No loss of protected open space,
playing fields and other important
recreational open space within
East Ayrshire.
Targets for landfill diversion and
recycling met and improved upon.
The use of measures to reduce
carbon emissions and promote the
use of renewable energy promoted.
All cultural heritage resources are
protected within East Ayrshire.

Appendix A: Map of East Ayrshire
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Appendix B: Main Plan’s, Programmes and Strategies to be used to inform the development of the MIR
Plan, Programme or Strategy

International
The Kyoto Protocol 1997

The Rio Declaration
Development

on

Environment

and

The Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable
Development

European
EU Habitats Directive

EU Water Framework Directive

EU Birds Directive

Main/Key Issues of the Document

Implications for the LDP

The Kyoto Protocol aims to limit, as well as, reduce
emissions of greenhouse gases. The Protocol places
a limit on anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions
with a view to reduce overall emissions by a minimum
of 5% and ideally below 8% by 2012, when the
commitment period is expires.
The 1992 deceleration set the founding principles on
sustainable development that were adopted by the
international community
The 2002 declaration built upon the principles
established through the Rio Declaration and further
developed principles of sustainable development and
sought international commitment to these Sustainable
Development Principles

The MIR/PLDP has a role in contributing to these
objectives through integrating and promoting
sustainable transport networks within the context of
land use planning in order to help reduce emissions
into the atmosphere.

The Directive requires the protection of species and
habitats listed in the Annex’s to the Directive by the
identification and classification of Special Protection
Areas (SPA’s).
The Directive is a broad strategy for the management
of water and includes a requirement for all EU
Member States to ensure that they achieve good
ecological status for all surface and ground water by
2015 and to limit the quantity of groundwater
extraction in order to protect ecology. The Directive
requires the production of River Basin Management
plans as key way of achieving the aims of the
Directive.
The Directive relates to all naturally occurring birds in
the wild within the European Union and addresses the
protection - through the identification and
classification of Special Areas for Conservation
(SAC’s) - management and control of these species
and identifies rules for their exploitation. The
provisions apply to birds, their eggs, nests and

The MIR/PLDP is required to protect SPA’s from loss
or damage by development.
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The MIR/PLDP has a
sustainable development.

duty

to

contribute

to

The MIR/PLDP has a
sustainable development.

duty

to

contribute

to

The MIR/PLDP should ensure that there is no
degradation of water bodies, no adverse impacts on
the water environment and should support
sustainable water management practices.

The MIR/PLDP is required to protect SAC’s from loss
or damage by development.

habitats.
The Directive sets a reduction of target of 75% of the
1995 levels and 35% of the 1995 levels of waste sent
to landfill by 2013 and 2020 respectively.
The Programme aims to deliver the Kyoto Protocol
commitments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to
8% below 1990 levels by 2012.

EU Landfill Directive
European Climate Change Programme

National Legislation, Plans
Strategies
National Planning Framework 2

Policies

Zero Waste Plan

The MIR/PLDP should commit/contribute to the
overall reduction in greenhouse gas emissions
through integrating and promoting sustainable
transport networks within the context of land use
planning in order to help reduce emissions into the
atmosphere.

and

Choosing our Future: Scotland’s Sustainable
Development Strategy
National Waste Plan 2003

The MIR/PLDP should contribute to the targets set by
the Directive in the context of land use planning.

The NPF 2 guides the spatial development of
Scotland to 2030 and sets out strategic development
priorities to support the Scottish Government’s ethos
of promoting sustainable economic growth. The NPF
2 also takes forward this commitment, in policy terms,
as well as the Government’s policy commitment to
climate change
This document supports the UK Sustainable
Development Strategy and focus on Scotland’s efforts
and policies.
The plan brings together Area Waste Plans and sets
out an action plan to reduce landfill waste in line EU
targets and to increase recycling, composting and the
energy from waste.
The Zero Waste Plan is intended to create a stable
framework that will provide confidence for the
investment necessary to deliver a zero waste
Scotland over the next 10 years. It does this by setting
out a Mission and Vision for the long term. Within that
context the Plan sets strategic directions in the key
areas of activity for the medium term up to 5 years,
with specific actions setting out immediate priorities.
The Zero Waste Plan sets out the following targets:




Target of 70% recycling and maximum 5% to
landfill by 2025 for all Scotland’s waste;
Landfill bans for specific waste types;
Source segregation and separate collection of
specific waste types; and
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The MIR/PLDP should contribute to the development
priorities and the Scottish Government’s policy
commitments. The MIR/PLDP should also take
forward those national priorities which impact on East
Ayrshire: the Central Scotland Green Network and
Grid Reinforcements to support Renewable Energy
Developments.
The MIR/PLDP should incorporate a commitment to
sustainable development as far as is reasonably
possible.
The MIR/PLDP should give contribute to waste
management targets through the consideration of
facilities for waste recycling, recovery, disposal etc.
The MIR/PLDP should contribute to the targets set by
the Zero Waste Plan in the context of land use
planning.



Nature Conservation (Scotland) Act 2004

Water Environment
(Scotland) Act 2003

and

Water

Services

Flood Risk Management (Scotland) Act 2009

Restrictions on inputs to energy from waste
facilities.
The Act places a duty on public bodies in relation to
conservation of biodiversity and increases protection
for SSSI’s
The Act sets out the arrangements for the protection
of the water environment. The aim of the Act is to
protect and improve the ecological status of the water
environment whilst also protecting the social and
economic interests of those who depend on the water
environment.
The Act more sustainable and modern approach to
flood risk management, suited to the needs of the
21st century and to the impact of climate change. The
Act will also create a more joined up and coordinated
process to manage flood risk at a national and local
level. Specific measures within the Flood Risk
Management (Scotland) Act 2009 include:

A framework for coordination and cooperation
between all organisations involved in flood risk
management;

Assessment of flood risk and preparation of flood
risk management plans;

New responsibilities for SEPA, Scottish Water
and local authorities in relation to flood risk
management;

A revised, streamlined
protection schemes;

process

for

flood


New methods to enable stakeholders and the
public to contribute to managing flood risk, and;

A single enforcement authority for the safe
operation of Scotland's reservoirs.
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The MIR/PLDP needs to protect biodiversity in
accordance with the Act including avoidance of
adverse impacts on sites, habitats and species of
value as defined within the Scottish Biodiversity
Strategy and associated priority lists.
The MIR/PLDP must take into account of the
potential effect of its implementation on the
ecological status of the water environment.

The MIR/PLDP must take into account the provisions
of the Act, in particular the assessment of flood risk
and the preparation of flood risk management plans.

Scottish Planning Policy (SPP)

Scottish Planning Policy sets out :

the Scottish Government's view of the purpose of
planning;

The MIR/PLDP should take account of the SPP the
core principles and Scottish Government’s policy to
achieve sustainable economic growth as well as the
thematic policy topics.


the core principles for the operation of the system
and the objectives for key parts of the system;

statutory guidance on sustainable development
and planning under Section 3E of the Planning etc.
(Scotland) Act 2006,

concise subject planning policies, including the
implications
for
development
planning
and
development management, and

the Scottish Government's expectations of the
intended outcomes of the planning system.
Alongside policy on development plans, development
management, community engagement, sustainable
development, climate change and sustainable
economic growth, the SPP sets out policy on
economic development, town centres and retailing,
housing, rural development, fish farming, coastal
planning, historic environment, landscape and natural
heritage, open space and recreation, green belts,
transport, renewable energy, flooding and drainage,
waste management, minerals, onshore oil and gas
operations, surface coal mining and communications
infrastructure.
UK Biodiversity Action Plan

Scottish Biodiversity: It’s in Your Hands – A
Strategy for the Conservation and Enhancement
of biodiversity in Scotland (2204)

The Action Plan develops national strategies for the
conservation of habitats and species in the UK. It
includes action plans for the conservation of 391
species.
The Strategy aims to promote a sense of
responsibility and stewardship over Scotland’s
biodiversity and aims to be a world leader in the field
by 2030. The Strategy also emphasises the
importance for land use planners of considering
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The MIR/PLDP should seek to support targets
identified in the UK Action Plan for species and
habitats that the MIR/PLDP is likely to affect.
The MIR/PLDP should support the conservation of
biodiversity and encourage biodiversity to be
incorporated into new design.

Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003

The Scottish Soil Framework (2009)

The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997

biodiversity and to incorporate this into design of new
developments.
The Act establishes rights of way across land and
gives communities the rights to buy lands. It also
requires Authorities to draw up and adopt a set of
Core Paths in their areas.
The Framework’s main aim is to promote the
sustainable management and protection of soils
consistent
with
the
economic,
social
and
environmental needs of Scotland.
The Act details the approach to be taken by planning
for listed buildings, conservation areas, and gardens
and designed landscapes.

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Act 1979

The Act gives legal protection to scheduled
monuments and important archaeological areas.

Scottish Historic Environment Policy

The Scottish Historic Environment Policy (SHEP)
document sets out Scottish Minister policies for the
historic environment, provides greater policy direction
for Historic Scotland and provides a framework that
informs the day-to-day work of a range of
organisations that have a role and interest in
managing the historic environment.
The Strategy aims to improve journey times and
connections; reduce emissions and improve the
quality, accessibility and affordability of public
transport. The Strategy also aims to promote
economic growth, in particular, the regeneration of
certain areas by an integrated transport strategy.
The Strategy sets out a series of aims to reflect
priorities for economic growth, including learning skills
and well-being, supportive business environments,
infrastructure development and place, and effective
government and equity.

Scotland’s National Transport Strategy (2006)

Scotland’s Economic Strategy (2007)

Regional Plans
Ayrshire Joint Structure
Sustainable Ayrshire

Plan:

Growing

a

The AJSP provides the strategic planning context for
the adopted East Ayrshire Local Plan.

A Catalyst for Change: the Regional Transport
Strategy for the West of Scotland 2008-2021.

The strategy aims for a world class sustainable
transport system that acts as a catalyst for an
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The MIR/PLDP should reflect and protect the Core
Paths as identified in the East Ayrshire Core Path
Plan and help to improve access to these routes.
The MIR/PLDP should ensure that any development
in the area does not degrade the soil quality of the
area and is sensitively sited and designed in
accordance with the framework.
The MIR/PLDP should ensure that listed buildings,
conservation areas, and gardens and designed
landscapes and their settings are protected and not
adversely impacted by new development.
The MIR/PLDP should ensure that scheduled
monuments and archaeological areas are protected
and not adversely affected by new development.
The MIR/PLDP should take account of the policies
within the document.

The MIR/PLDP should require, where possible, that
new development is suitably located and designed to
aid accessibility to public transport.

The MIR/PLDP should incorporate the aims of the
strategy during its development.

The MIR/PLDP should consider whether the
objectives, strategy and/or policies are to be
subsumed into the MIR/PLDP.
The MIR/PLDP should aim to minimise transport
related emissions and the consumption of energy

Ayrshire, Dumfries and Galloway Area Waste
Plan

Ayrshire Local Biodiversity Action Plan: The
Conservation and Enhancement of Ayrshire’s
Biodiversity 2007-2010.

Ayrshire and Arran Woodland Strategy

improved quality of life for all. The objectives of the
strategy include improving safety and security,
promoting and facilitating access for all and to protect
the environment by minimising emissions and
consumption of resources and energy by the transport
system.
The area waste plan seeks to implement the
provisions and targets of the National Waste Strategy
and to reduce the amount of waste going to landfill by
focusing on recycling, composting and other recovery
methods.
The Action Plan clearly identifies priority habitats and
species which require attention. Furthermore, it sets
out what specific actions are required; who should
lead such action and determines the timetable action
should follow. The aims of the Action Plan are to:



safeguard against reduction of priority species
populations;



safeguard against net loss of area or quality of
key habitats in Ayrshire;



identify and record location and extent of key
species and habitats in Ayrshire;



set and pursue targets for the extension and
enhanced management of priority species and
habitats in Ayrshire;



raise awareness of biodiversity generally and
encourage involvement across all sectors of the
community; and



set up adequate monitoring systems so progress
of the plan can be measured.

The strategy seeks to guide the development and
management of woodland to support the local
economy, contribute to community well-being and
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and resources.

The MIR/PLDP should reflect the targets and
provisions of the Areas Waste Plan.

The MIR/PLDP should safeguard priority species and
habitats and ensure management of priority species
and habitats.

The MIR/PLDP should protect woodland and
promote community woodlands in line with the
strategy.

promote environmental excellence. The Strategy aims
to:

safeguard and enhance areas of native and seminatural woodland and promote development of wildlife
corridors;

Ayrshire Landscape Assessment

East Ayrshire Council Plans and Strategies
East Ayrshire Council Community Plan



safeguard and enhance policy woodlands;



Landscape renewal and enhancement; and



The promotion of community woodlands

The assessment provides information about
landscape character for use by planning authorities in
the preparation and review of their development plans
and in the scoping and production of environmental
assessments.

The MIR/PLDP should protect the
character types within East Ayrshire.

landscape

The Community Plan sets out a structured way to The MIR/PLDP should reflect the aims of the
plan, provide for and promote services in the Community Plan in land use planning terms.
community and to improve all aspects of life in East
Ayrshire through a partnership approach involving
EAC Scottish Enterprise Ayrshire, the NHS, SPT,
Strathclyde Fire Brigade, Strathclyde Policy and East
Ayrshire Communities.

East Ayrshire Sustainable Development Strategy

The objective of the Strategy is to inform and raise
awareness of sustainable development good practice
across all sectors of the East Ayrshire community by
ensuring that the social, economic and environmental
impacts of Council activities and decisions in both the
short and long term are fully considered to take
cognisance of the principles of sustainable
development.

The MIR/PLDP should reflect the aims and
provisions of the Sustainable Development Strategy
and should promote and encourage sustainable
development in East Ayrshire.

East Ayrshire Council Local Transport Strategy

Promotes initiatives which increase the relative
attractiveness of public transport, walking and cycling
and reduce car dependency.

The MIR/PLDP should integrate the LTS where
possible in terms of integration with land use
planning.
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East Ayrshire Outdoor Access Strategy

A proactive framework to enable access to land and
inland water for outdoor recreation to be developed in
a
co-ordinated
manner,
development
and
implementation of paths for walker, riders and cyclists;
and implementation and monitoring of a Core Path
Network.

The MIR/PLDP should reflect the aims of the strategy
where possible and should protect the core paths.

East Ayrshire Core Path Plan

The main objective of the Core Path Plan is to
develop a document detailing a network of paths
giving sufficient access for each community. It details
the Core Path Network in and between settlements
and links into the Core Path Network of North and
South Ayrshire.
The Open Space Audit and Strategy will provide the
basis for forward planning to cater for the needs of the
population through a system of public parks, amenity
open spaces and sports pitches. The strategy is
intended to help to inform decisions regarding the
provision, development and management of open
space over the next decade.

The MIR/PLDP should protect the Core Paths from
development and improve access to these routes.

East Ayrshire Open Space Strategy (including
the Cemetery Strategy and Sports Pitch
Strategy)

East Ayrshire Climate Change Declaration

Kilmarnock Integrated Urban Development Plan

The Open Space Strategy sets a strategic vision for
the provision, development, regeneration and
management of the open spaces within the East
Ayrshire region, bringing together the audit and
assessment with clear policies and a set of priorities
for action
The Declaration seeks to contribute to the delivery of
the UK and Scotland’s Climate Change Programme,
which includes:

Reduction in greenhouse gas emissions;

Adapting to future climate change scenarios;

Set targets and actions, recording outcomes
achieved in an annual statement; and

To ensure that these measures are incorporated
into other plan’s, programmes and strategies.
The IUDP aims to address the immediate and
forthcoming needs of the town, both for residents, but
also for business and visitors, by generating a
forward-looking, yet deliverable vision for Kilmarnock.
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The MIR/PLDP should reflect and incorporate the
strategic vision for the provision, development,
regeneration and management of the open spaces
and take forward, where possible, the policies and
recommendations contained within the Open Space
Strategy

The MIR/PLDP should contribute to the national
climate change targets.

The MIR/PLDP should reflect the aims of the IUDP.

East Ayrshire Long Term Development Strategy:
Landscape
Assessment
of
Potential
Development Areas.

The
Landscape
Assessment
of
Potential
Development Areas assesses the local landscape
capacity within these areas to accommodate housing
development
without
unacceptable
adverse
landscape and visual effects on landscape character,
landscape designations, and the appearance and
landscape setting of settlements within the study area.
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The MIR/PLDP should ensure that development
occurs only where the landscape has capacity to
absorb development as set out in the Strategy.

APPENDIX C: CONSULTATION AUTHORITY RESPONSES RECEIVED IN RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION ON THE SCOPING
REPORT AND THE COUNCIL’S OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDED COURSE OF ACTION

List of Respondents

Name and Address of Respondent

Representation

Scottish Environment Protection Agency, per June Dawson, Senior Planning Officer, East
Kilbride Office, Redwood Crescent, Peel Park, East Kilbride, G74 5PP

SEA 001

Scottish Natural Heritage, per Dorothy Simpson, Operations Manager, Strathclyde and
Ayrshire, 19 Wellington Square, Ayr, KA7 1EZ

SEA 002

Historic Scotland, per Andrew Stevenson, Senior Heritage Management Officer (SEA),
Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH

SEA 003

60

Rep. No

Synopsis of Issue Raised

Council’s Observations and Recommended Course of Action

SEA 001

Scottish Environment Protection Agency, per June Dawson,
Senior Planning Officer, East Kilbride Office, Redwood Crescent,
Peel Park, East Kilbride, G74 5PP
I refer to your Scoping consultation submitted under the above Act in
respect of the East Ayrshire Council Local Development Plan. This
was received by SEPA via the Scottish Government SEA Gateway
on 12 August 2010. As required under Section 15(2) of the Act,
SEPA has considered the document submitted and comments as
follows in respect of the scope and level of detail to be included in the
Environmental Report (ER).

The comments of the respondent are noted.

The scoping report was considered to be concise and easy to follow
and set the context for the proposed Local Development Plan

The comments of the respondent are appreciated and welcomed.

The Scottish SEA Toolkit (available for download at:
www.scotland.gov.uk/Publications/2006/09/13104943/0)
provides
guidance to Responsible Authorities about the type of information
that is expected to be provided at each SEA stage. SEPA has used
the toolkit to inform this scoping response which is attached as Annex
1.

Noted.

On completion, the Environmental Report and the East Ayrshire
Council Local Development Plan to which it relates should be
submitted
to
the
Scottish
Government
SEA
Gateway
(sea.gateway@scotland.gsi.gov.uk) which will forward it to the
Consultation Authorities.

Noted.

If you wish to discuss any of the content of this response, please do
not hesitate to contact me on 01355 574200 or via SEPA’s SEA
Gateway at sea.gateway@sepa.org.uk .

The offer of further discussion by the respondent is welcomed.

General Comments
As we discussed at our meeting on 19 May 2010 and response of 9
June 2010 regarding the draft scoping report, we consider the report
to be thorough and contain most of the elements that SEPA would
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The comments of the respondent are welcomed and appreciated.

Rep. No

Synopsis of Issue Raised

Council’s Observations and Recommended Course of Action

normally wish to see addressed at this stage. The subsequent
changes that have been made are noted. We have however a few
detailed comments that you may wish to consider and are set out
below.
Detailed Comments
For ease of reference the following comments are provided in the
same order as the scoping report.

Noted.

1. Table 1
1.1 The changes made to the points regarding flood risk
management under Climate (Pg 7) are welcomed.

The comments of the respondent are welcomed and appreciated.

1.2 Under Health (Pg 9) the text for the last statement in the SEA
Objectives column need to be amended for clarity.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council has added ‘help
to’ to the SEA objective to clarify the purpose of the MIR in this regard. The
SEA objective now reads as follows:
‘The MIR should help to improve the environment and quality of life for
residents.’

1.3 Under Pollution (Pg 10) the wording of the first statement under
SEA Objectives needs amended as above. The additional statement
regarding seeking improvements to air and water quality is also
welcomed.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council has amended
the SEA objective by adding in ‘detrimental increases, to clarify the purpose of
the objective. The SEA objective now reads as follows:
‘New development should not lead to detrimental increases in air, water, noise
pollution and ambient light illumination.’
Please note that the Council has deleted the Pollution section of Table 4 and
subsumed the SEA objective into Human Health and also in to the sections on
soil, air and water.

2. Existing Environmental Issues and Problems
2.1 It is considered that this section may benefit from the inclusion of
positive environmental features of the area. This may result in the
proposed plan identifying appropriate measures to protect them if
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The comments of the respondent are duly noted. However, the section is on
existing environmental issues and problems, which does not lend itself to
adding positive environmental features of East Ayrshire within the section as

Rep. No

Synopsis of Issue Raised

Council’s Observations and Recommended Course of Action

necessary.

these are not seen to be environmental issues and problems. The Council
believes that the baseline environmental data details the positive
environmental features of the area and this is the best place to highlight the
significant natural and built environmental features that positively promote
East Ayrshire.

3. Table 4
3.1 Under Health (Pg 17) the final statement under SEA Objective
again needs amended as above.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The SEA objective in Table 4
(now table 3 in the Environmental Report) will be amended as detailed above
in relation to Table 1.

4. Cumulative and Synergistic Assessments
4.1 It is noted under para 7.11 that the potential for cumulative and
synergistic impacts in relation to neighbouring authorities will also be
assessed.

The comments of the respondent are correct. As the Council’s assessment
process has progressed through other SEA’s, the stage 2 assessment
matrices detail if there are any cumulative and synergistic impacts and what
these impacts are likely to be. The Environmental Report then will provide a
summary of these impacts in the section on cumulative and synergistic
impacts.

5. Consultation
5.1 The proposed period of 8 weeks for consultation on the ER is
acceptable to SEPA.

The comments of the respondent are welcomed and appreciated. For clarity
the 8 week consultation period relates to the MIR and it will be a 6 week
consultation period for the Proposed Plan.

6. Mitigation and Monitoring
6.1 It is noted that monitoring indicators will be developed and
produced in draft form for the MIR environmental report and in a
finalised state for the PLDP. Please note, we would be willing to
provide assistance to your authority when developing these
indicators.
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The comments of the respondent are noted. The offer of assistance to develop
the monitoring indicators is welcomed and appreciated by the Council.

Rep. No

Synopsis of Issue Raised

Council’s Observations and Recommended Course of Action

SEA 002

Scottish Natural Heritage, per Dorothy Simpson, Operations
Manager, Strathclyde and Ayrshire, 19 Wellington Square, Ayr,
KA7 1EZ
I refer to your Scoping Report received from the Scottish Government
Gateway on 13 August 2010. In accordance with Section 15(2) of the
Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act 2005, I have reviewed the
report on behalf of Scottish Natural Heritage in its role as
Consultation Authority under the Act. Our comments on the scope
and level of detail to be included in the Environmental Report and on
the duration of the proposed consultation period are set out below.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted.

We are content with the scope and level of detail proposed for the
SEA, which is set out in a way we found easy to follow. We believe
using the outcomes of the assessment in this scoping report will
inform the Main Issues Report (MIR) and the subsequent Proposed
Local Development Plan (PLDP) process. We note the consultation
period of 8 weeks is proposed for the Environmental Report (ER) and
we are content with this.

The comments of the respondent are welcomed and appreciated. For
clarification, the consultation period of 8 weeks relates to the MIR and there
will be a consultation period of 6 weeks for the Proposed Plan.

One key issue we would draw to the attention of the responsible
authority is the requirements of Article 6(3) of the Habitats
Regulations Assessment (HRA). The requirements are for any plan
or project, to be subject to an ‘appropriate assessment’. The SEA and
HRA are separate processes, although they can be undertaken in
parallel. There could, however, be implications for the timescales for
delivery of the Proposed Local Development Plan as a result of the
need for this other process.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council will prepare a
Habitats Regulation Assessment using the guidance provided by SNH. The
Council will consult with SNH throughout the HRA process. At this present
time, the Council does not anticipate any difficulties in completing both the
SEA and HRA separately.

More details on this and other aspects of Scoping Report are
contained in the appendix attached to this letter. We understand that
we will be separately consulted on our views regarding the
environmental report, the Main Issues Report and Local Development
Plan.

The comments of the respondent are noted. SNH will be consulted on all
documents relating to the MIR and Proposed Plan.
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Rep. No

Synopsis of Issue Raised

Council’s Observations and Recommended Course of Action

1. General Comments
Scope of the MIR
Justification for the focus of the MIR is set out in para 2.6. We expect
the monitoring statement to form part of the ER in order that all
parties are clear on the reasons for selection of main issues.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. It is not the role of the
Environmental Report to justify why the main issues have been selected but to
assess their environmental impacts. The Council is of the view that SEA is an
assessment tool to aid decision-making not to take the decision itself.

Habitat Regulations Assessment
We note the reference to undertaking an Appropriate Assessment in
Table 1 in relation to the environmental receptor, Biodiversity, Flora
and Fauna. By use of this term we understand this is a reference to
Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive which requires that any plan or
project, which is not directly connected with or necessary to the
management of a European site, but would be likely to have a
significant effect on such a site, either individually or in combination
with other plans or projects, shall be subject to an ‘appropriate
assessment’ of its implication for the European site in view of the
site’s conservation objectives.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council will undertake a
Habitats Regulation Appraisal for both the MIR and Proposed Plan. The latter
may be an addendum to the MIR HRA if acceptable instead of a new
assessment. The terminology in table 1 has been altered from ‘appropriate
assessment’ to ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’.

The term ‘Habitats Regulations Appraisal’ is used here by SNH to
encompass the decision on whether the plan should be subject to
appraisal, the ‘screening’ process for determining whether an
‘appropriate assessment’ is required, as well as any ‘appropriate
assessment’ that may be required. It is important to remember that
an appropriate assessment is only required where the plan-making
body determines that the plan is likely to have a significant effect on a
European site in Great Britain, (or a European Offshore Marine Site),
either alone or in combination with other plans or projects, and the
plan is not directly connected with or necessary to the management
of the site.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted.

With this background in mind we draw your attention to SNH’s
recently published guidance on our web site ‘Habitats Regulations
Appraisal of Plans Guidance for Plan-Making Bodies in Scotland,
Version 1.0, August 2010’ prepared by David Tyldesley and
Associates. This makes clear that the SEA and HRA are separate

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council will follows
SNH’s guidance when undertaking the HRA. For the avoidance of doubt, the
SEA and the HRA will be undertaken separately and produced as separate
documents.
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processes, although they can be undertaken in parallel, but our
advice for the avoidance of doubt about what level of assessment is
being used, is that, although some early stages of SEA and Habitats
Regulations Appraisal may usefully be combined, because of their
differing procedures and tests, it is better to keep the two processes
distinct and to produce separate reports or records.
Central Scotland Green Network (CSGN)
Table 1 in the section on Baseline Environmental Data places the
issue of the Central Scotland Green Network (CSGN) in as an
environmental receptor only in the section relating to Biodiversity,
Flora and Fauna. As we noted in our response to the draft Scoping
report we believe this project also has implications for Human Health,
Climate and Material Assets. Consultation on CSGN is currently
being completed, but these issues have already been identified by
Scottish Government as part of the project in its description in the
second National Planning Framework where it states that CSGN will
be:

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The CSGN SEA objectives
will also be added to Human Health, Climate and Material Assets where
appropriate.

“...a step change in environmental quality, woodland cover and
recreational opportunities...[and] make Central Scotland a more
attractive place to live in, do business and visit; help to absorb CO²;
enhance biodiversity; and promote active travel and healthier life
styles.”

For climate, the SEA objective will be as follows:

As a result we believe CSGN has a wider role in local planning and
should be considered more in terms of a policy area. If it is viewed as
such, then the range if environmental impacts that CSGN could have,
can be fully assessed. However, we do acknowledge the scope of
this NPF2 project is still being agreed and if the Council feels it is too
early to embrace this as a policy area, there would be merit noting
that CSGN will have Environmental Implications for the MIR/PLDP for
other Environmental receptors such as Human Health, Climate and
Material Assets.

The SEA objective for Material Assets is as follows:

For Human Health, the SEA objective will be as follows:
‘The MIR should contribute to the Scottish Governments aspirations for the
Central Scotland Green Network in relation to encouraging greater
recreational activity within the network and the corresponding benefits that this
can have on human health.’

‘The MIR should contribute to the Scottish Governments aspirations for the
Central Scotland Green Network in relation to combating the effects of climate
change’.

‘The MIR should encourage the creation of the Central Scotland Green
Network in relation to providing additional natural resources and open spaces
within East Ayrshire.’
Table 4 (now table 3 in the Environmental Report) has been amended to
reflect these changes and new sub-criteria/questions have been added to
Human Health, Climate and Material Assets in relation to the CSGN
The new sub-criteria/questions for Human Health are:
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‘Will the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative provide additional
recreational opportunities within the CSGN?
The new sub-criteria/questions for Climate are:
Will the vision/issue/site contribute to the establishment of the Central
Scotland Green Network and help to reduce the effects of climate change
within East Ayrshire?
The new sub-criteria/questions for Material Assets are:
‘Does the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative contribute to the
aspirations of the CSGN?’
‘Does the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative contribute to the
boundaries of the CSGN’

2. Detailed comments (in the order used in the Scoping Report and
under the same headings)

Noted.

Baseline Environmental Data
Table 1 – Landscape and Geology
The section in this Scoping report on ‘Existing Environmental Issues
and Problems acknowledges as of these issues/problems “...
increasing pressure for new large scale wind farm developments with
implications for landscape and historic environment, scenic quality,
habitats and biodiversity.” This issue is not reflected in the
Environmental Implications on landscape as an Environmental
Receptor. We note this as a matter that may require clarification.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. SNH are correct in their
response and the Council will add this to the environmental implications
section in Table 1 to read:
‘Renewable energy developments, in particular, wind farm development can
have a dramatic impact on the landscape’.
A new SEA objective will be added to tables 1 and 4 (now table 3) and reads
as follows:
‘The MIR should ensure that renewable energy developments, especially wind
farm developments, do not detrimentally impact on the landscape quality of
the area.’
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Table 4 (now table 3) will also include sub-criteria/questions to reflect the SEA
objective, which is as follows:
‘Does the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative, in relation to
renewable energy developments, respect the landscape of the area?’
‘Will the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative, in relation to
renewable energy developments, detrimentally impact on the landscape of the
area?’

SEA objective states: “the MIR/PLDP should ensure that opencast
coal sites are properly restored once mining has ceased”. This should
also include a requirement to provide adequate mitigation for habitat
loss during the operational lifetime of the site as these sites have a
long operational period.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. A new SEA objective will be
added to reflect the responses of SNH, within the biodiversity, flora and fauna
objectives, as follows:
‘The MIR should ensure that all opencast coal sites provide adequate
mitigation for any loss of habitat during the operation lifetime of the site.’
A new sub-criteria/question has been added to table 4 to reflect the SEA
Objective:
‘Will the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative provide mitigation
for any loss of habitats during its operational life?’

Table 1 – Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Under Environmental Implications for the MIR/PLDP in this Table it
states that development ‘within or in close proximity’ to Natura sites
can affect a site. Under SEA objectives in this Table and Table 4 it
also suggests that the plans should ensure that the integrity of all
internationally designated sites ‘within or adjacent’ to the council
boundary are protected. However, development does not necessarily
need to be close to a Natura site in order for that site to be affected.
A plan (for example a LDP) or project (for example a development
proposal) can only be given effect/consented if it can be ascertained
that it would not adversely affect the integrity of a Natura site. We
suggest that this is reflected in the tables.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The text within the
environmental implications has been amended to reflect the comments of SNH
as follows:
‘Some types of non-site specific development can have implications on SPA’s,
SAC’s and SSSI’s and the interests protected within the site’.
The SEA objective has been amended to remove ‘within or adjacent’ and is as
follows:
‘The MIR should ensure that the integrity of all internationally designated sites
to the EAC boundary are protected and preserved.’
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In the comments under SEA Objectives we have a slight concern that
the Scoping Report could encourage re-afforestation on peat soils
and for clarity we suggest adding at the end of this paragraph the
following text:

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The SEA objective will be
reworded as SNH suggest and reads as follows:

Table 1 – Climate

“...also contribute to the Scottish Governments targets on reafforestation without comprising other carbon sinks such as peat
soils.”

‘The MIR should seek to protect trees, soil and peat soils and where possible
seek to enhance these and also contribute to the Scottish Governments
targets on re-afforestation without comprising other carbon sinks such as peat
soils.’

We believe an important Environmental Implication for the MIR/PDLP
relating to the Climate receptor is adaptation to climate change. Thus
the following could be noted under this column:

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The environmental
implication will be added to table 1 and SEA objective will be added to table 1
and 4 (now table 3) respectively.

‘Development can result in fragmentation of green corridors and
routes for species dispersal.”

A new sub-criteria/question will be added to table 4 and reads as follows:
‘Does the vision/objective/issue/site or reasonable alternative identity habitat
networks and promote them in relation to the dispersal of species?’

This would be a key SEA objective expressed as:
“the MIR/PLDP should identify and promote habitat networks which
would facilitate species dispersal”.
Table 1 – Health
As noted above, we believe CSGN aims to promote active travel and
healthier life styles. Thus the delivery of the CSGN could be included
as an SEA objective for assessing the impact on this receptor.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. Please see the response
above in this regard.

Table 1 – Material Assets
Delivery of CSGN could be included as an SEA objective for
assessing the positive and negative impacts on material assets such
as core paths, open space, etc.
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The comments of the respondent are duly noted. As discussed above, the
CSGN has been added as an SEA objective within Material Assets.
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Assessment Methodology
Table 4 – Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
In this table, one of the sub-criteria/questions is:
“can it be determined that the vision/strategy/policy/proposal/site is
not likely to have a significant effect on the SPA or SAC”. As noted
above the HRA process appraises the effects of the plan on the
qualifying interests of Natura sites and this is a separate process with
different tests to SEA.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. For the avoidance of doubt,
the sub-criteria/question highlighted by SNH solely relates to the SEA
assessment process and not the HRA.

Table 4 –population
We suggest a useful Sub-criteria/question that could help assess the
impact of the MIR/PLDP on population may be expressed as the
degree to which settlements are ‘walkable’. We suggest it may also
be useful to include this notion as a SEA objective in Table 1. If the
Council believes there is merit in this we will be pleased to supply
further guidance from our emerging work on ‘Sustainable
Settlements’.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council agree that an
additional sub-criteria/question can be added to population as SNH suggest.
The new sub-criteria/question reads as follows:
‘Are new developments within walkable distance of basic amenities and public
transportation routes?’

Matrix 1 and 2
We were not entirely clear what is meant by the terms of these
Matrices and clarification of the terms ‘Component’ would be useful
as would a worked example of the matrices.

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The term ‘component’ has
been replaced by the term ‘receptor’ to aid comprehension. The assessment
methodology was developed to provide a comprehensive assessment system
throughout the Council’s SEA’s. At the time of the scoping report a worked
example was not provided as the assessment methodology had not been
tested. However, as SNH are aware both the Community Plan and the
Kilmarnock Integrated Urban Development Plan used the assessment
methodology and SNH were happy with the way it operated. Therefore, there
is no need to provide a worked example.

Mitigation and Monitoring
We note you intend to create indicators which will be developed
during the plan preparation process. We believe it would be useful,
even at scoping stage to consider options available should indicators
identify a negative impact. There may also be scope to consider the
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The comments of the respondent are duly noted. However, the Council does
not agree that monitoring indicators should be provided in a scoping report as
scoping occurs so early in the process that it would not be a worthwhile use of
resources since the MIR has not even been developed, or in development, at
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use of a framework to show how you will monitor. Within such a
framework consideration of the use of headings such as; ‘What
needs to be monitored’ (effects), ‘What sort of information is required’
(indicators), ‘Where can the information be obtained’, ‘When could
remedial action be considered’, ‘who is responsible for undertaking
the monitoring’, ‘what remedial actions could be taken’.

the point when the scoping report was submitted.
The Council will consider SNH’s monitoring framework when developing the
monitoring of the MIR and Proposed Plan.

Appendix 1
In the section on European: EU Habitats we note the following:-

The comments of the respondent are duly noted. The Council will amend
Appendix 1 as SNH suggest.

Main/key issues of EU Habitats Directive is described as:
The Directive requires the protection of species and habitats listed in
the Annex’s to the Directive by the identification and classification of
Special Areas of Conservation (SAC’s).

SEA 003

This should more accurately include Special Protection Areas (SPA)
as well as Special Areas of Conservation (SAC). Likewise the
implications for the LDP should include both types of designation
SPA and SAC, but it should be noted that the implication for the LDP
is that it can only be adopted if it can ascertained that it will not
adversely affect the integrity of a Natura site.
Historic
Scotland,
per
Alasdair
McKenzie,
Strategic
Environmental Assessment Teal Leader, Longmore House,
Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Thank you for consulting Historic Scotland on the scoping report for
the environmental assessment of East Ayrshire Council’s Local
Development Plan which was received by the Scottish Government’s
SEA Gateway on 12 August 2010. I have reviewed the scoping report
on behalf of Historic Scotland in its role as a Consultation Authority
under the above Act (section 15). This letter contains the views of
Historic Scotland on the scope and level of detail of the information to
be included in the Environmental Report (part 1), and the duration of
the proposed consultation period (part 2).
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1. Scope of assessment and level of detail
I am grateful to have had the opportunity to discuss the scope and
level of detail for the assessment with you earlier this year and
welcome that the minor comments I returned at that stage have been
incorporated into this report. I agree with the scope and level of detail
for the assessment and have no detailed comments to offer.

The comments of the respondent are welcomed and appreciated.

Simply for information, I have included in the attached annex some
information on our current designation programmes which you may
find helpful in developing your monitoring report and spatial strategy.

The comments of the respondent are noted.

2. Consultation period for the Environmental Report
I note that the Main Issues Report and Environmental Report will be
subject to consultation over a period of 8 weeks and I am content
with this.
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The comments of the respondent are duly noted. For clarification, the
consultation period of 8 weeks relates to the MIR and there will be a
consultation period of 6 weeks for the Proposed Plan.

Appendix D: Stage 1 Assessment of the MIR Vision and Objectives
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Vision Statement: What will East Ayrshire be like in 20 years?
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The vision statement, on its own, will not have an environmental N/A
impact as it is an aspirational vision for the future that cannot be
achieved without the implementation of various objectives,
policies and proposals.
As above
N/A
As above
N/A
As above
N/A

Objective 1: Plan for a small population growth instead of the projected stable population.
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Planning for population growth could have an environmental No. It is difficult to assess if the objective will have significant
impact on natural features as a result of increasing the impacts as it is quite a broad objective and is dependent on
population.
other parts of the plan to enable population growth: i.e.
residential land requirements, proximity to public transport nodes
etc. As the objective requires other policies etc to implement it,
it is unlikely that it will have significant impacts on its own.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Objective 2: Directing development to sustainable locations and, in particular, vacant sites within settlements which are close to both existing public
transport hubs and the strategic and local road network.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
This objective is likely to have positive environmental impacts on Yes. The objective is likely to have significant positive impacts
natural features as it is concerned with locating development in as it is concerned with the sustainable location of new
sustainable locations.
development.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above

Objective 3. Ensuring that settlements have the necessary infrastructure, capacity and services to accommodate the scale of development proposed
within them.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The objective is likely to have positive impacts by ensuring that No. It is unlikely that there will be significant positive impacts
the settlement has the necessary infrastructure, capacity and associated with ensuring that settlements are able to cope with
services to accommodate development.
the scale of development proposed, as the Council would not
promote development in a settlement which could not cope with
its expansion.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
It is unlikely that there will be impacts on the Historic N/A.
Environment as the objective is about the settlements capability
to absorb new development and not on the locations of the new
development within the settlement.
Social Environment
The objective could have positive impacts in terms of the social No. It is unlikely that the impacts on human health and
environment by ensuring that settlements have the necessary population arising from this objective would be significant as the
infrastructure, capacity and services to cope with new objective is aimed at ensuring that settlements can cope with
development thus ensuring that there is no negative impact on development.
population and human health.
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Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Objective 4: Identify high quality employment sites and take effective measures to assist in their delivery
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Even though the objective will ultimately lead to policies and N/a
sites being allocated, the objective is a procedural step to ensure
that the LDP will identify high quality employment sites and will
not have any environmental impacts on its own.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Objective 5: Make available quality, marketable housing land for development and remain responsive to the challenges being faced by the house
building industry.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
Even though the objective will ultimately lead to policies and N/A
sites being allocated, the objective is a procedural step to ensure
that the LDP will provide quality, marketable housing sites and
will not have any environmental impacts on its own.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Objective 6: Assist in making sure that everyone has access to a good quality, affordable home.
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
This objective is unlikely to have any environmental impacts as it N/A
is procedural and linked to affordable housing policies which will
implement the objective.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Objective 7: Put in place effective strategies, policies and action plans to successfully regenerate East Ayrshire with priority being given to
Kilmarnock then Cumnock/Auchinleck and then the towns of Galston and Dalmellington/Patna.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

Although the objective will ultimately lead to the development of
strategies and action plans geared towards regeneration, the
objective on its own is unlikely to have environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A
As above
As above
As above

Objective 8: Promote and encourage town centre living.
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Although the objective will ultimately lead to additional people N/A
living within town centres, the objective on its own is unlikely to
have environmental impacts, as it requires other policies to
implement it.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Objective 9: Development of Green Network opportunities to improve the overall appearance of East Ayrshire and health of its residents
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There is the potential for environmental impacts as a result of the
Green Network. However, what these impacts actually are is
dependent on the nature, location and implementation of the
Green Network within East Ayrshire.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above
As above
As above

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
As the Central Scotland Green Network is a national
development it has to be implemented through the Local
Development Plans within its boundaries. The CSGN has
already been subject to SEA, within the NPF2 Environmental
Report. Therefore, there is no need to undertake another
assessment of the objective and subsequent main issue(s) at
MIR stage, as they are implementing the requirements of the
NPF 2.
As above
As above
As above

Objective 10: Follow the principles of sustainability and high quality design standards in all developments to assist with meeting Climate Change
targets and create successful places
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

This objective is likely to have positive environmental impacts as
it is aimed at ensuring sustainability and high quality design is
integral to developing new places as well as contributing to
climate change targets at the same time.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. The objective is likely to have cumulative significant
positive impacts on the environment.
As above
As above
As above

Objective 11: Protecting environmentally sensitive areas and continuing to source funding to secure the long term future of East Ayrshire’s finest
buildings
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There are likely to be positive environmental impacts as a result
of protecting environmentally sensitive areas.

Natural Resources

Historic Environment

Social Environment

Continuing to source funding to secure the long term future of
East Ayrshire’s finest buildings is a procedural step which will
have no environmental impacts on its own.
There are likely to be positive environmental impacts as a result
of protecting environmentally sensitive areas. Continuing to
source funding to secure the long term future of East Ayrshire’s
finest buildings is a procedural step which will have no
environmental impacts on its own.
Although securing the long term future of listed buildings is likely
to have positive environmental impacts, this objective is a
procedural step which will have no environmental impacts on its
own.
There are likely to be positive environmental impacts on the
social environment from the implementation of this objective.
Continuing to source funding to secure the long term future of
East Ayrshire’s finest buildings is a procedural step which will
have no environmental impacts on its own.
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. The objective is likely to have significant positive impacts,
Individually and cumulatively, on the environment.

As above.

No. Continuing to source funding to secure the long term future
of East Ayrshire’s finest buildings is a procedural step which will
have no environmental impacts on its own.
Yes. The objective is likely to have significant positive impacts,
Individually and cumulatively, on the environment.

Objective 12: Attract visitors to the area by creating and identifying new opportunities for tourism development and by exploiting East Ayrshire’s
rich history and heritage to attract visitors to the area
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
This objective has the potential to have negative environmental Yes. Attracting tourists to East Ayrshire could potentially have
impacts as attracting visitors to East Ayrshire’s tourist attractions significant impacts on natural features, individually and
could exacerbate or create new environmental issues for the cumulatively. Dependent on the location or type of tourism
individual attraction.
development, there could also be significant environmental
impacts as the result of new tourism developments.
The creation and identification of new tourism developments
could have environmental impacts but this is dependent on what
type of tourism development is being proposed and its location.
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above.
As above.
As above.

As above.
As above.
As above.

Objective 13: Provide strong planning policies to protect and enhance the rural area
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

Even though the objective will ultimately lead to policies being
developed, the objective is a procedural step to ensure that the
LDP will provide strong planning policies to protect and enhance
the rural area

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above
As above
As above

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above
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Stage 1 Assessment of the Main Issues and Reasonable Alternatives
Section 2 – Creating Sustainable Places
Main Issue 1: Achieving good design
Preferred option: Core Design Policy
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The preferred option is likely to have positive environmental
impacts as a result of high quality design aimed at achieving
sustainable places.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. Whilst positive environmental impacts are likely, it is not
considered that there will be significant environmental impacts
as a result of this preferred option.
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option: Wide range of design policies
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option follows the design policies contained
within the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. These existing policies
have already been subject to an environmental assessment, no
further assessment, in terms of the MIR, in this instance is
required.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

80

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 2: Recognising and supporting green networks

Preferred Option: A comprehensive approach to green networks
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

As the CSGN is a national development contained within the
NPF 2, and has been subject to an environmental assessment,
there is no need to undertake another assessment of this main
issue, as it is implementing the requirements of the NPF 2.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Alternative option – Incorporate Green Networks into Core Design Policy
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option is likely to have positive environmental
impacts as a result of high quality design aimed at achieving
sustainable places.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above
As above
As above
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. Whilst positive environmental impacts are likely, it is not
considered that there will be significant environmental impacts
as a result of this alternative option, However, as the CSGN is a
national development contained within the NPF 2, and has been
subject to an environmental assessment, there is no need to
undertake another assessment as this alternative option is
implementing the requirements of the NPF 2.
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 3: Reducing the risk of flooding

Preferred option: a two-pronged approach - addressing both the causes of flooding at a landscape scale and then minimising the affects of flooding
locally, through ensuring appropriate flood risk management techniques are an important element of design solutions.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred approach to reducing the risk of flooding is likely to Yes. The preferred approach is likely to have significant impacts
have environmental impacts, potentially positive, both at a on the environment, potentially positively, as the approach is
strategic and detailed design level.
aimed at reducing the risk of flooding.
Natural Resources
As above.
As above.
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Section 3: The Location and Supply of Housing
Main Issue 4: Affordable Housing
Preferred option – A new Affordable Housing Policy
Based on the annual shortfalls in affordable housing identified in the Draft HNDA, the preferred option is for a new affordable housing policy to be included within
the LDP.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred option on its own will not have any impacts, The preferred option itself is unlikely to have significant impacts,
however, as a result of this policy, the actual affordable housing however, there may be significant impacts, dependent on the
sites could have environmental impacts depending on their actual location of the affordable housing sites themselves. This
issue will be re-assessed at proposed plan stage when there is
location.
more detail on the affordable housing policy.
Natural Resources
As above
As above.
Historic Environment
As above
As above.
Social Environment
As above
As above.

Alternative Option – A new affordable Housing Policy with a blanket requirement.
An alternative option would be to include an affordable housing policy within the LDP which has a blanket 25% requirement for all developments over 40 units
throughout the whole of East Ayrshire.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred option on its own will not have any impacts, The preferred option itself is unlikely to have significant impacts,
however, as a result of this policy, the actual affordable housing however, there may be significant impacts, dependent on the
sites could have environmental impacts depending on their actual location of the affordable housing sites themselves. This
location.
issue will be re-assessed at proposed plan stage when there is
more detail on this alternative affordable housing policy.
Natural Resources
As above
As above.
Historic Environment
As above
As above.
Social Environment
As above
As above.
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Main Issue 5: What level of housing growth should we plan for?
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment

Social Environment

Preferred Option – Going for Modest Growth
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The existing land supply consists of the undeveloped sites within No. There is unlikely to be significant impacts from an addition of
the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 (which has been subject to 500 units. However, as no physical site boundary has been
SEA) and sites which already have consent. The preferred allocated for sites to accommodate these units, further site
option is unlikely to have impacts on natural features as new specific environmental assessments may be required at the
sites to meet the additional 500 units can be contained within proposed plan stage.
existing settlements.
As above. There could be some impacts on natural resources Don’t know. The preferred option itself is unlikely to have a
due to the addition of 500 units; however, the precise impacts significant impact, however, the actual sites required to contain
are dependent on the location of the sites to accommodate these the number of units, dependent on their location, could have
significant impacts. Therefore, further site specific environmental
units, which is unknown at present.
assessments may be required at the proposed plan stage.
As above
As above
As above.
As above.
Alternative Option (1) – Planning for a Stable Population
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The existing land supply consists of the undeveloped sites within No. There is unlikely to be significant impacts from an addition of
the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 (which has been subject to 226 units. However, as no physical site boundary has been
SEA) and sites which already have consent. It is unlikely that an allocated for sites to accommodate these units, further site
specific environmental assessments may be required at the
addition of 226 units would have an impact on natural features.
proposed plan stage.
As above.
Don’t know. The preferred option itself is unlikely to have a
significant impact, however, the actual sites required to contain
the number of units, dependent on their location, could have
significant impacts. Therefore, further site specific environmental
assessments may be required at the proposed plan stage.
Depending on the precise location of a site(s) for the additional The actual site(s) required to contain the number of units,
226 units, which has not been allocated as yet, there could be dependent on their location, could have significant impacts.
impacts on the Historic Environment.
Therefore, further site specific environmental assessments may
be required at the proposed plan stage.
As above
As above.
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Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Alternative Option (2) – Planning for Higher Growth
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Individually a shortfall of 772 units is not likely to have an overall The preferred option on its own is unlikely to have significant
impact on natural features within East Ayrshire; however, environmental impacts, however, the actual site(s) required to
individual site(s) may have impacts on these features depending contain the number of units, dependent on their location, could
on their location.
have significant impacts. Therefore, further site specific
environmental assessments may be required at the proposed
plan stage should this alternative option replaces the preferred
option.
As above
As above.
As above
As above.
As above
As above.
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Main Issue 6: The Existing Land Supply
Preferred Option – Roll forward EALP 2010 sites
The majority of the Greenfield release sites from the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 which do not have consent will be carried forward to the LDP.
These sites will require to meet with all new LDP policies relating to creating sustainable places.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

All the greenfield release sites contained within the East Ayrshire
Local Plan 2010 were subject to an SEA. The results of the
assessments can be found within the East Ayrshire Local Plan
2010 Environmental Report. No further assessment is required.
As above.
As above.
As above.
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

Main Issue 7: The Balance of Market Housing Demand and Supply
Preferred Option – One small greenfield release at Irvine Road, Kilmaurs. No additional greenfield releases in either the Cumnock or Doon Valley
HMAs.
In addition to the release of additional land at north Kilmarnock dealt with under Issue 18, it is the Council’s preferred option to release one site at Irvine Road,
Kilmaurs This site would have an indicative capacity of 90 units.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
This particular site has already been assessed within Appendix No.
13 of the SEA of the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 (SEA Site
Ref: 004(g) and CD184) and was assessed as having minimal
adverse impacts on the environment. No further assessment or
re-assessment is necessary in this regard.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above

Alternative Option – Identify enough land to meet the draft HNDA shortfalls in full
This option would require that land for at least a further 82 units in the Cumnock area and 198 units in the Doon Valley to be identified in the LDP.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
Individually a shortfall of 82 units in the Cumnock area and 198 The alternative option on its own is unlikely to have significant
units in the Doon Valley is not likely to have an overall impact on environmental impacts, however, the actual site(s) required to
natural features within East Ayrshire; however, individual site(s) contain the number of units, dependent on their location, could
may have impacts on these features depending on their location. have significant impacts. Therefore, further site specific
environmental assessments may be required at the proposed
plan stage.
Natural Resources
As above
As above.
Historic Environment
As above
As above.
Social Environment
As above
As above.
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Main Issue 8: Future Direction of growth post 2025
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Future Direction of Growth post 2025
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There are likely to be environmental impacts on Kilmarnock, It’s not clear if there will be significant environmental impacts on
Stewarton and Galston as a result of future growth.
these towns as the main issue does not specify the level of
growth, the direction of growth or the areas of land set aside for
future expansion. This issue will be revisited at Proposed Plan
and re-assessed, as more detail will be known at that particular
stage.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Section 4: Mineral Extraction in East Ayrshire – Surface Coal Mining
Main Issue 9: Spatial Strategy for Surface Coal Mining
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option – A New Area of Search
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There are likely to be both positive and negative environmental Yes. The preferred option is likely to have both individual and
impacts as a result of the preferred option. Positive cumulative significant environmental impacts.
environmental impacts could be experienced due to the option
directing proposals for surface coal mining away from potentially
sensitive or protected areas. Negative impacts are still likely to
be experienced as a result of surface coal mining and also as
some of the preferred areas are near sensitive sites.
as above
as above
There is the potential for environmental impacts on Yes. Disturbance of archaeological resources could lead to
archaeological resources within the preferred areas of search
significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the possibility of impacts on material assets (such as Yes. These impacts could be potentially significant, both
roads) and communities, through noise from surface coal mining individually and cumulatively.
and additional traffic. These are likely to be negative.

Alternative Option (a): Allow new workings anywhere in East Ayrshire subject to proposals meeting with a detailed set of criteria relating to
environmental, landscape and transportation impacts as well as impact on local communities and all other normal operational matters.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There are likely to be both positive and negative environmental
impacts as a result of the preferred option. Positive
environmental impacts could be experienced due to the option
directing proposals for surface coal mining away from potentially
sensitive or protected areas. Negative impacts are still likely to
be experienced as a result of surface coal mining.
As above.
As above.
As above.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. This alternative option is likely to have both individual and
cumulative significant environmental impacts.

As above.
As above.
As above.

Alternative Option (b): Do not permit surface coal mining at new sites and allow extraction only at existing consented sites. Limited extensions could
be considered.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
As the alternative is aimed at allowing extraction at existing sites, Yes. By only allowing development at existing sites, the
there is likely to be positive environmental impacts due to no new alternative is likely to have significant positive impacts as it is
surface coal mining sites being allowed. Limited extensions may protecting the rest of the environment from surface coal mining
have some slight environmental impacts at these sites, but that development. Limited extensions to existing sites are not likely to
is dependent on the location and extent of the extension.
have significant environmental impacts.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Main Issue 10 – How should the area of search be identified?
Preferred Option - The Council is of the view that an area of search for surface coal mining should be identified using the coal resource map for East
Ayrshire with the certain areas/constraints excluded.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred option is likely to have positive and negative Yes. The preferred option is likely to have both significant
environmental impacts. Positive environmental impacts are likely positive and negative environmental impacts. There could also
to be experienced due to the significant areas of sensitive and be significant cumulative impacts.
protected natural features being excluded from the area of
search. However, negative environmental impacts will be
experienced due to the nature of surface coal mining and also
due to the fact that not all sensitive areas have been excluded
from the area of search.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above

Alternative Option 1: Similar to OCCSP 2003 approach, identify an area of search with the same set of constraints ‘sieved out’ as was contained in the
OCCSP 2003. Existing and restored sites would not automatically be excluded from the area of search.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option is likely to have positive and negative
environmental impacts. Positive environmental impacts are likely
to be experienced due to all potentially sensitive areas being
excluded from the areas of search. However, negative
environmental impacts will be experienced due to the nature of
surface coal mining.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. The alternative option is likely to have both significant
positive and negative environmental impacts. There could also
be significant cumulative impacts.

As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option 2: A wider area of search, with only international and nationally protected areas (SPA, SAC and SSSI) and a 500m buffer zones
around towns being ‘sieved out’.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The alternative option is likely to have environmental impacts as Yes. The alternative option is likely to have significant
very few sensitive areas are being excluded from the areas of environmental impacts. There could also be significant
search and due to the nature of surface coal mining.
cumulative impacts.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Main Issue 11: How should significant contributions received from the coal operators contributions be gathered and spent
in the future?
Preferred Option: Voluntary Payment - The Council is of the view that developer contributions from coal operators should remain voluntary in nature.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred option is unlikely to have any environmental No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
impacts as it is a procedural matter regarding voluntary collection significant impacts will be experienced.
of contributions to be used to benefit the communities that are
close to surface coal sites.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above

Alternative option: Mandatory Payment - Payments become mandatory and are used as a material consideration in the determination of planning
applications. That is, if coal operators refuse to pay the necessary contribution, their applications could be refused on this basis.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
Again the alternative option is a procedural matter and on its own No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
will not have any environmental impact.
significant impacts will be experienced.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Main Issue 12: The Minerals Trust
Preferred Option: Review the Operation of the Minerals Trust
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The preferred option is purely procedural and is to do with the
collection and distribution of the contributions received from the
coal operations. It is unlikely to have any environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
significant impacts will be experienced.
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option: Alternative means of collecting and spending contributions
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

As above, the alternative option is purely procedural and is to do
with the collection and distribution of the contributions received
from the coal operations. It is unlikely to have any environmental
impacts.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
significant impacts will be experienced.
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 13: Financial Contribution Rate
Preferred Option: No change to the Contribution Rate - The contribution rate of 27.5 pence per tonne of coal extracted should remain unchanged.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The preferred option is procedural and sets the contribution rate
that the coal operators will have to pay per ton of coal extracted.
It is unlikely to have any environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
significant impacts will be experienced.
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option: Increased contribution rate
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The preferred option is procedural and sets the contribution rate No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
that the coal operators will have to pay per ton of coal extracted. significant impacts will be experienced.
It is unlikely to have any environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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The Extraction of Minerals (Sand and Gravel and Aggregates)
Supply and Demand for Minerals
Main Issue 14: Aggregates

Preferred Approach: No new sites or search areas are identified in the LDP for the extraction of aggregates
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The preferred approach is unlikely to have any environmental No. As there are no new sites or search areas to be identified,
impacts as it does not promote new sites or search areas for the the preferred option is not likely to have significant impacts.
extraction of aggregates.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
Components
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Main Issue 15: Sand and Gravel
Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option: New area of search for sand and gravel
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The alternative option is likely to have environmental impacts Yes. The alternative option is likely to have significant
due to the nature of sand and gravel extraction
environmental impacts. There could also be significant
cumulative impacts.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option – No area of search for sand and gravel. Instead, a criteria based policy will assess each proposal on its own merits,
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
Even though applications for sand and gravel proposals will be Yes. The environmental impacts of the alternative option could
assessed on a criterion based approach, there is still the be significant, individually and cumulatively.
possibility of environmental impacts occurring.
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Section 5: Economic Revitalisation: The Business and Industrial Land Supply
Main Issue 16 – Strategy for Business and Industrial Land
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Business and Industrial Strategy
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There are likely to be environmental impacts associated with It is not clear if there will be significant impacts on the
business and industrial locations. The strategy is to locate these environment as a result of the preferred strategy, as it is
sites in sustainable locations and to re-allocate sites which dependent on the actual location of the sites. The majority of the
cannot be developed by the market to mixed or alternative uses business and industrial sites have been allocated since the East
or to remove the site from the business and industrial land Ayrshire Local Plan 2003 and carried forward in the East
supply completely. The strategy is likely to have both positive Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. Most of the sites have consents and
and negative impacts.
business within them; therefore, it is unlikely that these sites will
have significant impacts.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option (a): Expand the Business and Industrial land supply by allocating additional sites throughout East Ayrshire.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option would result in additional sites being
allocated throughout East Ayrshire. This could result in
environmental impacts depending on the location of the sites.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There is the possibility of significant environmental impacts
being experienced, but this is dependent on the size and
location on any new proposed site(s).
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option (b): Reduce the amount of business and industrial land throughout East Ayrshire
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

This alternative option recognises that that there are business
and industrial sites lying vacant and undeveloped, which are
having a detrimental impact on the visual amenity and
environment of particular settlements in which they are located.
By removing the site or re-allocating them to other uses, there is
the potential for positive environmental impacts. Although there
is also the potential for negative impacts associated with
development of the sites.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above
As above
As above
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Don’t know. It is unlikely that the alternative option will have
significant impacts on the environment as the number of
undeveloped or vacant business and industrial sites is relatively
small in number. Therefore, it is highly unlikely that the redevelopment of these sites will have significant impacts. There is
the potential for alternative uses for these sites to have
significant impacts, but at this point in time, these alternative
uses are unknown and it would not be prudent to speculate what
the environmental impacts of unknown uses are likely to be.
As above
As above
As above

Review of Business and Industrial Land
Main Issue 17: Changes to Business and Industrial Locations
Preferred Option: Reflect the results of the Business and Industrial Review by making changes to a limited number of sites identified in the East
Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. All other sites will be carried over to the LDP largely unchanged.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The changes to the sites identified in the preferred option are
unlikely to have environmental impacts on natural features.
However, there may be some impact on climate as a result of
development of the sites in the future. Specifically, the following
sites are at risk of flooding: East Main Street, Darvel, Ayr Road,
Kilmarnock and Station Road, Muirkirk.
There are likely to be environmental impacts as a result of the
new proposed uses on natural resources in terms of the
following sites: East Main Street, Darvel; Ayr Road, Kilmarnock ;
and Station Road, Muirkirk.
The proposed mixed use development on the Station Road,
Muirkirk side may have an environmental impact on
archaeological resources.
There is unlikely to be environmental impacts on the social
environment with the exception of the Station Road, Muirkirk site
which is a substantial distance from the nearest public transport
stop. In that regard the site is likely to have negative impacts.

Natural Resources

Historic Environment
Social Environment



Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. In terms of flooding there is the potential for significant
impacts to be experienced. However, instead of assessing the
issue itself, the business and industrial sites that are being
changed as a result of this main issue will be individually
assessed as part of the Stage 2 sites assessments. Appendix E
will contain the assessment results.
No. It is unlikely that these sites will have any significant impacts
on the environment in this regard.
Yes. There is likely to be significant environmental impacts in
this regard due to the entire site being within a WoSAS trigger
location.
No. As the proposal is for a change of use, significant
environmental impacts are not likely to be experienced as the
site boundaries are not changing.

The changes to the Hill Street (former Johnnie Walker site) are due to the Council’s decision to grant planning permission in
principle for mixed use development on this site. Therefore, the assessment of this site as part of the Main Issue would not be
prudent as the Council has already determined the future uses allowed on the site.
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Alternative Option: Retain the business and industrial supply contained within the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option is unlikely to have any environmental
impacts as it is maintaining the current business and industrial
supply.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. There are unlikely to be any significant impacts from
maintaining the current Business and Industrial supply.
As above
As above
As above

Kilmarnock North
Main Issue 18: Kilmarnock North – Rowallan Business Park/Northcraig
Preferred Option: Designate Rowallan Business Park as a Strategic Business Location and re-allocate the Northcraig expansion area to residential use
to cross-fund economic development on available plots within Rowallan Business Park.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The preferred option may have environmental impacts
associated with development and final use of the site. It will have
positive impacts on climate change as the site is within walking
distance of a public transport route.
The preferred option may have environmental impacts
associated with development and final use of the site but these
are not anticipated to be negative.
There will be no impact on the historic environment as a result of
the preferred option.
The preferred option is likely to have positive environmental
impacts as a result of its sustainable location and proximity to a
public transport route.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. It is unlikely that the preferred option will have any significant
impacts on natural features.
As above.
N/A
No. It is unlikely that the preferred option will have any significant
impacts on the social environment.

Alternative Option: Designate Rowallan/Northcraig as a Strategic Business Location safeguarded solely for business and industrial uses.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option will not have an environmental impact as it
is a requirement of SPP to designate Strategic Business
Locations. Rowallan/Northcraig is an existing strategic site within
the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 and is suitable for designation
as a Strategic Business Location. There are no physical changes
to existing boundaries or changes in the existing safeguarded
business and industrial designation.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

Main Issue 19: Kilmarnock North – Meiklewood/Mosside
Preferred Option: Retain Meiklewood/Mosside as a Strategic Business Location safeguarded solely for future Business and Industrial Use
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option will not have an environmental impact as it
is a requirement of SPP to designate Strategic Business
Locations. Meiklewood/Mosside is a former single user/strategic
site within the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 and is suitable for
designation as a Strategic Business Location. There are no
physical changes to existing boundaries or changes in the
existing safeguarded business and industrial designation.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

Alternative Option (1): Re-allocate as a Mixed Use Development Site
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option would see a mix of uses, primarily
business and industrial, supported by a range of compatible
enabling uses, on the entire site. There may be environmental
impacts as a result of development of the site for mixed use.
There are likely to be environmental impacts on soil and
potentially air as a result of development of the site for mixed
use.

Natural Resources

Historic Environment
Social Environment

There will be no impacts on the historic environment as a result
of the alternative option.
There may be environmental impacts on the social environment
as a result of the alternative option.
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. Development of the site for mixed use is likely to have
significant impacts on natural features, due to the size of the site
and the mix of uses could potentially have cumulative significant
impacts.
Yes. Development of the site could have significant impacts on
soil and air as part of the site is good quality agricultural land
and due to the size and mix of the site, there may be impacts on
air quality.
N/A
Yes. Development of the site for mixed use is likely to have
significant impacts on natural features, due to the size of the site
and the mix of uses could potentially have cumulative significant
impacts.

Alternative Option (2): De-allocate site
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There will be no environmental impacts as a result of deallocating the site as it is currently a greenfield site in agricultural
use and de-allocation of the site will not change this.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 20: Caponacre Industrial Estate, Cumnock
Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option: Re-allocate Caponacre Industrial Estate to Mixed Use Development
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The redevelopment of Caponacre is likely to have environmental Yes. The eastern boundary of the site is at risk of flooding and
impacts in relation to flood risk. It is unlikely that the site will have there may be significant impacts associated with re-development
impacts on landscape and biodiversity, flora and fauna.
of the site in this regard.
As the site is an industrial location there is the potential for Yes. There is likely to be significant impacts, potentially positive,
impacts on soil, air and water. Parts of the site have the potential regarding the removal of soil and groundwater contamination.
for soil and groundwater contamination.
There is unlikely to be any environmental impacts on the historic N/a
environment.
There are likely to be environmental impacts on the social Yes. There are likely to be significant environmental impacts in
environment as a result of this development.
this regard.

Alternative Option: Re-draw the boundary of the Caponacre Industrial Estate to exclude non-industrial uses and designate as a Strategic Business
Location
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There will be no environmental impacts from re-drawing the
boundary of the industrial estate and designating it as a Strategic
Business Location.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/a
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 21: Stewarton
Preferred Option: Designate a new Business and Industrial Location within the settlement boundary of Stewarton
The preferred option seeks to identify an area of land at Bridgend, Stewarton, to be safeguarded for business and industrial purposes.
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
The site is not likely to have any environmental impact on natural N/A
features.
Natural Resources
The site has the potential for soil contamination due to previous No. As the site is such a small area the removal of contaminated
uses and there is likely to be environmental impacts as a result soil is not likely to have a significant impact on the environment.
of potential future development of the site. These are likely to be
positive impacts as development of the site will de-contaminate
the site.
Historic Environment
The site is not likely to have any environmental impact on historic N/A
environment.
Social Environment
By providing a new area for employment opportunities, the site is No. It is unlikely that the site will have significant impacts in this
likely to have environmental impacts in relation to population. It is regard due to the size of the site.
also close to public transport links and will potentially remove
contaminated land with corresponding positive environmental
impacts on material assets and health.
Alternative Site 1: Designate a new Local Business and Industrial Location at Draffen East.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There are likely to be environmental impacts on natural features
as the site could impact on landscape and climate.

Natural Resources

Development of the site is likely to have environmental impacts
on soil due to there being a small area of contaminated land
within the site.
The site may have an environmental impact on archaeological
resources.

Historic Environment
Social Environment

The site may have environmental impacts on population and
material assets, due to the distance of the site from public
transport, and on health, due to the radon gas risk.
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. Development of the site could significantly impact on
landscape and as there is a radon gas risk, there may be
significant impacts on climate.
No. It is not considered that the removal of this small area of
contaminated land will have significant impacts.
Yes. There is likely to be significant environmental impacts in
this regard due to parts of the site being within a WoSAS trigger
location.
Yes. There are likely to be significant environmental impacts as
a result of development of the site in this regard.

Alternative Site 2: Designate a new Local Business and Industrial Location at Cutsburn Brae.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

There is not likely to be environmental impacts on natural
features as a result of development on this site. The site is also
suitable for development in landscape terms.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option 3: Retain the existing supply of business and industrial land as in the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The alternative option will not have any environmental impacts
as there will be no changes to the existing supply of business
and industrial land.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A
As above
As above
As above

Economic Revitalisation
Main Issue 22: A Spatial Framework for Regeneration

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option– Regeneration priorities
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The preferred option is a mechanism for establishing a hierarchy N/A
of towns, which are seen as having the most potential to
contribute to the regeneration of East Ayrshire. Establishing a
hierarchy of towns for regeneration priorities will have no
environmental impacts on their own.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
Alternative Option – All towns of equal priority
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Instead of establishing a hierarchy, the alternative option looks at N/A
level playing field for towns and villages in East Ayrshire in terms
of regeneration priorities. The alternative option will not have any
environmental impacts on its own.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Main Issue 23: The future use of the Johnnie Walker site, Kilmarnock

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option – Change to mixed use development site
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The site designation has changed from safeguarded business N/A
and industrial to a mixed use development site in line the
Planning Permission in Principle which was approved by the
Council in June 2011. As the site has a recent consent for a
change of use, it is not appropriate to apply a retrospective
environmental assessment on a decision that has already been
taken by Council.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option – Expansion of mixed use to allow large scale retail
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
As the site has been giving planning permission in principle for N/A
small-scale retail and the site is suitable for a mixture of uses, in
environmental terms, the inclusion of large scale retail on this
site is unlikely to have any environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Main Issue 24: The future direction for Kilmarnock town centre

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option Incorporate the IUDP and a new Promoting Town Centre Living boundary into the LDP
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The IUDP has already been subject to a full environmental N/A
assessment of the policies and land use proposals in that plan.
No further assessment, in terms of the MIR, is required in regard
to the IUDP.
The inclusion of a new boundary will have no environmental
impacts on its own. However, the policies implementing town
centre living may require environmental assessment at the
proposed plan stage.
As above
As above
As above

As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option: Roll Forward EALP 2010 strategies and policies
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The alternative option follows the strategy contained within the N/A
East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. The existing strategy has already
been subject to an environmental assessment, no further
assessment, in terms of the MIR, is required.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

110

Main Issue 25: The role of Cumnock town centre
Components
Natural Features

Preferred option – A new Town Centre Strategy for Cumnock
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The preferred option maintains support for the re-development of N/A
the Glaisnock Centre. As the re-development of the centre was
part of the Cumnock Town Centre Masterplan, which was
subject to an environmental assessment, no further assessment,
in terms of the MIR, is required.
The inclusion of a new boundary will have no environmental
impacts on its own. However, the policies implementing town
centre living may require environmental assessment at the
proposed plan stage.
Retaining the existing town centre boundary but relaxing the
policy to allow residential and other commercial uses in certain
circumstances on its own will have no environmental issues;
however, the policies implementing residential and other
commercial uses with the town centre boundary may require
environmental assessment at the proposed plan stage.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

The Cumnock town centre strategy SPG will require to be
screened to determine if an SEA is required.
As above.
As above,
As above.

No
No.
No

Alternative option: Less focus on Cumnock Town Centre
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The alternative option continues to support the current policy N/A
position in terms of attracting retail and commercial development
to Cumnock. As the existing strategy has already been subject to
an environmental assessment, no further assessment, in terms
of the MIR, in this instance is required.
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Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

It is anticipated that there will be no environmental impacts in
terms of the relaxed approach to out of centre development, as
the alternative option directs development to two specific sites.
The sites in question have already been subjected to a stage
one assessment as part of Main Issue 17 and 20 of the business
and industrial chapter.
As above
As above
As above
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As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 26: The Proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere
Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred option: A Supportive Biosphere Policy
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
It is likely that the preferred option will have environmental Yes, the preferred option is likely to have significant impacts,
impacts, potentially positive, on natural features as a result of a potentially positive, as a result of the objectives of a biosphere
biosphere policy.
policy.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative option: No Biosphere Policy
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
As the alternative option does not give policy support to the N/A
Biosphere there may be some environmental impacts. However,
development proposals that may come forward for the area will
be subject to relevant existing policies that will be incorporated
from the current East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. As these policies
have already been subject to an environmental assessment, no
further assessment, in terms of the MIR, is required. If there are
any changes to these existing policies then they will be reassessed as part of the Proposed Plan or Supplementary
Planning Guidance accompanying the LDP.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Main Issue 27: The Dark Sky project – A driver for regeneration of the Doon Valley

Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred option: LDP support for the Dark Sky Park
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
It is likely that the preferred option will have environmental No, the preferred option is not likely to have significant impacts
impacts, potentially positive, on natural features as a result of the as a result of the objectives of the dark sky park.
dark sky objectives.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative option: No LDP support for the Dark Sky Park
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

As the alternative option does not support or recognise the dark
sky designation there may be some environmental impacts.
However, development proposals that may come forward for the
area will be subject to relevant existing policies that will be
incorporated from the current East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. As
these policies have already been subject to an environmental
assessment, no further assessment, in terms of the MIR, is
required. If there are any changes to these existing policies then
they will be re-assessed as part of the Proposed Plan or
Supplementary Planning Guidance accompanying the LDP.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 28: East Ayrshire Four Towns Enquiry by Design
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option: Four Towns Action Plans
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The preferred option on its own would not have any No. However, the refreshed Four Towns Strategy Documents
environmental impacts.
may themselves be likely to have significant environmental
impacts and should be subject to screening under Article 4(1) of
the Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act 2005. Should the
strategies themselves require an SEA, then this will have to be
undertaken before it can be adopted as SPG.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option: To adopt the Four Town Strategies as SPG in their current form.
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The alternative option on its own would not have any N/A
environmental impacts. As the Four Town Strategy documents
were produced and published by the Princes Foundation for the
Built Environment to (PFBE) there was no requirement for the
PFBE to undertake an SEA on the Four Towns Strategy.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
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Section 6 - Infrastructure
Issue 29 – Mauchline’s Future Growth and Infrastructure
Preferred Option – The identification of housing land to accommodate a western relief road
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The provision of a western relief road and identification of a new
site are likely to have environmental impacts, positively in terms
of removing traffic and emissions from the centre of Mauchline,
but negatively, dependent on the precise route and also due to
its construction. As there are no protected or important areas of
biodiversity, flora and fauna within the proposed residential
areas, the environmental receptor has been scoped out of the
assessment process.

Natural Resources

Historic Environment

Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

The removal of the rail halt proposal will not have any
environmental impact but the reduction in housing sites may
have corresponding positive environmental impacts.
There are likely to be environmental impacts on soil and air as a
result of this preferred option. However, as there are no water
resources within the proposed residential site, this environmental
receptor has been scoped out of the assessment process.
There are no historic environment resources within or
immediately adjacent to the proposed housing area. Therefore,
this environmental receptor has been scoped out of the
assessment process.
As above

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. The environmental impacts of this preferred option may be
significant both positively and negatively in this regard.

As above

As above

As above

Alternative option (a): Retain Full By-pass proposal
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The Mauchline by-pass and all housing developments within and N/A
south of Mauchline have already been subject to a full SEA as
part of the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010, therefore there is no
requirement for a further assessment. As the alternative option is
aimed at all housing developments south of Mauchline to provide
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Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment

Social Environment

contributions towards the by-pass, there will be no environmental
impacts as a result of this option.
As above
As above
As above

As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option (b): No traffic relief proposal
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The alternative option itself is likely to have environmental Yes. There may be significant environmental impacts as a result
impacts as the result of identifying a new housing site not of the proposed new housing site and also due to the congestion
currently identified in the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010. There and emission problems at Mauchline Cross not being tackled,
may be environmental impacts of the non-provision of a relief which will be assessed as part of this alternative option.
road and this may result in continued congestion problems at
Mauchline Cross or being exacerbated therefore having negative
environmental impacts on climate.
As there are no protected or important areas of biodiversity, flora
and fauna within the proposed residential areas, this receptor
has been scoped out of the assessment process.
There are likely to be environmental impacts on soil and air as a
result of this preferred option. However, as there are no water
resources within the proposed residential site, this environmental
receptor has been scoped out of the assessment process.
There are no historic environment resources within or
immediately adjacent to the proposed housing area. Therefore,
this environmental receptor has been scoped out of the
assessment process.
As above
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N/A

N/A

As above

Main Issue 30: Developer Contributions
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Preferred Option – Reassess and Rationalise the Project List
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
The existing development contributions policy has already been N/A
environmentally assessed with no environmental impacts being
anticipated. As the preferred option, is proposing minimal
changes to the existing policy, it is considered that these
changes will not have any environmental impact.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
Alternative option 1 – Retain the current system of developer contributions

Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The existing development contributions policy has already been
environmentally assessed with no environmental impacts being
anticipated. Therefore, no further assessment, in terms of the
MIR, is required for this alternative option.

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

As above
As above
As above

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option 2 – Revert to a voluntary 1% construction costs contribution rate
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The setting of a developer contribution rate is purely procedural.
It is unlikely to have any environmental impacts on its own.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 31: Next Generation Broadband Infrastructure
Preferred Option – To ensure that East Ayrshire benefits from Investment in Next Generation Digital Infrastructure.
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

It is considered that the preferred option would not have any
environmental impacts itself as future planning policies would
require developers to provide fibre optic cable along with other
services for new residential estates. If there are any new
residential development sites within the LDP, these will be
assessed separately.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Section 7: Planning for Renewable Energy
Main Issue 32: A spatial framework for large scale wind farms
Preferred option – Use the conclusions of the forthcoming Landscape Capacity Study to inform the LDP spatial strategy on wind energy developments
Components
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Natural Features
Even if there is no area of search, wind farm proposals will be Yes. The environmental impacts of the preferred option could be
assessed on a criteria based approach which could still have significant, individually and cumulatively.
environmental impacts
Natural Resources
As above
As above
Historic Environment
As above
As above
Social Environment
As above
As above
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Main Issue 33: The approach to small-medium sized wind turbine proposals

Preferred option: Policy Framework for smaller scale wind energy developments
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

Even though the criteria based approach in this instance will
focus on amenity and environmental criteria, there are still likely
to be environmental impacts in regard to the criteria for
assessing small-medium sized windfarms.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There is the likelihood of significant impacts as a result of this
approach both individually and cumulatively.
As above
As above
As above

Alternative option: Criteria based policy approach to smaller scale wind energy developments
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

Depending where an alternative area of search is located, there
is the likelihood of environmental impacts, potentially negative,
as a result of large scale windfarm development.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There is the likelihood of significant impacts as a result of this
approach both individually and cumulatively.
As above
As above
As above

Main Issue 34: The Renewable Energy fund – the approach to securing funding
Preferred Option – Update the approach to reflect current practice and development pressures
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The preferred option is purely procedural and is to do with the
collection and distribution of the contributions received from the
windfarm developers. The preferred option, on its own, is unlikely
to have any environmental impacts.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
No. This is purely a procedural matter and it is unlikely that
significant impacts will be experienced.
As above
As above
As above

Alternative Option 1 – Maintain the approach taken in the 2010 Local Plan
Components

Will there be an Environmental Impact?

Natural Features

The approach taken in the East Ayrshire Local Plan 2010 (Policy
CS 15) was subject to a full SEA which concluded that the policy
would have no environmental impacts. Therefore, no further
assessment, in terms of the MIR, is required for this alternative
option.
As above
As above
As above

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
N/A

As above
As above
As above

Stage 1: Mixed Use Development Site Assessments
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features
Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Site 006B: Templeton Roundabout, Auchinleck
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Development of a greenfield site could have some environmental Yes. It is considered that development of the site may have
impacts on natural features. Construction methods and significant environmental impacts on climate. In terms of
increased traffic to the site could also have an impact on climate. landscape and biodiversity, flora and fauna, significant impacts
are not expected as there are no environmental constraints or
sensitivities within the site, or in its vicinity, that would lead to a
significant impact.
Development of a greenfield site could have some environmental No. Significant impacts are not anticipated for natural resources
impacts on natural resources particularly with regard to air.
as there are no constraints or sensitivities within the site or in its
vicinity that would lead to a significant impact and the site are
accessible by multiple modes of sustainable travel.
There will be no impacts on the historic environment as there are N/A
no statutory designations within or adjacent to the site.
Due to the location of the site there may be environmental Yes, it is considered that development of the site for mixed uses
impacts on the social environment. In terms of material assets, could have a significant impact on the social environment.
there may be environmental impacts in relation public transport.

Site 269B: Glaisnock Glen, Cumnock
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
There is unlikely to be environmental impacts on natural features Yes. It is considered that development of the site may have
with the exception of climate.
significant environmental impacts on climate as result of
construction methods and potential increases in traffic.
There will be potential environmental impacts on soil and water Yes. Development of the site could have significant impacts on
as the site has the potential for soil and groundwater soil and water as there is the potential for contamination within
contamination.
the site.
There will be no impacts on the historic environment as there are N/A
no statutory designations within or adjacent to the site.
Yes. Due to the potential for contamination within the site, there
Due to the potential contamination within the site there may be
may be significant impacts on human health.
environmental impacts on human health. Environmental impacts
are not anticipated in terms of population and material assets as
the site is on a public transport route.
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Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

Site 284B: East Main Street, Darvel
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
It is not anticipated that development of the site will have an Yes. There are likely to be significant impacts on climate,
impact on landscape and biodiversity, however, as half of the especially in relation to development of a flood plain.
site is within an area of flood risk, there are likely to be
environmental impacts on climate.
There will be potential environmental impacts on soil and water Yes. Development of the site could have significant impacts on
as the site has the potential for soil and groundwater soil and water as there is the potential for contamination within
contamination.
the site.
The site is within a WOSAS trigger location, therefore, there may Yes. There may be significant impacts on archaeological
be environmental impacts on archaeological resources within the resources within the site.
site.
Due to the potential for contamination and the risk of flooding Yes. There likely to be significant impacts on human health in
within the site, there may be impacts on human health. There relation to contamination and flooding issues within the site.
may also be environmental impacts on material assets.
There are unlikely to be significant environmental impacts on
population and as the site is on a public bus route, there is
unlikely to be any significant impact on material assets.
Site 161B: Ayr Road, Kilmarnock
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
It is not anticipated that development of the site will have an
impact on landscape, however, as the site is within an area of
flood risk, there are likely to be environmental impacts on
climate. The site is also adjacent to a Provisional Wildlife Site
and an area of Ancient woodland, so there may be some
environmental impact on these resources. There is a mine shaft
within the site which may have some impact on the geology and
stability of the site.
Development of a greenfield site could have some environmental
impacts on natural resources.
There are will be no impacts on the historic environment as there
are no statutory designations within or adjacent to the site.
Due to the potential for the risk of flooding within the site, there
may be impacts on human health. There may be environmental
impacts on material assets.
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Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Yes. There are likely to be significant impacts on natural features
in terms of flooding and potential impacts on biodiversity, flora
and fauna and geology.

No. Significant impacts, however, are not anticipated for water
as there are no constraints or sensitivities within the site or its
vicinity that would lead to a significant impact.
N/A
Yes. There likely to be significant impacts on human health in
relation to flooding issues within the site. There are unlikely to be
significant environmental impacts on population and as the site

is on a public bus route, there is unlikely to be any significant
impact on material assets.

Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources

Historic Environment
Social Environment

Site 049B: Furnace Road Industrial Estate, Muirkirk
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Development of a greenfield site could have some environmental Yes. It is considered that development of the site may have
impacts on natural features. Construction methods and significant environmental impacts on climate. In terms of
increased traffic to the site could also have an impact on climate. landscape and biodiversity, flora and fauna, significant impacts
A small part of the site is also within an area at risk of flooding.
are not expected as there are no environmental constraints or
sensitivities within the site, or in its vicinity, that would lead to a
significant impact.
There will be potential environmental impacts on soil and water Yes. Development of the site could have significant impacts on
as the site has the potential for soil and groundwater soil and water as there is the potential for contamination within
contamination. There may also be impacts on air as the site is the site. There may also be impacts on air as a result of the site
primarily accessible only by private transport.
not being located close to a public transport route.
The site is within a WOSAS trigger location, therefore, there may Yes. There may be significant impacts on archaeological
be environmental impacts on archaeological resources within the resources within the site.
site.
Due to the potential contamination and flooding within the site Yes. Due to the potential for contamination and flooding within
there may be environmental impacts on human health as the site the site, there may be significant impacts on human health.
is not a public transport route there may also be environmental There may also be significant impacts on material assets,
impacts on material assets. Environmental impacts are not particularly in relation to public transport.
anticipated in terms of population.
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Stage 1: Safeguarded Business and Industrial Site Assessments
Components
Natural Features

Natural Resources
Historic Environment
Social Environment

007B: Barony Road/Highhouse Industrial Estates – Extension to Highhouse
Will there be an Environmental Impact?
Significant Impact (Yes/No/Don’t Know) Why?
If no, could the impact become a significant cumulative or
synergistic impact (yes/no) why?
Development of a greenfield site could have some environmental Yes. It is considered that development of the site may have
impacts on natural features. Construction methods and significant environmental impacts on climate. In terms of
increased traffic to the site could also have an impact on climate. landscape and biodiversity, flora and fauna, significant impacts
are not expected as there are no environmental constraints or
sensitivities within the site, or in its vicinity, that would lead to a
significant impact.
There will be potential environmental impacts on soil and water Yes. Development of the site could have significant impacts on
as the site has the potential for soil and groundwater soil and water as there is the potential for contamination within
contamination.
the site.
The site is adjacent to a WOSAS trigger location, therefore, there Yes. There may be significant impacts on archaeological
may be environmental impacts on archaeological resources resources as the site is adjacent to a WOSAS trigger location.
within the site.
Due to the potential contamination within the site there may be
Yes. Due to the potential for contamination within the site, there
environmental impacts on human health. Environmental impacts
may be significant impacts on human health.
are not anticipated in terms of population and material assets as
the site is within walking distance of a public transport route and
the railway station.
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APPENDIX E: STAGE 2 ASSESSMENT OF THE MIR OBJECTIVES
Objective 2: Directing development to sustainable locations and, in particular, vacant sites within settlements which are close to both existing public transport hubs
and the strategic and local road network.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Natural
Features

Climate

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

The objective is likely to have significant positive impacts on landscape
and geology as it is concerned with directing development to sustainable
locations. Redevelopment of vacant site within settlement boundaries
will result in no adverse impacts on the landscape character of the area.
There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts on
biodiversity, flora and fauna by directing development to sustainable
locations which is likely to avoid sensitive habitats and species.
Directing development to sustainable locations and vacant sites within
settlements which are close to both existing public transport hubs and
the strategic and local road network, is likely to reduce the impact of
travel and the production of emissions into the atmosphere. In this
regard, the objective is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts on climate.
Re-development of vacant sites within settlement boundaries is likely to
have significant positive impacts on the environment especially where
the re-use of vacant land will lead to the removal of soil contamination.
Also by directing development to sustainable locations will ensure that
soil resources are protected.
There are likely to be significant positive impacts on air quality by
locating development close to sustainable locations, especially close to
existing public transport routes and hubs.
There are also likely to be significant positive impacts on water quality
as a result of directing development to sustainable locations. Therefore
the objective is not likely to have detrimental impacts on the water
environment or lead to degradation of water bodies.
Scoped out of the assessment process at Stage 1
Scoped out of the assessment process at Stage 1
Scoped out of the assessment process at Stage 1
Scoped out of the assessment process at Stage 1
Directing development to sustainable locations, especially if these are
located to close existing facilities, public transport routes, footpaths and
cycle paths, is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts
on human health.
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All developments should be located in areas
where there are no impacts on the landscape
character of the area.
It should be ensured that all developments
do not cause or lead to fragmentation of
existing habitats or species.
It should be ensured that all developments
are located close to existing public transport
hubs or are on a public transport route and
avoid developing on areas that are
susceptible to flood risk.
It should be ensured that all developments
avoid being located on areas of prime quality
or locally important areas of agricultural land.
It should be ensured that all developments
are located close to existing public transport
hubs or are on a public transport route and
are linked to existing footpaths and cycle
routes.
Where possible, and dependent of the
location
of
the
development,
new
developments should aim to enhance the
water environment.

New development should be located close to
existing facilities, have access to recreational
facilities such as parks or open space, be
located close to public transport routes and

Population

By directing development to sustainable locations there are likely to be
corresponding significant positive environmental impacts on population,
especially if the objective ultimately leads to regeneration
Directing development to sustainable locations, especially if these are
located close existing facilities, public transport routes, footpaths and
cycle paths, is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts
on material assets

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

As above

There are likely to be significant positive impacts in the medium to long terms as a result of this objective.

There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as a result of this objective if all, or the majority, of new
development proposals are located in sustainable locations.

Key:
Significant Positive

be interlinked with existing foot and cycle
paths.
As above

Significant Positive/Negative

Significant Negative
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Objective 10: Follow the principles of sustainability and high quality, inclusive design standards in all developments to assist with meeting Climate Change targets and
create successful places which meet the needs of everyone
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air
Water

Listed Buildings

Historic
Environment

Conservation Areas

Gardens and Designed Landscapes

By ensuring the principles of sustainability and high design standards
are employed, it is likely that there will be significant positive
environmental impacts on landscape as new development should be
located where the landscape has capacity for it. There will also be
significant positive impacts on landscape by helping to reduce the
impacts of climate change.
There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as a
result of this objective, especially if the objective helps to reduce the
impacts of climate change.
Ensuring the principles of sustainability and high quality design
standards are followed will have significant positive impacts on climate
due to the reduction of greenhouse gases and by ensuring new
developments incorporate zero or low carbon materials and construction
practices.
The objective is likely to lead to the protection of important soil
resources through adherence to the principles of sustainability and also
be assisting in the reduction of the impact of climate change. Therefore,
the objective is likely to have significant positive impacts in this regard.
There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as a
result of this objective, especially if the objective helps to reduce the
impact of climate change.
Ensuring that the principles of sustainability and high quality design are
followed will help to enhance the water environment and water quality,
especially if the objective contributes to the reduction in the impact of
climate change.
High quality design and successful placemaking are likely to have
significant positive impacts on the setting of listed buildings should these
be located close to new development sites or development of vacant
sites.
Dependent on the location of new development, the objective could
have significant positive environmental impacts on Conservation Areas,
in terms of their character and appearance due to adhering to the
principles of high quality design and successful place making.
Dependent on the location of new development, the objective could
have significant positive environmental impacts on Gardens and
Designed Landscapes due to adhering to the principles of high quality
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None

None
None

None

None
None

None.

None.

None

Archaeological Sites/Areas
Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

design and successful place making.
Adhering to the principles of sustainability should ensure that
archaeological sites and areas are protected thus having significant
positive environmental impacts.
The objective is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts
on human health due to adhering to the principles of sustainability,
lessening the impacts of climate change and ensuring that successful
place making is adopted throughout the Council area for any new
developments.
Ensuring that the principles of sustainability are adhered to will result in
new development being located close to existing facilities, public
transport routes, foot and cycle networks etc. Successful placemaking
will also ensure that new developments lead to physical and social
regeneration should they take place in areas of deprivation. Therefore,
the objective is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts
on population.
Adhering to the principles of sustainability, high quality design and
successful place making is likely to have significant positive
environmental impacts on material assets as new developments will be
located close to public transport hubs, provide areas of recreational
open space and interlink with the existing footpath and cycle networks
etc.

None.
None.

None.

None

There are likely to be significant positive impacts in the medium to long term as a result of this objective.

There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts, as a result of this objective, if all or the majority, of new
development proposals are located in sustainable locations.
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Objective 11: Protecting environmentally sensitive areas and continuing to source funding to secure the long term future of East Ayrshire’s finest buildings
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Natural
Features

Climate
Soil
Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Protecting environmentally sensitive areas is likely to have significant
positive environmental impacts. Development in these areas will not be
allowed if they are likely to detrimentally impact on landscape character
and important geological resources.
There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts on
biodiversity, flora and fauna as a result of protecting environmentally
sensitive areas. Development in these areas will not be allowed if they
are likely to detrimentally impact on the natural environment.
The objective will protect areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic
soils or ancient and semi-natural woodland, therefore having significant
positive environmental impacts on climate.
The objective will also protect areas of raised bog, blanket bog or other
organic soils, therefore having significant positive environmental impacts
on soils.
Protecting environmentally sensitive areas is likely to have significant
positive impacts on air quality as it will be protecting those resources
that help with photosynthesis etc.
Ensuring that environmentally sensitive areas are protected is likely to
have significant positive environmental impacts as it is likely to enhance
the water environment by ensuring that development does not cause
detrimental impacts in these areas.
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during the Stage 1 Assessment

None

None

None
None
None
None

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

There are likely to be significant positive impacts in the short, medium and long term as a result of this objective.

There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts, as a result of this objective, if all environmentally
sensitive areas are safeguarded from development which will have a detrimental impact.
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Objective 12: Attract visitors to the area by creating and identifying new opportunities for tourism development and by exploiting East Ayrshire’s rich history and
heritage to attract visitors to the area
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Attracting visitors to existing and new tourism developments could have
significant negative environmental impacts on landscape character and
geological resources, if visitors are actively encouraged to explore rural
wildlife areas, for example Special Protection Area’s.
The creation of new tourism developments could have significant
environmental impacts but these are dependent on what type of tourism
development is being proposed and its location. At this stage, it is
difficult to determine if there is an impact and what this is likely to be.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Natural
Features

Attracting visitors to existing and new tourism developments could have
significant negative environmental impacts on biodiversity, flora and
fauna, especially if these tourist attractions, for example, are located
within country parks or the rural area.

Tourism developments should not be allowed
in environmentally sensitive areas or areas
protected by European or National legislation
if they are likely to have detrimental impacts
on the landscape or important areas of
geology.
New tourism developments should only be
allowed where the landscape can absorb the
development without any impact on the
character of the area and where the
development(s) would not result in the loss of
geological resources.
As above but in relation to the biodiversity,
flora and fauna.

The creation of new tourism developments could have significant
environmental impacts but these are dependent on what type of tourism
development is being proposed and its location. At this stage, it is
difficult to determine if there is an impact and what this is likely to be.
Climate

Natural
Resources

Soil

Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on climate if the
tourist attractions are not sustainably located or encourage people to
visit sensitive areas. If the locations are not close to or on a public
transport route, then there could be significant negative environmental
impacts on climate, mostly associated with a proliferation of private car
use.
However it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the impact is
likely to be as this is dependent on what type of tourism development is
being proposed and its location
Attracting visitors to existing and new tourism developments could have
significant negative environmental impacts on soil resources, if people
are actively encouraged to explore rural wildlife areas, for example
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It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments are located close to existing
public transport hubs or are on a public
transport route and avoid developing on
areas that are susceptible to flood risk.

Tourism developments should not be allowed
in environmentally sensitive areas or areas
protected by European or National legislation

Special Areas of Conservation or SSSI’s.
The creation of new tourism developments could have significant
environmental impacts but these are dependent on what type of tourism
development is being proposed and its location. At this stage, it is
difficult to determine if there is an impact and what this is likely to be.
Air

Water

Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas
Historic
Environment

Gardens and Designed Landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Health

Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on air quality if the
tourist attractions are not sustainably located or encourage people to
visit sensitive areas. If the locations are not near public transport routes,
then there could be significant negative environmental impacts on air
quality, mostly associated with a proliferation of private car use.
However it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the impact is
likely to be as this is dependent on what type of tourism development is
being proposed and its location
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on the water
environment. However, it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the
impact is likely to be, as this is dependent on what type of tourism
development is being proposed and its location.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on Listed Buildings.
However, it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the impact is
likely to be, as this is dependent on what type of tourism development is
being proposed and its location.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on Conservation
Areas. However, it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the
impact is likely to be, as this is dependent on what type of tourism
development is being proposed and its location.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on Gardens and
Designed Landscapes. However, it is difficult to predict with any
accuracy what the impact is likely to be, as this is dependent on what
type of tourism development is being proposed and its location.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on the
archaeological resources. However, it is difficult to predict with any
accuracy what the impact is likely to be, as this is dependent on what
type of tourism development is being proposed and its location.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on health
especially if the tourism attraction is to do with recreation. In this
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if they are likely to have detrimental impacts
on important soil resources.
New tourism developments should only be
allowed where they do not result in the loss
of prime quality or locally important
agricultural land or other important soil
resources such as peat etc.
It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments are located close to existing
public transport hubs or are on a public
transport route.

It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments avoid developing on areas
that are susceptible to flood risk. Tourism
developments should also avoid any
degradation of water bodies and/or
detrimental impact on the water environment.
It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments do not detrimentally impact on
Listed Buildings and/or their setting.
It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments do not negatively impact on
the
character
and
appearance
of
Conservation Areas
It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments do not detrimentally impact on
Gardens and Designed Landscapes or their
setting.
It should be ensured that all new tourism
developments do not detrimentally impact on
archaeological resources or areas.
None

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

instance there is likely to be significant positive environmental impacts.
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on population
through short term increases in visitor numbers within any one area.
However it is difficult to predict with any accuracy what the impact is
likely to be as this is dependent on what type of tourism development is
being proposed and its location
Increasing tourism within East Ayrshire could impact on the material
assets by encouraging people to use core paths and cycle paths or lead
to further new developments of recreational tourism pursuits. In this
instance there are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts.

None

None

Attracting visitors to the area could have significant negative environmental impacts in the short, medium and long term,
but this is ultimately dependent on where the existing or new tourist attraction is, if it is near public transport routes and if
it is likely to impact on sensitive areas.
As it is difficult to predict where new tourist attractions may be developed, it is equally difficult to predict if there will be
cumulative and/or synergistic impacts as a result of new development. For cumulative and synergistic impacts to occur
there would need to be more than one (existing or new) tourist development in the same area. At this stage, the location
and number of tourist attractions in the one location or area is unknown.
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STAGE 2 ASSESSMENT OF MAIN ISSUES AND REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES
Main Issue 3: Reducing the risk of flooding
Preferred option: At the strategic level:


In line with the strategic approach to addressing flood risk required through legislation, the LDP will support appropriate land management techniques and
habitat restoration at a landscape scale.



In the identification of development opportunity sites, the LDP will take full account of flood risk information. Sites will not be identified in areas of high flood
risk.

At the detailed design level:


The LDP policy framework will ensure that measures to mitigate flood risk and deliver sustainable urban drainage systems are an integral element of the design
process, helping to create sustainable places.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Natural
Features

Climate

Soil
Natural
Resources
Air
Water

Flooding has the potential to alter and damage landscape, especially
during flash floods which can lead to landslides etc. By supporting
appropriate land management techniques to deal flood risk at a strategic
level is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts.
As above, flooding can have a detrimental impact on important areas of
biodiversity and on flora and fauna. By ensuring that habitat restoration,
at a landscape scale, is strategically approached then there is likely to
be significant positive environmental impacts.
By ensuring that development does not take place in areas of high flood
risk and providing a policy framework to mitigate flood risk and ensuring
that SUDS are integral parts of the design process, then the preferred
option is likely to have significant positive environmental impacts.
In addition, by ensuring that habitat restoration at a landscape level is
undertaken in relation to flood risk, there is also likely to be significant
positive environmental impacts in terms protecting habitat networks.
By supporting appropriate land management techniques to deal with
flood risk at a strategic level, important soil resources are likely to be
protected from flooding, thus resulting in significant positive
environmental impacts.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
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None.

It should be ensured that habitat restoration
does not adversely impact on statutorily
protected
sites
and
important
local
biodiversity habitats and species.
Development should not be located in areas
which would cause flooding downstream.

None.

N/A
N/A

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population
Material Assets

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive environmental impacts as a result of the preferred
option.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be significant cumulative and synergistic positive environmental impacts as a result of the preferred
option.

Main Issue 9: Spatial Strategy for Surface Coal Mining
Receptor
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Preferred Option – A New Area of Search
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
A new area of search could include areas of sensitive landscapes thus
having the potential for them to be subject to development for opencast
coal in the future. If this is the case, significant negative environmental
impacts are likely to be experienced.
A new area of search could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

Any area of search or associated policies
should avoid sensitive landscape character
areas and/or important geological resources.

A new area of search could also result in the loss of habitat networks
and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.
A new area of search could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land
within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil

The area of search or associated policies
should avoid areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees and also avoid the loss of important
habitat networks.
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.

Natural
Features

Climate

Soil
Natural
Resources

Mitigation
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The area of search or associated policies
should not include or be located near or in
close proximity of sites, habitats or species
protected by European or national legislation.
They should also avoid known feeding
grounds for protected birds and other
protected species.

Air

Water

Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Historic
Environment

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

resources.
An area of search on its own would not have any impacts on air. The
assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.
The new area of search could include water bodies within its
boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future opencast coal
development within the area of search to have an impact on the water
environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies. Should this be
the case then there are likely to be significant negative environmental
impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search and there could be some impact on
the listed buildings and/or their setting from opencast coal. Should this
be the case, then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the area of search. Should this be the
case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.

There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one opencast coal site operating near a community. If
this is the case then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts on health.
New opencast coal sites could provide new employment opportunities to
nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts as residents quality of life will
be improved as a result of new employment opportunities.
The area of search could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
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None

The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment are likely to
be experienced or where water bodies would
be potentially degraded by opencast coal
development.
Where possible, the area of search or
associated policies should protect listed
buildings.
N/A
If there is likely to be an impact on the setting
of a Garden and Designed Landscape, then
mitigation measures should be put in place in
consultation with Historic Scotland. Should
there be no means of mitigation that would
address this issue, then the proposed
opencast coal site or area of search should
exclude that area from consideration.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from disturbance or loss.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect communities from noise, dust,
vibration and visual impact.
None

Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be

impact.

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

lost through opencast development as a
result of the area of search. The diversion
should, especially in relation to core paths,
include upgrading by the developer in
consultation with the Council’s Countryside
Services section.

It is likely that opencast coal development, within the area of search, will have short, medium and long term significant
negative environmental impacts.
There are likely to be significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts
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Alternative Option (1): Allow new workings anywhere in East Ayrshire subject to proposals meeting with a detailed set of criteria relating to environmental, landscape
and transportation impacts as well as impact on local communities and all other normal operational matters.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

New opencast workings could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

Climate

New opencast workings could also result in the loss of habitat networks
and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.
New opencast workings could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land
within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
New opencast workings on their own would not have any impacts on air.
The assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.

Natural
Features

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Listed Buildings
Historic
Environment

New opencast workings could include areas of sensitive landscapes
thus having the potential for them to be subject to development for
opencast coal in the future. If this is the case, significant negative
environmental impacts are likely to be experienced.

New opencast workings could include water bodies within its
boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future opencast coal
development within the area of search to have an impact on the water
environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies. Should this be
the case then there are likely to be significant negative environmental
impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of new opencast workings and there could be some impact
on the listed buildings and/or their setting from opencast coal. Should
this be the case, then there may be significant negative environmental
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Any new workings should avoid sensitive
landscape character areas and/or important
geological resources.
High standards of site restoration should be
mandatory.
New workings should be prohibited if they
are
located
within
or
affect
the
setting/conservation interests of the SPA,
SAC’s and SSSI’s and other protected
habitats and species
New workings should be prohibited if they
have detrimental impacts on habitat networks
and protecting areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees.
New workings should be prohibited if they
have detrimental impacts on raised bog,
blanket bog, other organic soils or prime
quality/locally important agricultural land.
The criteria should ensure that any new
workings should not exceed national air
quality standards and require air quality
monitoring if there is any uncertainty about
the impact on air.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts to
the water environment or lead to degradation
of water bodies.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
listed buildings and/or their setting.

Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by new opencast workings. Should this be
the case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of new opencast workings. Should this be the case, then
there may be significant negative environmental impacts if these
sites/areas are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one opencast coal site operating near a community. If
this is the case then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts on health.
New opencast coal sites could provide new employment opportunities to
nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts as residents quality of life will
be improved as a result of new employment opportunities.
The area of search could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

None
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
gardens and designed landscapes and/or
their setting.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
archaeological sites/areas.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact,
either individually, or cumulatively.
None

The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to lead to the extinguishments
of core paths or rights of way.

There are likely to be significant negative environmental impacts in the short, medium and long term.
There are likely to be significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts.

140

Alternative Option (2): Do not permit surface coal mining at new sites and allow extraction only at existing consented sites. Limited extensions could be considered.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology
Natural
Features

Natural
Resources
Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate
Soil
Air
Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

By preventing surface coal mining at new sites and allowing extraction
only at consented sites, significant positive environmental impacts are
likely to be experienced. Limited extensions to existing sites may have
some environmental impacts, but this is dependent on the size and
location of the extension.
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

None

None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None

There are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts in the short, medium and long term as a result of this
alternative option.
There are likely to be significant positive cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts as a result of the alternative
option.
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Main Issue 10 – How should the area of search be identified?
Preferred Option - The Council is of the view that an area of search for surface coal mining should be identified using the coal resource map for East Ayrshire with the
certain areas/constraints excluded.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Historic
Environment

Listed Buildings

The preferred option excludes areas of landscape significance from the
area of search which is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts. However, by the very nature of opencast coal, there will be
changes to the landscape which would be considered to have significant
negative environmental impacts.
Therefore, the overall impact of the preferred option would be significant
positive and negative environmental impacts.
The preferred option excludes Natura 2000 sites and SSSI’s, therefore
having significant positive environmental impacts.
Apart from Natura 2000 and SSSI’s being excluded from the area of
search, there could still be detrimental impacts on habitat networks and
areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees. If this is the case then it is likely that there will be significant
negative environmental impacts. Should the criteria be widened to
include these habitats and species then the preferred option is likely to
have significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other
organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land within
its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, then there is the possibility
of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
The area of search on its own would not have any impact on air. The
assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.
The area of search could include water bodies within its boundaries.
There is the potential for future opencast coal development within the
area of search to have an impact on the water environment or lead to
the degradation of water bodies. Should this be the case then there are
likely to be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of the area of search and there could be some impact of
opencast coal development on the listed buildings itself and/or its
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The area of search or associated policies
should also avoid important geological
resources.
High standards of site restoration should be
mandatory.
None.
The area of search or associated policies
should avoid/protect areas of raised bog,
blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees and also
avoid/protect the loss of important habitat
networks.
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
None

The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment or where
water bodies would be potentially degraded
by opencast coal development.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect listed buildings and their
setting from any detrimental impact.

Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

setting. Should this be the case, then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the area of search. Should this be the
case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The preferred option will protect communities from the impact of
opencast coal by putting a 500 metre buffer zone around settlements,
therefore potentially having significant positive environmental impacts on
health.

N/A
The area of search or associated policies
should protect Gardens and Designed
Landscapes and their setting from adverse
impacts
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from adverse impacts.
The area of search or associated policies
should prohibit new workings if they are likely
to have detrimental impacts on noise, dust,
vibration
and
visual
impact,
either
individually, or cumulatively.

The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one opencast coal site operating near a community. If
this is the case then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts on health.

Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative impacts on
health.
New opencast coal sites could provide new employment opportunities to
nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search could include could core paths, rights of way and
other footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative
environmental impact.

None
Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be
lost through opencast development as a
result of the area of search or associated
policies. The diversion should, especially in
relation to core paths, include upgrading by
the developer in consultation with the
Council’s Countryside Services section.

It is considered that the majority of the short, medium and long term impacts will be significant negative. However,
biodiversity, flora and fauna and population are predicted to have significant positive impacts in the same timeframe, with
landscape and geology and health predicted to have significant positive and negative impacts over the short, medium
and long term. Restoration of sites can also result in positive long term impacts as they can improve public access and
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Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

provide new wildlife habitats.
The vast majority of cumulative and synergistic impacts are likely to be significant negative impacts. Biodiversity, flora
and fauna and population are likely to have significant positive cumulative and synergistic impacts with landscape,
geology and health likely to have significant positive and negative cumulative and synergetic impacts
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Alternative Option 1: Similar to OCCSP 2003 approach, identify an area of search with the same set of constraints ‘sieved out’ as was contained in the OCCSP 2003.
Existing and restored sites would not automatically be excluded from the area of search.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Climate

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air

Water

Historic
Environment

Listed Buildings

The alternative option excludes areas of landscape significance from the
area of search, which is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts. However, by the very nature of opencast coal, there will be
changes to the landscape which would be considered to have significant
negative environmental impacts.
Therefore, the overall impact of the alternative option would be
significant positive and negative environmental impacts.
The preferred option excludes Natura 2000 sites and SSSI’s. It also
directs opencast coal development away from sites of local nature
conservation interest, such as wildlife sites and local nature reserves. As
these important natural resources are protected, the alternative option is
likely to have significant positive environmental impacts.
The alternative approach will also direct opencast coal development
away from sites of local nature conservation interest, such as habitat
networks and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils and
specifically excludes woodland/groups of trees (ancient and semi-natural
woodland), therefore having significant positive environmental impacts.
The alternative approach will also direct opencast coal development
away from sites of local nature conservation interest, such as of raised
bog, blanket bog, other organic soils and will exclude prime quality or
locally important agricultural land from the area of search. The
alternative approach is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts.
The area of search on its own would not have any impact on air. The
assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.
The area of search could include water bodies within its boundaries.
There is the potential for future opencast coal development within the
area of search to have an impact on the water environment or lead to
the degradation of water bodies. Should this be the case then there are
likely to be significant negative environmental impacts.
The alternative approach will also exclude category A listed buildings
from the area of search, as well as directing opencast development
away from category B and C(s) listed buildings; thus having significant
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The area of search should also avoid
important geological resources.
High standards of site restoration should be
mandatory.

None

None

None

None

The area of search should also exclude
areas where detrimental impacts to the water
environment are likely to occur or where
water bodies would be potentially degraded
by opencast coal development.
None

Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Conservation Areas
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Social
Environment

Health

positive environmental impacts.
The alternative approach will also exclude gardens and designed
landscapes; thus having significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
The alternative approach will also exclude archaeological sites/areas
from the area of search, thus having significant positive environmental
impacts.
The alternative approach will protect communities from the impact of
opencast coal by putting a 500 metre buffer zone around settlements,
therefore potentially having significant positive environmental impacts on
health.

None
N/A
None
The area of search or associated policies
should prohibit new workings if they are likely
to have detrimental impacts on noise, dust,
vibration
and
visual
impact,
either
individually, or cumulatively.

The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one opencast coal site operating near a community. If
this is the case then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts on health.

Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative impacts on
health.
New opencast coal sites could provide new employment opportunities to
nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search excludes recreation resources, which would include
core paths, rights of way and other footpaths, thus having a significant
positive environmental impact.

None
None

It is considered that the majority of the short, medium and long term impacts will be significant positive, with landscape,
geology and health having significant positive and negative impacts and water having significant negative environmental
impacts over the same timeframe.
It is considered that the majority of the cumulative and synergistic impacts will be significant positive, with landscape,
geology and health having significant positive and negative impacts and water having significant negative environmental
impacts over the same timeframe.
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Alternative Option 2: A wider area of search, with only international and nationally protected areas (SPA, SAC and SSSI) and a 500m buffer zones around towns being
‘sieved out’.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Listed Buildings
Historic
Environment
Gardens and Designed Landscapes

The preferred option could still include areas of landscape significance
from the area of search which is likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts. However, by the very nature of opencast coal,
there will be changes to the landscape which would be considered to
have significant negative environmental impacts.
The preferred option excludes Natura 2000 sites and SSSI’s, therefore
having significant positive environmental impacts.
Apart from Natura 2000 and SSSI’s being excluded from the area of
search, there could still be detrimental impacts on habitat networks and
areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees. If this is the case then it is likely that there will be significant
negative environmental impacts. Should the criteria be widened to
include these habitats and species then the preferred option is likely to
have significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other
organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land within
its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, then there is the possibility
of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
The area of search on its own would not have any impact on air. The
assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.
The area of search could include water bodies within its boundaries.
There is the potential for future opencast coal development within the
area of search to have an impact on the water environment or lead to
the degradation of water bodies. Should this be the case then there are
likely to be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of the area of search and there could be some impact of
opencast coal development on the listed buildings itself and/or its
setting. Should this be the case, then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the area of search. Should this be the
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The area of search or associated policies
should also avoid areas of landscape
significance
and
important
geological
resources.
High standards of site restoration should be
mandatory.
None.
The area of search or associated policies
should avoid/protect areas of raised bog,
blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees and also
avoid/protect the loss of important habitat
networks.
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
None

The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment or where
water bodies would be potentially degraded
by opencast coal development.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect listed buildings and their
setting from any detrimental impact.
N/A

Conservation Areas

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The preferred option will protect communities from the impact of
opencast coal by putting a 500 metre buffer zone around settlements,
therefore potentially having significant positive environmental impacts on
health.

The area of search or associated policies
should protect Gardens and Designed
Landscapes and their setting from adverse
impacts
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from adverse impacts.
The area of search or associated policies
should prohibit new workings if they are likely
to have detrimental impacts on noise, dust,
vibration
and
visual
impact,
either
individually, or cumulatively.

The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one opencast coal site operating near a community. If
this is the case then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts on health.

Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative impacts on
health.
New opencast coal sites could provide new employment opportunities to
nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts.
The area of search could include could core paths, rights of way and
other footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative
environmental impact.

None
Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be
lost through opencast development as a
result of the area of search or associated
policies. The diversion should, especially in
relation to core paths, include upgrading by
the developer in consultation with the
Council’s Countryside Services section.

It is considered that the majority of the short, medium and long term impacts will be significant positive and negative.
It is considered that the majority of the cumulative and synergistic impacts will be significant positive and negative.
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Main Issue 15: Sand and Gravel
Preferred Option - Identify an area of search within East Ayrshire using the resource map for sand and gravel and eliminating known constraints.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

A new area of search could include areas of sensitive landscapes thus
having the potential for them to be subject to development for opencast
coal in the future. If this is the case, significant negative environmental
impacts are likely to be experienced.
A new area of search could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

Natural
Features
Climate

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Listed Buildings
Historic
Environment

A new area of search could also result in the loss of habitat networks
and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.
A new area of search could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land
within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
An area of search on its own would not have any impacts on air. The
assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each sand and gravel site or the policies that
implement the main issue in the LDP.
The new area of search could include water bodies within its
boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future sand and gravel
development within the area of search to have an impact on the water
environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies. Should this be
the case then there are likely to be significant negative environmental
impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search and there could be some impact on
the listed buildings and/or their setting from sand and gravel. Should this
be the case, then there may be significant negative environmental
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Any area of search or associated policies
should avoid sensitive landscape character
areas and/or important geological resources.
The area of search or associated policies
should not include or be located near or in
close proximity of sites, habitats or species
protected by European or national legislation.
They should also avoid known feeding
grounds for protected birds and other
protected species.

The area of search or associated policies
should avoid areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees and also avoid the loss of important
habitat networks.
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment are likely to
be experienced or where water bodies would
be potentially degraded by opencast coal
development.
Where possible, the area of search or
associated policies should protect listed
buildings.

impacts.
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Conservation Areas
Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the area of search. Should this be the
case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one sand and gravel site operating near a
community. If this is the case then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts on health.
New sand and gravel sites could provide new employment opportunities
to nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts as residents quality of life will
be improved as a result of new employment opportunities.
The area of search could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

The area of search or associated policies
should protect gardens and designed
landscapes.
None
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from disturbance or loss.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect communities from noise, dust,
vibration and visual impact.
None

The area of search or associated policies
should prohibit new workings if they are likely
to lead to the extinguishments of core paths
or rights of way.

It is likely that sand and gravel development, within the area of search, will have short, medium and long term significant
negative environmental impacts.
There are likely to be significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts
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Alternative Option: No area of search for sand and gravel. Instead, a criteria based policy will assess each proposal on its own merits.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/Enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

New sand and gravel sites could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

Climate

New sand and gravel sites could also result in the loss of habitat
networks and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.
New sand and gravel sites could include areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural
land within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
New sand and gravel on their own would not have any impacts on air.
The assessment of environmental impacts of air should be left to the
assessment of the each opencast coal site or the policies that implement
the main issue in the LDP.

Natural
Features

Soil

Air
Natural
Resources
Water

Listed Buildings
Historic
Environment

New sand and gravel sites could include areas of sensitive landscapes
thus having the potential for them to be subject to development for
opencast coal in the future. If this is the case, significant negative
environmental impacts are likely to be experienced.

New sand and gravel sites could include water bodies within its
boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future opencast coal
development within the area of search to have an impact on the water
environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies. Should this be
the case then there are likely to be significant negative environmental
impacts.
There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of new sand and gravel sites and there could be some
impact on the listed buildings and/or their setting from sand and gravel
development. Should this be the case, then there may be significant
negative environmental impacts.
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Any new workings should avoid sensitive
landscape character areas and/or important
geological resources.
High standards of site restoration should be
mandatory.
New workings should be prohibited if they
are
located
within
or
affect
the
setting/conservation interests of the SPA,
SAC’s and SSSI’s and other protected
habitats and species
New workings should be prohibited if they
have detrimental impacts on habitat networks
and protecting areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees.
New workings should be prohibited if they
have detrimental impacts on raised bog,
blanket bog, other organic soils or prime
quality/locally important agricultural land.
The criteria should ensure that any new
workings should not exceed national air
quality standards and require air quality
monitoring if there is any uncertainty about
the impact on air.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts to
the water environment or lead to degradation
of water bodies.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
listed buildings and/or their setting.

Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

The area of search will not include any conservation areas therefore it is
unlikely that any significant environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by new sand and gravel sites. Should this be
the case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of sand and gravel sites. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities as the issues of
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact may be prevalent, especially if
there is more than one sand and gravel site operating near a
community. If this is the case then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts on health.
New sand and gravel sites could provide new employment opportunities
to nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are likely to be
significant positive environmental impacts as residents quality of life will
be improved as a result of new employment opportunities.
The area of search could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

None
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
gardens and designed landscapes and/or
their setting.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
archaeological sites/areas.
The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to have detrimental impacts on
noise, dust, vibration and visual impact,
either individually, or cumulatively.
None

The criteria should prohibit new workings if
they are likely to lead to the extinguishments
of core paths or rights of way.

There are likely to be significant negative environmental impacts in the short, medium and long term.

There are likely to be significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts.
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Main Issue 19: Kilmarnock North – Meiklewood/Mosside
Alternative Option (1): Re-allocate as a Mixed Use Development Site
Receptor
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
The Landscape Character Assessment (2004) indicates that the site is
within an area that is not suitable for development.
Therefore
development of this site is likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts on landscape. There may also be coal seams
within the site, which could have an impact on the geology of the site if
the mineshafts have not been treated.
As there are no protected habitats or species within the site or the
vicinity of the site and as there is no information on protected species
feeding, breeding or foraging on the site, then there is unlikely to be
significant environmental impacts in this regard.

Natural
Features
Climate

Soil
Natural
Resources
Air

Although the site is within walking distance of public transport, it is not
located close to existing facilities due to its location at the most northern
part of the settlement boundary of Kilmarnock. This will increase the
need for travel, most likely by private car, to existing facilities, which in
turn will increase the amount of greenhouse gases released into the
atmosphere, thus having negative impacts on climate change reduction
targets.
It is unknown whether development of the site will have adverse impacts
on habitat networks or the dispersal of species. In conclusion, the site is
likely to have significant negative environmental impacts.
Development of the site would lead to the loss of an area of Category
3(2) locally important good quality agricultural land. Therefore the site is
likely to have significant negative environmental impacts on soil.
Although, there is a public transport stop within walking distance of the
site, development of the site would increase the amount of emissions
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Mitigation/Enhancement
None

Should the site be developed, then a phase 1
habitat survey should be provided alongside
any application for planning permission. If
there are likely to be adverse impacts on
protected species or important/protected
habitats then mitigation measures should be
put in place in consultation with SNH. Should
there be no suitable mitigation measures to
offset adverse impacts then the site should
not be developed.
The site, should it be taken forward, must be
sustainably designed and constructed to
contribute to greenhouse gas reduction
targets and to counter balance the increase
in emissions from private cars.

This area of the site should not be developed
upon to ensure that locally important good
quality agricultural land is not lost as a result
of development.
The site should be monitored for any
increases in air pollution which would lead to

into the atmosphere as a result of increased private car usage in this
area. This could have adverse impacts on air quality, which if it breaches
national air quality standards, would have significant negative
environmental impacts.
However, the site could provide multiple modes of transportation if it is
linked into existing walking and cycling routes as well as being within
walking distance of a public transport stop.

Water

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

Therefore, the site is likely to have significant positive and negative
environmental impacts on air.
There are no water courses within or adjacent to the site that could be
affected by development, however, there is always the potential for
development to affect groundwater resources. Should development lead
to any detrimental impacts to groundwater resources, then the site
should not be developed. As there is no information on groundwater
resources in this area, it is not possible to predict if there will be any
significant impacts.
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
As the site is likely to provide direct links to existing walking and cycling
networks and provide new recreational facilities, it is likely that there will
be significant positive environmental impacts on health.
However, as the site may have impacts on air quality and would be
located near to other uses, which may increase the amount of light and
noise pollution experienced by a residential estate, then significant
negative environmental impacts may be experienced in this regard.

Population

Material Assets

In conclusion, the site is likely to have significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
The site is within walking distance of a public transport stop, but is not
within a reasonable walking distance of basic amenities. Although the
site will allow new business and industrial opportunities, the site itself is
considered not to be in a sustainable location. Therefore, the site is
likely to have significant negative environmental impacts on population.
The site is within walking distance of a public transport stop and is likely
to provide additional public open space; however, the site is also likely to
increase the amount of waste within the area.
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national air quality standards being breached
on an individual or cumulative basis.
It should be ensured that any development of
the site provides direct links to existing public
transport routes and walking and cycling
paths.

A hydrology study should accompany any
submission for planning consent. Should the
study indicate that groundwater resources
will be detrimentally impacted upon and that
there are no suitable mitigation measures,
then the site should not be developed.
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
Only
compatible
and
complimentary
alternative uses should be located in the site
to preserve the amenity of a residential area.
Any uses which would result in excessive
noise or light spillage should not be permitted
in this area.

None

None

Therefore the development of the site is likely to have significant positive
and negative environmental impacts on material assets.
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
development of this site for mixed uses.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be significant positive and negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts as a result of
development of this site for mixed uses.
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Main Issue 20: Caponacre Industrial Estate, Cumnock
Receptor

Preferred Option: Re-allocate Caponacre Industrial Estate to Mixed Use Development
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Climate
Natural
Features

As the site is an existing industrial area within a settlement boundary,
there will be no impact on landscape and geological resources in the
area.
Re-development of the site for mixed use could impact on a number of
protected bird species within the Red and Amber Lists, Bats and the
feeding grounds of otters. Should these species and feeding grounds be
adversely disturbed then there is likely to be significant negative
environmental impacts on biodiversity, flora and fauna.
The site is within walking distance of public transport, but it is not located
close to existing facilities. This could increase the need for travel, most
likely by private car, to existing facilities, which in turn could increase the
amount of greenhouse gases into the atmosphere, which will have
impacts on climate change reduction targets.
The eastern boundary of the site is within an area at risk of flooding. Redevelopment of the site may exacerbate the risk of flooding within and/or
downstream, as well as, the potential to cause dispersal of species, as
noted above.
In conclusion, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
impacts on the environment.

Soil
Air
Natural
Resources

Parts of the site have the potential for soil contamination due to previous
industrial uses. There is likely to be significant positive environmental
impacts by removing any soil contamination from the site
Although, there is a public transport stop within walking distance of the
site, the development of the site would increase the amount of
emissions into the atmosphere as a result of increased private car usage
in this area. This could have adverse impacts on air quality, which if it
breaches national air quality standards, would have significant negative
environmental impacts.
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Mitigation/Enhancement

None
Mitigation measures should be put in place,
in conjunction with SNH, to ensure that there
are no adverse impacts on these species and
feeding grounds. Appropriate buffer zones
may be required to put in place to ensure that
the species are also not disturbed.
The site, should it be taken forward, must be
sustainably designed and constructed to
contribute to greenhouse gas reduction
targets and to counter balance the increase
in emissions from private cars.
Appropriate buffer zones or flood prevention
measures should also be undertaken without
any disturbance to the otters feeding in the
watercourse. A Flood Risk Appraisal will be
required to be submitted with any application
from planning consent.
The re-development of the site should also
avoid dispersing species and should follow
the mitigation measure in relation to
biodiversity, flora and fauna in this respect.
None
The site should be monitored for any
increases in air pollution which would lead to
national air quality standards being breached
on an individual or cumulative basis.
It should be ensured that any development of
the site provides direct links to existing public

However, the site could provide multiple modes of transportation if it is
linked into existing walking and cycling routes as well as being within
walking distance of a public transport stop.

Water

Therefore, the site is likely to have significant positive and negative
environmental impacts on air.
Parts of the site have the potential for groundwater contamination due to
previous industrial uses. There is likely to be significant positive
environmental impacts by removing any contamination from the site.
However, there could be impacts on the watercourse due to redevelopment of the site. If this leads to any degradation of the water
body, then there will be significant negative environmental impacts.

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and Designed Landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

transport routes and walking and cycling
paths.

Re-development of the site should avoid any
degradation to the water body. There are
opportunities to enhance the water
environment i.e. landscaping and walk ways
within the site, though this must be done
without any disturbance or impact to the
water environment or biodiversity, flora and
fauna within the area.

In conclusion, there are likely to both positive and negative significant
environmental impacts.
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

As the site is likely to provide direct links to existing walking and cycling
networks and provide new recreational facilities, it is likely that there will
be significant positive environmental impacts on health. Removal of soil
and groundwater contamination will also have significant positive
impacts on health, as will re-development of derelict properties and
degraded land.

Only
compatible
and
complimentary
alternative uses should be located in the site
to preserve amenity of a residential area. Any
uses which would result in excessive noise or
light spillage should not be permitted in this
area.

However, as the site may have impacts on air quality and would be
located near to other uses, which may increase the amount of light and
noise pollution experienced by a residential estate, then significant
negative environmental impacts may be experienced in this regard.

Population

Material Assets

In conclusion, the site is likely to have significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
The site is within walking distance of a public transport stop, but is not
within a reasonable walking distance of basic amenities. Although the
site will allow new business and industrial opportunities, the site itself is
considered not to be in a sustainable location. Therefore, the site is
likely to have significant negative environmental impacts on population.
The site is within walking distance of a public transport stop and is likely
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None

None

to provide additional public open space; however, the site is also likely to
increase the amount of waste within the area.
Therefore the development of the site is likely to have significant positive
and negative environmental impacts on material assets.
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
development of this site for mixed uses.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be significant positive and negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts as a result of
development of this site for mixed uses.
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Main Issue 21: Stewarton
Alternative Site 1: Designate a new Local Business and Industrial Location at Draffen East.
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

The Landscape Character Assessment (2004) indicates that the site is
within an area that is not suitable for development.
Therefore
development of this site is likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts on landscape.
As there are no protected sites within the site or the vicinity of the site
and as there is no information on protected species feeding, breeding or
foraging on the site, there is unlikely to be any significant environmental
impacts in this regard.

Natural
Features

Climate

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air

Water

The site is not within walking distance of public transport and it is also
not located close to existing facilities. This will increase the need for
travel, most likely by private car, which in turn will increase the amount
of greenhouse gases into the atmosphere. It is unknown whether
development of the site will have adverse impacts on habitat networks or
the dispersal of species. In conclusion, the site is likely to have
significant negative environmental impacts.
There is no information on the soil resource within this area; therefore, it
is difficult to predict if there will be any significant environmental impacts.
However there is a small area of potentially contaminated land within the
site. Removing this area of contaminated land is unlikely to have
significant positive impacts, but in conjunction with the removal on the
larger area of contaminated land within the adjacent proposed
residential site, then there would be significant positive environmental
cumulative impacts.
As the site does not have a public transport stop within walking distance,
development of the site is likely to increase the amount of emissions into
the atmosphere as a result of increased private car usage. This could
have adverse impacts on air quality, which if it breaches national air
quality standards, would have significant negative environmental
impacts.
There are no water courses within or adjacent to the site that could be
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Mitigation/Enhancement
None.

Should the site be developed, then a phase 1
habitat survey should be provided alongside
any application for planning permission. If
there are likely to be adverse impacts on
protected species or important/protected
habitats then mitigation measures should be
put in place in consultation with SNH. Should
there be no suitable mitigation measures to
offset potential adverse impacts then the site
should not be developed.
The site, should it be taken forward, must be
sustainably designed and constructed to
contribute to greenhouse gas reduction
targets and to counter balance the increase
in emissions from private cars.
Should the site be developed, then a phase 1
habitat survey should be provided alongside
any application for planning permission. If
there are likely to be adverse impacts on
important soil resources such as peat or
other organic soils, which mitigation
measures cannot remedy, then the site
should not be developed.
If the site is developed then a public transport
stop would be required to be established
within walking distance of the site to provide
an alternative travel option and to help
toward meeting greenhouse gas reduction
targets.
A hydrology study should accompany any

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

affected by development, however, there is always the potential for
development to affect groundwater resources. Should development lead
to any detrimental impacts to groundwater resources, then the site
should not be developed. However, there is no information on
groundwater resources in this area therefore it is not possible to predict
if there will be any significant impacts.
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
Scoped out during Stage 1 Assessment
The site may have impacts on air quality and would be located near to a
future residential estate. Development could which may increase the
amount of light and noise pollution experienced by the future estate,
which may have significant negative environmental impacts.
The site also has a radon gas risk warning within it. If development of
the site does not reduce the risk of radon gas leaks, then there could be
significant negative environmental impacts on health.

Population

Material Assets

The site is not within walking distance of a public transport stop and
reasonable walking distance of basic amenities. Although the site will
allow new business and industrial opportunities, the site itself is
considered not to be in sustainable location. Therefore, the site is likely
to have significant negative environmental impacts on population.
The site is not within walking distance of a public transport stop and is
likely to provide minimal amounts of additional public open space. The
site is also likely to increase the amount of waste within the area.
Therefore the development of the site is likely to have significant
negative environmental impacts on material assets.

submission for planning consent. Should the
study indicate that groundwater resources
will be detrimentally impacted upon and that
there are no suitable mitigation measures,
then the site should not be developed.
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
Only
compatible
and
complimentary
alternative uses should be located in the site
to preserve amenity of a residential area. Any
uses which would result in excessive noise or
light spillage should not be permitted in this
area.
Appropriate radon gas measures should be
taken to protect leaks within future properties
built upon the site.
None

If the site is developed then a public transport
stop would be required to be established
within walking distance of the site to provide
an alternative travel option and to help
toward meeting climate change reduction
targets.

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant negative environmental impacts as a result of development
of this site.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts as a result of development
of this site for mixed uses.
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Main Issue 26: The Proposed Galloway and Southern Ayrshire Biosphere
Receptor
Landscape and Geology

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Climate

Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Preferred option: A Supportive Biosphere Policy
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
It is considered that through the implementation of the biosphere,
landscape and geology will be protected as the aim of the biosphere is
sustainable development. As a small part of the biosphere is within the
Council boundary and also within the Sensitive Landscape Character
Area, it is likely that there will be significant positive impacts on
landscape and geological resources.
The Merrick Kells SAC, SSSI and Provisional Wildlife Site are located
within the biosphere area. It is likely that the biosphere will also protect
these resources from adverse impacts thus having significant positive
environmental impacts on the environment.
The biosphere is likely to contribute towards the reduction in climate
change, protect habitat networks and areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and woodland/groups of trees, therefore, having
significant positive environmental impacts.

Soil

The biosphere is likely to protect raised bogs, blanket bogs, other
organic soils therefore, having significant positive environmental
impacts.

Air

The biosphere is likely to contribute towards climate change targets thus
having corresponding significant positive environmental impacts on air.

Water

The biosphere designation is likely to protect and potentially enhance
water bodies and the water environment, therefore, having significant
positive environmental impacts.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The biosphere designation is likely to increase recreational activities
within the core area which will have significant positive impacts on
health.
It is likely that the biosphere designation will create new employment
opportunities within the transitional area. It is likely that these will be
significant positive cumulative environmental impacts

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population
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Mitigation/enhancement
The policy should not allow developments
were there will be adverse impacts on the
Sensitive Landscape Character Area.

The policy should not allow developments
were there will be adverse impacts on the
SAC and SSSI.
The policy should not allow developments
were there will be adverse impacts on habitat
networks and areas of raised bog, blanket
bog,
other
organic
soils
and
woodland/groups of trees within this area.
The policy should not allow developments
were there will be adverse impacts on habitat
networks and areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils within this area.
The policy should not allow developments
which lead to National Air Quality Standards
being exceeded.
The policy should not allow developments
which could potentially lead to degradation of
water bodies.
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
None.
None.

Material Assets

It is likely the biosphere designation will protect and encourage the use
of footpaths and cycle paths within the area. It is also likely that the
biosphere will link into the Central Scotland Green Network.

None.

Overall there are likely to be significant positive environmental impacts.
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive environmental impacts as a result of the preferred
option.
There are likely to be significant cumulative and synergistic positive environmental impacts as a result of the preferred
option.
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Main Issue 29 – Mauchline’s Future Growth and Infrastructure
Receptor

Preferred Option – The identification of housing land to accommodate a western relief road
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Landscape and Geology

The Landscape Assessment of Potential Development Areas identifies
the following:





part of the proposed area is described as having limited potential for
development due to higher landscape sensitivity and it may be
further constrained by size and topography;
part of the proposed area is described as having potential for
development as the landscape sensitivity is lower and development
may be beneficial to the wider settlement and urban fabric, subject
to detailed design plans;
the majority of the site is described as an indicative landscaped
area to accompany development as buffer zones and/or screening.

Mitigation/enhancement

Any development should be carefully
designed to mitigate negative impacts on the
landscape character of the area. Additional
screen planting and/or buffer zones should
be incorporated into the design of any new
residential area to help mitigate for the loss
of character but to also enhance the new
area so that it can be integrated into the
wider landscape.

Therefore the development of the proposed area for housing and the
western relief road could have significant positive impacts on landscape
due to the areas which have been identified as having potential or
limited potential for development, in terms of housing, but also there
could be significant negative impacts on landscape arising from potential
development of the area set aside for screening or as a buffer zone.

Natural
Features

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative impacts on
landscape as a result of this preferred option.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The centre of Mauchline is congested at peak times which may have
consequences for climate and air quality. A western distributer road may
alleviate some of this traffic and reduce the emissions in one area,
potentially having positive impacts on climate. The proposed area for
residential development is also within walking distance from existing
facilities and public transport routes. As the Western Distributor Road is
proposed to go through this area, there is the possibility of further
integrating development in this area with public transport, therefore
having positive impacts on the environment.
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Development within the site should be
sustainably
sited
and
sustainable
construction methods and materials should
be used, to further contribute to the Scottish
Government’s climate change targets.

Soil
Air

Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

Overall the preferred option is likely to have significant positive
environmental impacts on climate.
The proposed development area could result in the loss of a significant
area of Category 3(2) locally important good quality agricultural land,
which would have significant negative impacts on soils.
A western distributer road may alleviate some of this traffic and reduce
the emissions at Mauchline Cross, potentially having positive impacts on
climate. The proposed area for residential development is also within
walking distance from existing facilities and public transport routes. As
the Western Distributor Road is proposed to go through this area, there
is the possibility of further integrating development with public transport,
therefore having positive impacts on the environment. However, there is
also the possibility that at peak times, air quality may be affected due to
the additional traffic using the new route, resulting in significant negative
impacts on air quality.
Overall the preferred option is likely to have significant positive and
negative environmental impacts on air quality.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The proposed residential area is located close to existing health, social
and recreational facilities. However, the proposed western relief road will
go through this new development potentially increasing noise and air
pollution.
Overall, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts on health as a result of this preferred option.

Population

Material Assets

The proposed residential area is within walking distance of existing
amenities and public transport routes. As the Western Distributor Road
is proposed to go through this area, there is the possibility of further
integrating public transport within the development. Therefore, there is
likely to be significant positive impacts on population.
The proposed residential area is within walking distance of existing
public transport routes and there is the possibility of integrating a public
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None.
The proposed residential area should be
monitored for any increases in air pollution
which would lead to national air quality
standards being breached on an individual or
cumulative basis.
Should these standards be breached then
mitigation measures will need to be put in
place in consultation with Environmental
Health.

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
The proposed residential area should be
monitored for any increases in air pollution
which would lead to national air quality
standards being breached on an individual or
cumulative basis.
Should these standards be breached then
mitigation measures will need to be put in
place in consultation with Environmental
Health.
The new residential area and western
distributor road should provide a public
transport route and stops to ensure that
sustainable transport is integrated into the
new development.
The new residential area and western
distributor road should provide a public

transport route within the development using the new western distributor
road. There is also the potential for public open space to be provided in
the new residential area.

transport route and stops to ensure that
sustainable transport is integrated into the
new development.

However, new residential development is likely to increase the
production of waste, and cumulatively, this may have significant
negative impacts.

It should be ensured that there are new
areas of public open space provided within
the new residential area.

Overall, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts on health as a result of this preferred option
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
alternative option.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be significant positive and negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.
Alternative Option (2): No traffic relief proposal
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Receptor
Landscape and Geology

The Landscape Assessment of Potential Development Areas identifies
the following:



Natural
Features



part of the proposed area is described as having limited potential for
development due to higher landscape sensitivity and it may be
further constrained by size and topography;
part of the proposed area is described as having potential for
development as the landscape sensitivity is lower and development
may be beneficial to the wider settlement and urban fabric, subject
to detailed design plans;
the majority of the site is described as an indicative landscaped
area to accompany development as buffer zones and/or screening.

Therefore the development of the proposed area for housing could have
significant positive impacts on landscape due to the areas which have
been identified as having potential or limited potential for development,
in terms of housing, but also there could be significant negative impacts
on landscape arising from potential development of the area set aside
for screening or as a buffer zone.
Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative impacts on
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Mitigation/enhancement
Any development should be carefully
designed to mitigate negative impacts on the
landscape character of the area. Additional
screen planting and/or buffer zones should
be incorporated into the design of any new
residential area to help mitigate for the loss
of character but to also enhance the new
area so that it can be integrated into the
wider landscape of this particular area.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Soil
Air
Natural
Resources

landscape as a result of this preferred option.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The centre of Mauchline is congested at peak times which may have
consequences for climate and air quality. By not providing a relief road,
these problems may stay the same or exacerbate as new developments
arise within Mauchline and the surrounding towns, as this is a direct
route to Kilmarnock and Cumnock. The proposed area for residential
development is also within walking distance from existing facilities and
public transport routes.
In conclusion, there are likely to be both significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
The proposed development area could result in the loss of a significant
area of Category 3(2) locally important good quality agricultural land,
which would have significant negative impacts on soils.
By not providing a relief road, these problems may stay the same or
exacerbate as new developments arise within Mauchline and the
surrounding towns, as this is a direct route to Kilmarnock and Cumnock.
The proposed area for residential development is also within walking
distance from existing facilities and public transport routes.
Overall the preferred option is likely to have significant positive and
negative environmental impacts on air quality.

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population

Material Assets

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The proposed residential area is located close to existing health, social
and recreational facilities. Therefore, there is likely to be significant
positive impacts on health as a result of this alternative option.
The proposed residential area is within walking distance of existing
amenities and public transport routes. Therefore, there is likely to be
significant positive impacts on population.
The proposed residential area is within walking distance of existing
public transport routes. There is also the potential for public open space
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Development within the site should be
sustainably
sited
and
sustainable
construction methods and materials should
be used, to further contribute to the Scottish
Government’s climate change targets.

None.
The proposed residential area and Mauchline
Cross should be monitored for any increases
in air pollution which would lead to national
air quality standards being breached on an
individual or cumulative basis.
Should these standards be breached then
mitigation measures will need to be put in
place in consultation with Environmental
Health.
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
The new residential area could further benefit
from a public transport route and stops within
the site to ensure that sustainable transport
is further integrated into the new
development.
The new residential area should provide a
public transport route and stops to ensure

to be provided in the new residential area.
However, new residential development is likely to increase the
production of waste, and cumulatively, this may have significant
negative impacts.

that sustainable transport is integrated into
the new development.
It should be ensured that there are new
areas of public open space provided within
the new residential area.

Overall, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts on health as a result of this preferred option
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
alternative option.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts as a result of the preferred option.
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Main Issue 32: A spatial framework for large scale wind farms
Preferred option – Use the conclusions of the forthcoming Landscape Capacity Study to inform the LDP spatial strategy on wind energy developments
Receptor
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Mitigation/enhancement
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Natural
Features

Climate

A new area of search or criteria based policy could include areas of
sensitive landscapes thus having the potential for them to be subject to
development for opencast coal in the future. If this is the case,
significant negative environmental impacts are likely to be experienced.
A new area of search or criteria based policy could also result in the loss
of European or nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then
there are likely to be significant negative environmental impacts.

A new area of search or criteria based policy could also result in the loss
of habitat networks and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic
soils or woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.

Any area of search or associated policies
should avoid sensitive landscape character
areas and/or important geological resources.
The area of search or associated policies
should not include or be located near or in
close proximity of sites, habitats or species
protected by European or national legislation.
They should also avoid known feeding
grounds for protected birds and other
protected species.
The area of search or associated policies
should avoid areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees and also avoid the loss of important
habitat networks.

However, windfarm developments are a source of clean, renewable
energy which will help to reduce carbon emissions, therefore, having
significant positive environmental impacts

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air
Water

In conclusion, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
A new area of search or criteria based policy could include areas of
raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils and prime quality/locally
important agricultural land within its boundaries. If this is found to be the
case, there is the possibility of significant negative environmental
impacts on important soil resources.
The preferred option is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts on air as windfarms are clean technology.
The new area of search or criteria based policy could include water
bodies within its boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future
windfarm development within the area of search to have an impact on
the water environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies.
Should this be the case then there are likely to be significant negative
environmental impacts.
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The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
None
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment are likely to
be experienced or where water bodies would
be potentially degraded by opencast coal
development.

Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas
Historic
Environment

Gardens and designed landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search and there could be some impact on
the listed buildings and/or their setting from windfarm development.
Should this be the case, then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts.
The area of search or criteria based policy will not impact any
conservation areas therefore it is unlikely that any significant
environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the new area of search or criteria based
policy. Should this be the case, then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries of a new area of search or criteria based policy. Should this
be the case, then there may be significant negative environmental
impacts if these sites/areas are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities in terms of visual
impact, especially if there is more than one windfarm operating near a
community. If this is the case then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts on health.
New windfarm developments could provide new employment
opportunities to nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are
likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as residents
quality of life will be improved as a result of new employment
opportunities.
The area of search could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

Where possible, the area of search or
associated policies should protect listed
buildings.
N/A
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect Garden and Designed
Landscape
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from disturbance or loss.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect communities from visual
impact.
None

Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be
lost through windfarm development as a
result of the area of search or criteria based
policy. The diversion should, especially in
relation to core paths, include upgrading by
the developer in consultation with the
Council’s Countryside Services section.

It is likely that the preferred option will have short, medium and long term significant negative environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have medium to long term significant positive impacts in relation to reduction in climate
change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
It is likely that the preferred option will have significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have significant cumulative and synergistic positive impacts in relation to reduction in
climate change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
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Main Issue 33: The approach to small-medium sized wind turbine proposals
Preferred option: Policy Framework for smaller scale wind energy developments
Receptor
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Natural
Features

Climate

Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Mitigation/enhancement

The Ayrshire Windfarm Landscape Capacity Study will identify areas
which have capacity to absorb small to medium scale windfarm
development and those areas which are unsuitable for this type of
development, thus having significant positive environmental impacts.
The policy framework could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

The preferred option should also ensure that
important geological resources are avoided.

The policy framework could also result in the loss of habitat networks
and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic soils or
woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.

The policy framework or associated policies
should not include habitats or species
protected by European or national legislation.
They should also avoid known feeding
grounds for protected birds and other
protected species.
The policy framework or associated policies
should avoid areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees and also avoid the loss of important
habitat networks.

However, windfarm developments are a source of clean, renewable
energy which will help to reduce carbon emissions, therefore, having
significant positive environmental impacts

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air
Water

In conclusion, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
The policy framework could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land
within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
The preferred option is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts on air as windfarms are clean technology.
The policy framework could include water bodies within its boundaries.
In this case, there is the potential for windfarm development within the
area of search to have an impact on the water environment or lead to
the degradation of water bodies. Should this be the case then there are
likely to be significant negative environmental impacts.
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The policy framework or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
None
The policy framework or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment are likely to
be experienced or where water bodies would
be potentially degraded by opencast coal

Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas
Historic
Environment

Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within The
policy framework and there could be some impact on the listed buildings
and/or their setting from windfarm development. Should this be the case,
then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
The area of search or criteria based policy will not impact any
conservation areas therefore it is unlikely that any significant
environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the policy framework. Should this be the
case, then there may be significant negative environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
policy framework. Should this be the case, then there may be significant
negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas are lost.
The preferred option could impact on communities in terms of visual
impact, especially if there is more than one windfarm operating near a
community. If this is the case then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts on health.
New windfarm developments could provide new employment
opportunities to nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are
likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as residents
quality of life will be improved as a result of new employment
opportunities.
The policy framework could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

development.
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect listed buildings.
N/A
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect Garden and Designed
Landscape
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from disturbance or loss.
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect communities from visual
impact.
None

Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be
lost through windfarm development as a
result of the policy framework. The diversion
should, especially in relation to core paths,
include upgrading by the developer in
consultation with the Council’s Countryside
Services section.

It is likely that the preferred option will have short, medium and long term significant negative environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have medium to long term significant positive impacts in relation to reduction in climate
change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
It is likely that the preferred option will have significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have significant cumulative and synergistic positive impacts in relation to reduction in
climate change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
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Alternative option: Criteria based policy approach to smaller scale wind energy developments
Receptor
Landscape and Geology

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Natural
Features

Climate

Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Mitigation/enhancement

A criteria based policy could include areas of sensitive landscapes thus
having the potential for them to be subject to development for opencast
coal in the future. If this is the case, significant negative environmental
impacts are likely to be experienced.
A criteria based policy could also result in the loss of European or
nationally protected sites. Should this be the case, then there are likely
to be significant negative environmental impacts.

Any area of search or associated policies
should avoid sensitive landscape character
areas and/or important geological resources.

A new area of search or criteria based policy could also result in the loss
of habitat networks and areas of raised bog, blanket bog, other organic
soils or woodland/groups of trees (in particular ancient or semi-natural
woodlands). Should this be the case, then there are likely to be
significant negative environmental impacts.

The area of search or associated policies
should not include or be located near or in
close proximity of sites, habitats or species
protected by European or national legislation.
They should also avoid known feeding
grounds for protected birds and other
protected species.
The area of search or associated policies
should avoid areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils or woodland/groups
of trees and also avoid the loss of important
habitat networks.

However, windfarm developments are a source of clean, renewable
energy which will help to reduce carbon emissions, therefore, having
significant positive environmental impacts

Soil

Natural
Resources

Air
Water

In conclusion, there are likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
A criteria based policy could include areas of raised bog, blanket bog,
other organic soils and prime quality/locally important agricultural land
within its boundaries. If this is found to be the case, there is the
possibility of significant negative environmental impacts on important soil
resources.
The preferred option is likely to have significant positive environmental
impacts on air as windfarms are clean technology.
The criteria based policy could include water bodies within its
boundaries. In this case, there is the potential for future windfarm
development within the area of search to have an impact on the water
environment or lead to the degradation of water bodies. Should this be
the case then there are likely to be significant negative environmental
impacts.
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The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas of raised bog, blanket
bog, other organic soils and prime quality
agricultural land.
None
The area of search or associated policies
should exclude areas where detrimental
impacts to the water environment are likely to
be experienced or where water bodies would
be potentially degraded by opencast coal
development.

Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas
Historic
Environment

Gardens and designed landscapes

Archaeological Sites/Areas

Social
Environment

Health

Population

Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There is the likelihood that some rural listed buildings may fall within the
boundaries of windfarm developments, which could result in some
impact on the listed buildings and/or their setting from windfarm
development. Should this be the case, then there may be significant
negative environmental impacts.
The area of search or criteria based policy will not impact any
conservation areas therefore it is unlikely that any significant
environmental impacts will be experienced.
There is the potential for the setting of Garden and Designed
Landscapes to be affected by the new area of search or criteria based
policy. Should this be the case, then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts.
There is the likelihood that archaeological sites/areas may fall within the
boundaries windfarm development. Should this be the case, then there
may be significant negative environmental impacts if these sites/areas
are lost.
The alternative option could impact on communities in terms of visual
impact, especially if there is more than one windfarm operating near a
community. If this is the case then there may be significant negative
environmental impacts on health.
New windfarm developments could provide new employment
opportunities to nearby settlements. If this is the case, then there are
likely to be significant positive environmental impacts as residents
quality of life will be improved as a result of new employment
opportunities.
WIndfarm development could include core paths, rights of way and other
footpaths, which if lost, would have a significant negative environmental
impact.

Where possible, the area of search or
associated policies should protect listed
buildings.
N/A
The policy framework or associated policies
should protect Garden and Designed
Landscape
The area of search or associated policies
should protect archaeological sites/areas
from disturbance or loss.
The area of search or associated policies
should protect communities from visual
impact.
None

Core paths or rights of way should be
diverted or re-routed if they are likely to be
lost through windfarm development as a
result of the area of search or criteria based
policy. The diversion should, especially in
relation to core paths, include upgrading by
the developer in consultation with the
Council’s Countryside Services section.

It is likely that the preferred option will have short, medium and long term significant negative environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have medium to long term significant positive impacts in relation to reduction in climate
change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
It is likely that the preferred option will have significant negative cumulative and synergistic environmental impacts on a
host of receptors. However it will have significant cumulative and synergistic positive impacts in relation to reduction in
climate change gases and the provision of renewable energy.
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Stage 2 Assessments of Mixed Use Development Sites
Receptor
Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate
Natural
Features

Soil
Air
Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health
Population

Material Assets

Site 001 MXD: Templeton Roundabout, Auchinleck
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Development of the site could contribute to meeting climate change
targets if the site was sustainably designed and constructed. The site is
also on a public bus route but it is located quite far away from the
nearest public bus stop and existing facilities.
Overall, development of the site for mixed uses is likely to have
significant positive and negative environmental impacts.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is on a public bus route but it is located quite far away from the
nearest public bus stop. It is unlikely that development of the site will
lead to breaches in national air quality standards.
Overall, development of the site for mixed uses is likely to have
significant positive and negative environmental impacts.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is also on a public bus route but it is located quite far away from
the nearest public bus stop and existing facilities, which has significant
negative environmental impacts on health.
The majority of the site will still be reserved for business and industrial
development which has the potential to create employment opportunities
for Auchinleck and the surrounding areas. This is likely to have
significant positive environmental impacts.
The site is on a public bus route but it is located quite far away from the
nearest public bus stop. Mixed use development is likely to provide
public open space within the development but is also likely to increase
the production of waste.
Overall, development of the site for mixed uses is likely to have
significant positive and negative environmental impacts.
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Mitigation/enhancement
N/A
N/A
Development within the site should be
sustainably
sited
and
sustainable
construction methods and materials should
be used. A public transport stop should be
provided within or closer to the site than at
present.
N/A
A public transport stop should be provided
within or closer to the site than at present.

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
A public transport stop should be provided
within or closer to the site than at present.
None

A public transport stop should be provided
within or closer to the site than at present.
Adequate public open space should be
provided within the site to encourage
recreational activities.

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.

Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts.

Receptor
Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate
Natural
Features

Soil

Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Air
Water

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

Site 003 MXD: Glaisnock Glen, Cumnock
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Development of the site could contribute to meeting climate change
targets if the site was sustainably designed and constructed. The site is
also on a public bus route and the site it is located close to a public bus
stop and existing facilities.
Overall, development of the site for mixed uses is likely to have
significant positive environmental impacts.
The site has the potential for soil contamination. Any development, orredevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove any sources of
ground contamination. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or
removed, then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts
on soils.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site has the potential for groundwater contamination. Any
development, or-redevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove
any sources of ground contamination that can impact on ground water
resources. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or removed,
then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts on
groundwater resources.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The treatment and/or removal of potentially contaminated soil and
groundwater are likely to have significant positive impacts on human
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Mitigation/enhancement
N/A
N/A
Development within the site should be
sustainably
sited
and
sustainable
construction methods and materials should
be used.

Contaminated soil should be treated and/or
removed where possible and in discussions
with Environmental Health.
N/A
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
None.

health.
Also, the site is within walking distance of existing amenities and is also
integrated with existing footpaths and cycle networks. Development/redevelopment of the site will also improve the environment of the area.

Population
Material Assets

Overall, re-allocation of the site to mixed use will have significant
positive environmental impacts on health.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is within walking distance of existing amenities and a public
transport stop and is also integrated with existing footpaths and cycle
networks.

N/A
N/A

However, development/re-development of the site could also increase
the amount of waste being produced within the site.
Over all, the site is likely to have significant positive and negative
impacts on material assets.
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive environmental impacts as a result of the preferred
option.
The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
environmental impacts.
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Receptor
Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Half of the site lies with an area which is at risk of flooding. Development
of the site is likely to have significant negative environmental impacts on
climate unless adequate flood prevention measures can be employed to
alleviate the flood risk.

Soil

The site has the potential for soil contamination. Any development, orredevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove any sources of
ground contamination. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or
removed, then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts
on soils.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site has the potential for groundwater contamination. Any
development, or-redevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove
any sources of ground contamination that can impact on ground water
resources. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or removed,
then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts on
groundwater resources.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The entire site is within a WoSAS trigger location, therefore there could
be impacts on archaeological resources within the area. Should this be
the case, and no mitigation can be put in place to address the potential
impact, then there could be significant negative environmental impacts
on these archaeological sites/areas.
The treatment and/or removal of potentially contaminated soil and
groundwater are likely to have significant positive impacts on human
health.

Natural
Features

Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment

Social
Environment

Site 004 MXD: East Main Street, Darvel
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Air
Water

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas

Health
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Mitigation/enhancement
N/A
N/A
Development of the site will require flood
prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site as well as
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the
Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within
any
planning
application
for
development on the site.
Contaminated soil should be treated and/or
removed where possible and in discussions
with Environmental Health.
N/A
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.
N/A
N/A
N/A
If there is likely to be an impact on
archaeological resources, then mitigation
measures should be put in place in
consultation with Historic Scotland and
WoSAS.
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and

in discussions with Environmental Health.
Also, the site is within walking distance of existing amenities and is also
integrated with existing footpaths and cycle networks. Development/redevelopment of the site will also improve the environment of the area.
However, due to the flooding risk there could also be negative impacts
on health, either within the site or further downstream should
development of the site exacerbate flooding issues in the area.
Overall, re-allocation of the site to mixed use will have significant
positive and negative environmental impacts on health.
Population
Material Assets
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment

Development of the site will require flood
prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site as well as
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the
Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within
any
planning
application
for
development on the site.
N/A
N/A

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.
The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts.
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Receptor
Landscape and Geology

A coal shaft is located within the centre of the site. Depending on the
extent of the shaft and if there has been underground mining, there
could be potential geological stability issues which may have significant
negative environmental impacts if the site cannot be stabilised.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

The site is adjacent to a Provisional Wildlife Site (Treesbank Estate) and
an area of Ancient Woodland. Development of the site has the potential
to affect the setting of these areas or lead to disturbance to the species
within the Provisional Wildlife Site. Should this be the case then there is
the potential for significant negative environmental impacts to occur.

Natural
Features

However, development of the site could also integrate with the
Provisional Wildlife Site and ensure that habitats and species within the
area are not fragmented, potentially resulting in significant positive
environmental impacts.

Climate

Natural
Resources
Historic
Environment
Social
Environment

Site 006 MXD: Ayr Road, Kilmarnock
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Soil
Air
Water
Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas
Health

Overall, there is likely to be significant positive and negative
environmental impacts.
The site lies within an area which is at risk of flooding. However, flood
prevention measures have been put in place throughout the southern
half of Kilmarnock. Development of this site is not likely to have
significant impacts as a result.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is within walking distance of existing amenities and is also
integrated with existing footpaths and cycle networks. Development/redevelopment of the site will also improve the environment of the area.
However, due to the flooding risk there could also be negative impacts
on health, either within the site or further downstream should
development of the site exacerbate flooding issues in the area.
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Mitigation/enhancement
Detailed site investigations will be required to
determine the extent of any undermining and
the overall stability of the site. Consultation
with the Coal Authority and the Mineral
Valuer should also be sought.
Development of the site should ensure that
there are no adverse impacts on the
Provisional Wildlife Site and Ancient
Woodland as well as the setting of these
resources.
The site should try to integrate with these
resources to ensure that fragmentation of the
species and habitats within them are
enhanced. Consultation with SNH and the
Scottish Wildlife Trust is encouraged.
None.

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Development of the site will require flood
prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site as well as
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the

Overall, re-allocation of the site to mixed use will have significant
positive and negative environmental impacts on health.
Population
Material Assets
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment

Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within
any
planning
application
for
development on the site.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.
The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts.
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Receptor

Site 007 MXD: Furnace Road Industrial Estate, Muirkirk
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site lies with an area which is at risk of flooding. Development of the
site is likely to have significant negative environmental impacts on
climate unless adequate flood prevention measures can be employed to
alleviate the flood risk.

Soil

The site has the potential for soil contamination. Any development, orredevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove any sources of
ground contamination. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or
removed, then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts
on soils.
The site is not on a public bus route and is located a significant distance
from the nearest public bus stop. Therefore, the site is only accessible
by private transport which could lead to air quality issues. The
development of the site is likely to have significant negative
environmental impacts.

Natural
Features

Air

Natural
Resources

Water

The site has the potential for groundwater contamination. Any
development, or redevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove
any sources of ground contamination that can impact on ground water
resources. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or removed,
then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts on
groundwater resources.
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Mitigation/enhancement
N/A
N/A
Development of the site will require flood
prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site, as well as,
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the
Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within
any
planning
application
for
development on the site.
Contaminated soil should be treated and/or
removed where possible and in discussions
with Environmental Health.
A public transport stop should be provided
within or closer to the site than at present.
Development of the site should be monitored
for any increases in air pollution which would
lead to national air quality standards being
breached on an individual or cumulative
basis.
Should these standards be breached then
mitigation measures will need to be put in
place in consultation with Environmental
Health.
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.

Historic
Environment

Social
Environment

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas

Health

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is within a WoSAS trigger location, therefore there could be
impacts on archaeological resources within the area. Should this be the
case, and no mitigation can be put in place to address the potential
impact, then there could be significant negative environmental impacts
on these archaeological sites/areas.
The treatment and/or removal of potentially contaminated soil and
groundwater are likely to have significant positive impacts on human
health.
Also, the site is not within walking distance of existing amenities but is
integrated with existing footpaths and cycle networks. Development/ of
the site will also improve the environment of the area.
However, due to the flooding risk there could also be negative impacts
on health, either within the site or further downstream should
development of the site exacerbate flooding issues in the area.
Overall, re-allocation of the site to mixed use will have significant
positive and negative environmental impacts on health.

Population
Material Assets

Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site is not on a public bus route and is located a significant distance
from the nearest public bus stop. The development of the site is likely to
have significant negative environmental impacts.

N/A
N/A
N/A
If there is likely to be an impact on
archaeological resources, then mitigation
measures should be put in place in
consultation with Historic Scotland and
WoSAS.
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.
Development of the site will require flood
prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site as well as
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the
Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within any planning application for
development on the site.
N/A
A public transport stop should be provided
within or closer to the site than at present.

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.
The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts.
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Stage 2 Assessments: Safeguarded Business and Industrial Site Assessments
Receptor

007B: Barony Road/Highhouse Industrial Estates – Extension to Highhouse
Analysis of the Significant Environmental Impact

Landscape and Geology
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
Climate
Natural
Features

Soil

Natural
Resources

Historic
Environment

Social
Environment

Air
Water

Listed Buildings
Conservation Areas
Gardens and designed landscapes
Archaeological Sites/Areas

Health

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Development of the site could contribute to meeting climate change
targets if the site was sustainably designed and constructed. The site is
also on a public bus route but it is located quite far away from the
nearest public bus stop and existing facilities.
Overall, development of the site for mixed uses is likely to have
significant positive and negative environmental impacts.
The site has the potential for soil contamination. Any development, orredevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove any sources of
ground contamination. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or
removed, then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts
on soils.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The site has the potential for groundwater contamination. Any
development, or-redevelopment of the site should aim to treat or remove
any sources of ground contamination that can impact on ground water
resources. Should potentially contaminated soil be treated or removed,
then it is likely that there would be significant positive impacts on
groundwater resources.
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
The entire site is within a WoSAS trigger location, therefore there could
be impacts on archaeological resources within the area. Should this be
the case, and no mitigation can be put in place to address the potential
impact, then there could be significant negative environmental impacts
on these archaeological sites/areas.
The treatment and/or removal of potentially contaminated soil and
groundwater are likely to have significant positive impacts on human
health.
Also, the site is within walking distance of existing amenities and is also
integrated with existing footpaths and cycle networks. Development/re-
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Mitigation/enhancement
N/A
N/A
Development within the site should be
sustainably
sited
and
sustainable
construction methods and materials should
be used. A public transport stop should be
provided within or closer to the site than at
present.
Contaminated soil should be treated and/or
removed where possible and in discussions
with Environmental Health.
N/A
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.
N/A
N/A
N/A
If there is likely to be an impact on
archaeological resources, then mitigation
measures should be put in place in
consultation with Historic Scotland and
WoSAS.
Contaminated groundwater should be
treated, where possible, by the remediation
and/or removal of contaminated soil etc and
in discussions with Environmental Health.
Development of the site will require flood

development of the site will also improve the environment of the area.
However, due to the flooding risk there could also be negative impacts
on health, either within the site or further downstream should
development of the site exacerbate flooding issues in the area.
Overall, re-allocation of the site to mixed use will have significant
positive and negative environmental impacts on health.
Population
Material Assets
Short, Medium or Long Term Impact?
Cumulative/Synergistic Impacts

Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment
Screened out at Stage 1 Assessment

prevention methods which address the
potential flood risk to the site, as well as,
ensuring that flooding does not occur further
downstream as a result of development
within the site. Consultations with SEPA and
the Roads and Transportation Division of the
Council will be required. A Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be provided
within
any
planning
application
for
development on the site.
N/A
N/A

There are likely to be short, medium and long term significant positive and negative environmental impacts as a result of
the preferred option.
The development of the site is not likely to have cumulative impacts as there is not enough development in the vicinity of
the site to have a cumulative impact on the environment. In terms of synergistic impacts, these are likely to be positive
and negative environmental impacts.
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