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1. Introduction and Context  

1.1 Purpose of the Report 

1.1.1 This document has been prepared by The Environmental Dimension Partnership Ltd (EDP) and 
Stantec on behalf of Scottish Power Energy Networks (SPEN). It relates to the public consultation 
undertaken on the identification and appraisal of route options for a new 132 kilovolts (kV) overhead 
line (OHL) between Redshaw Substation and the proposed Bankend Rig III Collector Substation via 
the provision of a connection to Hagshaw Hill Repowering Phase 3 Substation, hereafter referred to 
as the ‘Proposed Development’. The public consultation for this project occurred during April and 
May 2025. 

1.2 Need for the Project 

1.2.1 There is a need to connect the proposed wind farms (Bankend Rig III and Hagshaw Hill Repowering 
Phase 3) to the transmission grid in southern Scotland. This is to be done via a new wood pole 132kV 
OHL. When a wind farm developer applies for a connection via National Energy System Operator 
(NESO), within the Scottish Power Transmission (SPT) license area, SPT, as the transmission licence 
holder, is obliged to provide such a connection. As with all grid connections of this type, the initial 
premise is that these will be provided as an OHL, rather than as an underground cable.  

1.2.2 In broad terms, the OHL will run between Redshaw Substation and the proposed Bankend Rig III 
Collector Substation via the provision of a connection to Hagshaw Hill Repowering Phase 3 
Substation near West Douglas. These connection points are illustrated on Figure 1.  

1.3 Purpose of this Document 

1.3.1 This Consultation Feedback Report includes a summary of the Round One consultation events 
undertaken to engage with local communities, as well as providing a summary of the consultation 
feedback received. The consultation period ran from 26 April to 26 May 2025 and included two 
public consultation events, as well as email consultation and a leaflet drop. The consultation related 
to the process of routeing and the identification of a preferred route option for the OHL. This 
Consultation Report should be read in conjunction with the Routeing and Consultation Document 
(RCD) which sets out the approach to routeing and the findings of the options appraisal work 
undertaken.  

1.3.2 The comments raised will be considered in order to identify the ‘Proposed Route’ which will be the 
subject of the future environmental survey undertaken to inform the Environmental Impact 
Assessment (EIA). 
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1.4 Contents of the Report 

1.4.1 This feedback report contains the following sections: 

 Section 1: Introduction and Context; 

 Section 2: The Routeing Methodology; 

 Section 3: The Consultation Process and Findings; and 

 Section 4: Next Steps. 
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2. The Routeing Methodology 

2.1 Approach to Routeing Overhead Lines 

2.1.1 SPEN aim to undertake routeing of OHLs with regard for the natural environment and the amenity of 
people living and working within an area, and in line with guidance on routeing contained within 
the Holford Rules. The Holford Rules are tried and tested and are still applicable to routeing today. 

2.1.2 SPEN undergo routeing for OHLs via a sequential process, which takes account of the range of 
technical, environmental and economic constraints at a broad and detailed level and with regard to 
comprehensive consultation with relevant stakeholders and the public. In doing so, they are able to 
provide viable routes which address the foreseeable constraints of a given Study Area. The use of 
the ‘Preferred Route’ as a means for consultation at the pre-scoping stage ensures that comments 
are then evaluated and revisions made to the route in the identification of a ‘Proposed Route’ to be 
taken through the EIA process. 

2.1.3 SPEN’s approach to routeing OHLs is summarised within their document ‘Approach to Routeing and 
Environmental Impact Assessment’1. The key diagram in terms of approach is provided on page 12 of 
that document: 

 
 
 
1 SP Energy Networks, Approach to Routeing and Environmental Impact Assessment (2020). 
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Image 2.1: SPEN’s approach to Routeing and Environmental Assessment. 
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2.2 The Routeing Study Area 

2.2.1 As shown on Figure 1, the Routeing Study Area (RSA) comprises a swathe of landscape that lies 
predominantly within South Lanarkshire but also containing a small part of East Ayrshire. The 
landscape is largely rural in nature, with only limited human habitation within the upland areas, and 
a greater focus of habitation along the A70 (Douglas), the M74 motorway corridor (Coalburn and 
Lesmahagow), and to the north around the A71 (Strathaven).  

2.2.2 The RSA is roughly split into four main sub-areas: 

1. Southern Area: The southern area comprises the area of moorland around the proposed 
Redshaw Substation, which is an elevated area with a number of wind farms and OHLs, and is 
near to the route of the M74 motorway; 

2. Douglas Water Valley: The landscape then falls to the north into the valley of the  
Douglas Water, in which lies the town of Douglas and a lower lying riparian valley containing 
heritage features and road infrastructure;  

3. Northern Area: The landscape then rises to the north and north-west, with numerous wind 
farms located within the historic coal mining area and commercial forestry areas to the 
north-west. The settlements of Coalburn and Lesmahagow lie in the eastern parts of the RSA 
towards the M74. This section of the RSA continues around the periphery of the higher ground 
towards Glengavel; and 

4. Western Area: The western section of the RSA contains the forested and open areas around 
Glengavel Reservoir and areas of forestry containing wind farms. This is an elevated and 
topographically complex part of the RSA. 

2.3 The Routeing Objective 

2.3.1 In accordance with SPEN’s approach to routeing, the Routeing Objective for the Redshaw to 
Hagshaw Tee to Bankend Rig III Collector Substation OHL grid connection project is: 

“To identify a technically feasible and economically viable route for a continuous 132kV overhead line 
connection, supported on wood poles from the proposed point of connection from Redshaw 
Substation to Bankend Rig III Collector Substation, including a tee off point to connect Hagshaw Hill 
Repowering Phase 3 Wind Farm. This route should, on balance, cause the least disturbance to the 
environment and the people who live, work and enjoy recreation within it.” 

2.4 The Routeing Process Applied to this Project 

2.4.1 A routeing methodology has been devised for this project, with due regard to the local landscape, 
the applicable Statutory Obligations and to achieve a balance between technical considerations 
and environmental protection. The routeing methodology seeks to use the broad principles of the 
Holford Rules in association with the environmental parameters that are presented within the RSA.  
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2.4.2 The routeing methodology is essentially a number of sequential steps, each of which looks to 
suggest routeing options or strategies based upon the distribution of environmental and technical 
constraints presented, and the connection required. This is a hierarchical approach, which has been 
adopted to offer greatest protection to those most valued environmental receptors and areas of 
highest amenity value, whilst also offering a more modest, yet important level of protection to those 
which are considered less sensitive.  

2.4.3 The key stages of the methodology are as follows: 

 Stage 1: Identification of RSA and Constraints Analysis; 

 Stage 2: Identification of Primary Route Corridor (PRC); 

 Stage 3: Identification and Appraisal of the Detailed Route Options; 

 Stage 4: Identification and Appraisal of the Preferred Route; 

 Stage 5: Consultation and Refinement; and 

 Stage 6: Identification of Proposed Route. 
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3. Consultation Process and Findings 

3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 This section sets out a description of the public consultation undertaken to date  and outlines the 
methods of consultation. It also provides an update on feedback received during the consultation 
period. 

3.1.2 In line with the Energy Consents Unit (ECU) Good Practice Guidance (2022), SPEN propose to carry 
out two rounds of consultation with stakeholders and the public prior to submitting any future 
planning application. The public consultation considered in this report is the first round.  

3.2 Public Consultation Events 

3.2.1 SPEN typically undertake public consultation events in locations near the proposed grid 
connections in order to consult with those likely to be most affected. Two public consultation events 
were undertaken on subsequent days in April and May 2025, as per Table 3.1. The events were held 
in Sandford to cover the northern parts of the Preferred Route, and Douglas to capture the southern 
parts of the Preferred Route.  

Table 3.1: Consultation Event Details 

Date Location 

Wednesday 30 April 2025, 2pm to 7pm 

 

Sandford Village Hall, Strathaven Road, Sandford, 
Strathaven, ML10 6PE 

Thursday 01 May 2025, 1.30pm to 
6.30pm 

St Brides Centre, Braehead, Douglas, Lanark,  
ML11 0PT 

3.2.2 The consultation events were advertised in a number of ways, including in a local newspaper, 
through leaflet drops, via email and via the use of the SPEN project-specific website. Specifics of 
this advertisement are as follows: 

1. The newspaper advert (Appendix 1) was included within the Carluke and Lanark Gazette in 
print and online on 16 and 23 April 2025, approximately two weeks prior to the events;  

2. The Public Consultation Leaflet (Appendix 2) was sent to all private residential addresses 
within 1km of the Preferred Route Corridor the week commencing 14 April 2025, approximately 
two weeks prior to the event; and 

3. SPEN’s Land Team contacted each landowner whose land the Preferred Route Corridor 
crossed in the weeks leading up to the consultation events.  

3.2.3 For the consultation events, SPEN produced eight information boards which provided details of the 
Proposed Development, the approach to routeing and the rationale behind the preferred route 
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option selected. It also showed route options that were discounted at this stage. The consultation 
boards (Appendix 3) were as follows: 

1. Welcome; 

2. Who are SP Energy Networks; 

3. The Proposal; 

4. The Routeing Process; 

5. Routeing Considerations; 

6. Routeing Options; 

7. The Preferred Route; and 

8. Have Your Say. 

3.2.4 The events were attended by various members of the SPEN team, including the Environmental 
Planner, Land Officer, Project Manager and the Community Liaison Officer; and also representatives 
of the Environmental Consultant Team from EDP and Stantec. These representatives were able to 
answer queries on the routeing process, the potential environmental effects and SPEN’s 
requirements under the Electricity Act. A number of photographs of the events, and the consultation 
boards, are provided at Image 3.1 to Image 3.4.  

 
Image 3.1: Example of sign in sheet, feedback forms and information available at 
Douglas. 
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Image 3.2: Consultation Boards in place in Douglas. 

 
Image 3.3 Consultation Boards in place in Sandford. 
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Image 3.4: Public attendance at Sandford. 

3.3 Feedback Channels 

3.3.1 Attendees were able to: 

 Provide feedback, or ask questions, directly with the project team; and/or 

 Provide feedback via a feedback form in hard copy or online via the project website. 

3.3.2 The consultation portal was available and the consultation period open from 21 April 2025 until 
Monday 26 May 2025 at midnight.  

3.3.3 The Feedback Forms asked specific questions of the public, which are tried and tested by SPEN for 
consultations of this kind. The questions asked are as follows: 

Q1: Do you have any comments on our preferred route; 

Q2: Are there any other factors you would like us to consider; 

Q3: How did you find out about the project and the consultation; and 

Q4: Please give us your views about the consultation process. 
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3.3.4 The following contact information was provided via the consultation boards, the leaflet and at the 
event.  

Redshaw to Bankend Rig Project Manager 
Land and Planning Team 
SP Energy Networks 
55 Fullarton Drive 
Glasgow 
G32 8FA 

3.3.5 Project email address: 

RedshawToBankendRig@spenergynetworks.co.uk  

3.3.6 Project website: 

https://www.spenergynetworks.co.uk/pages/redshaw_to_bankend_rig.aspx 

3.4 Statutory and Non-statutory Stakeholder Consultation 

3.4.1 An email was sent to a variety of Statutory and Non-statutory Consultees on 16 April 2025, as set out 
in Table 3.2. This was to seek feedback, but also to advise of the upcoming consultation events.   

Table 3.2: Consultees Included in this Consultation Process 

Consultee Name 

Statutory Consultees  

South Lanarkshire Council 

Historic Environment Scotland 

Nature Scot 

SEPA 

Scottish Forestry 

Internal Scottish Government Advisors 

East Ayrshire Council 

Transport Scotland 

The Coal Authority 

Community/Councils 

Sandford/Upper Avondale 

Douglas 
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Consultee Name 

Coalburn 

Lesmahagow 

Non-statutory  

Fisheries Management Scotland 

Scottish Water 

Scottish Wildlife Trust 

Scottish Wild Land Group 

West of Scotland Archaeology Service 

British Horse Society 

BT  

Civil Aviation Authority 

Defence Infrastructure Organisations 

Scottish Badgers 

Game and Wildlife Conversation Trust 

Garden History Association 

John Muir Trust 

National Farmers Union of Scotland 

NATS Safeguarding  

National Trust for Scotland 

Network Rail 

Ramblers Association (Scotland) 

Red Squirrels in Scotland 

Scottish Outdoor Access Network (SOAN) 

Scottish Rights of Way and Access Society (ScotWays) 

Sustrains Scotland 

Crown Estate Scotland 

The Woodland Trust 

Visit Scotland  
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Consultee Name 

RSPB 

Ward Councillors for. 

Clydesdale South 

Avondale and Stonehouse 

MPs for. 

Dumfriesshire, Clydesdale and Tweeddale 

East Kilbride and Strathaven 

MSPs for. 

South Scotland 

3.5 Key Consultation Feedback 

Consultation Event Responses 

3.5.1 At the first consultation event in Sandford, 14 people signed, although there were a number of other 
attendees who did not leave their details. At the second consultation event in Douglas, three people 
signed in, although again additional people attended but did not leave their details.  

3.5.2 The main issues raised at the event were as follows: 

 Impacts of the OHL connection on personal land ownership; 

 Impacts on visual amenity; 

 Questioning the need for an overhead option rather than putting the connection underground; 

 Questions on the routeing generally, and why the option selected was the preferred option; 

 Whether compensation is to be paid to those landowners affected by the OHL; 

 Whether compensation was available to the local population via the community councils; 

 Concern over this area of Scotland being continually impacted by development, whether this 
was historic coal mining or wind turbine development; and 

 Will the OHL result in health impacts (through exposure to Electromagnetic Fields (EMF)). 

3.5.3 The Project Team attending the events were able to discuss these issues with the members of the 
public who raised them. They were also pointed towards other sources of information, such as 
published documents on EMF and the comparative costs of OHLs versus underground cables.  
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Written Responses 

3.5.4 A single written response was provided, this being from a landowner potentially affected by the 
OHL. Concerns raised included the proximity to residential dwellings; the potential impact on water 
supplies; the visual impact; Electromagnetic Fields; property valuation, impacts on wildlife and 
livestock; and human health. This consultee will be kept abreast of ongoing consultations and 
project progress. 

Email Responses 

3.5.5 A small number of responses were received via email (less than five), either as a result of the emails 
sent to Statutory and Non-statutory Consultees, or via direct contact following the leaflet drop or 
consultation events. A summary of the emails received, and the response provided by SPEN is 
provided below: 

1. DEWARS Whisky facility. This potentially affected landowner contacted SPEN via the email, 
setting out concerns regarding the OHL potentially affecting the operation of their facility at 
Coalburn. A detailed response followed the initial response, which contained additional 
information on the future plans for the facility, and how the Preferred Route might impact this. 
The response provided an indication of a revised section of routeing south of the existing 
facility, and this is being considered as part of the evolution of the Proposed Route; 

2. Project Developers of Hawkwood and Bankend Rig Wind Farms. The developers of these 
wind farms, which are located near to the Bankend Rig Collector substation, suggested an 
alternative section of routeing which runs westwards from Dunside Reservoir, south-west, to 
the Collector Substation location. A response was made to these developers setting out the 
constraints affecting this area, and the reasons the area was discounted. These constraints 
included ecological constraints, technical constraints (turbine offsets), elevation constraints 
and peat constraints; 

3. Historic Environment Scotland and BT responded, although raised no comment or objection 
to the routeing or proposal at this stage; and 

4. NatureScot responded following the consultation made via their online system. Their 
response highlighted the need for detailed ecological and protected area assessments for 
the proposed OHL route. They noted that ecological surveys should cover protected species, 
habitats (peatland, woodland, wetlands), and landscape and visual impacts. Bird surveys 
were considered a priority, particularly for breeding and wintering species such as black 
grouse, hen harrier, golden plover, peregrine, merlin, and short-eared owl, with at least one 
year of survey effort typically required. Black grouse surveys were strongly recommended 
due to the species’ national significance and collision risks from OHLs. 

5. They suggested that where the route lies within 2km of the Muirkirk & North Lowther Uplands 
SPA, a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) will likely be required to assess potential 
impacts, including collision risk and loss of foraging habitat. Proximity to the Red Moss SAC 
may also trigger an HRA, depending on route alignment and construction methods. They 
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noted that undergrounding sections could reduce collision risks but may raise other 
ecological concerns. 

6. They suggested that environmental assessments should address potential effects on nearby 
designated sites, including the Muirkirk Uplands SSSI, Red Moss SAC and SSSI, Blood Moss & 
Slot Burn SSSI, and Birkenhead Burn SSSI. Engagement with specialist groups, such as the 
South Strathclyde Raptor Study Group, and review of existing wind farm survey data are 
recommended to strengthen the evidence base. 

Online Responses 

3.5.6 A total of three online consultation forms were received, from people living locally to the Preferred 
Route. Comments received followed similar themes to those above, but specifically mentioned the 
following: 

1. Environmental impact, including impact on wildlife and protected species, including birds and 
deer; 

2. Visual amenity and poor aesthetics; 

3. Residential proximity, and cumulative impacts with turbines; 

4. Construction disruption; 

5. Impacts upon livestock; 

6. Questioning whether the cables should run underground; 

7. Private water supply security; 

8. Potential impacts on roads and traffic congestion; 

9. Concerns around contractor access and potential damage by operatives; and 

10. Concerns around the form of consultation and the consultation material provided.  
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4. Next Steps 
4.1.1 Following receipt of a request to connect the proposed Bankend Rig III Collector Substation and 

Hagshaw Phase 3 Repowering Wind Farm Developments to the electricity transmission system, via 
the Redshaw Substation, SPEN (on behalf of SPT) have identified and assessed a number of 
possible route options for the grid connection. This process has followed SPEN’s Approach to 
Routeing and follows the Holford Rules of best practice to avoid areas of highest or high amenity 
value where possible. Moreover, this process considers existing landform, topography and 
vegetation in order to reduce landscape and visual effects. 

4.1.2 Through the identification and assessment process, a Preferred Route option has been identified 
and presented to members of the public and landowners potentially affected by the route. 
Feedback has been requested on the process and outcomes, and this feedback is as reported within 
this report and will be fed into the ongoing design development process, and in particular the 
identification of the Proposed Route. This design development will also be informed by further 
surveys, assessments and consultation as required. The flow diagram below illustrates this process 
of route identification, consultation and assessment, and identifies the stage reached to date. 
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4.2 The Next Stage: Identification of Proposed Route 

4.2.1 At the conclusion of this consultation process, a Proposed Route will be selected by SPEN after 
consideration of: 

 All the comments and responses made by statutory and other interested parties during the 
consultation process; 

 The appraisal of options considered; and 

 Having regard to all other matters SPEN consider relevant. 

4.2.2 Following this, SPEN will continue through a voluntary EIA process and will issue a Scoping Request 
to the Scottish Ministers under Regulation 7 of the Electricity Works (EIA) (Scotland) Regulations 
2000, as amended 2008, for a Scoping Opinion on the information to be included within the  
EIA Report. The Scoping Request will set out the proposed structure and content of the EIA Report 
and identify the potential effects on the environment of the Proposed Route.  

4.2.3 Either following the receipt of a Scoping Opinion from the Scottish Ministers, or as part of the wider 
environmental appraisal process, further detailed studies will be undertaken to define the Proposed 
Route. Following further detailed environmental and technical assessment; it may identify local 
deviations from the Proposed Routes in order to mitigate local effects. An EIAwill be undertaken and 
a Section 37 application made to the Scottish Ministers.  

4.3 Future Consultation  

4.3.1 A subsequent round of consultation will take place to provide an additional opportunity engage the 
community on the Proposed Route alignment and to feedback on the Round One consultation 
responses received. This will be undertaken as part of the future development of the proposal and 
in line with the surveys and assessment undertaken as part of the EIA process. In this way, SPEN are 
able to feedback on the potential likely impacts and the detailed design of the proposals. 
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5. Appendix 1 – Consultation Newspaper Advert  
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6. Appendix 2 – Consultation Leaflet  
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7. Appendix 3 – Consultation Boards  
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8. Appendix 4 – Consultation Feedback Form  
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9. Appendix 5 – Figures Supporting this Document
9.1.1 The following figures are provided in support of this Routeing Consultation Document. 

Figure 1: Routeing Study Area 

(edp8565_d001e 04 April 2025 VMS/MWi) 
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