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WHY ABERDEENSHIRE NEEDED A CLEAR APPROACH

DEVELOPMENT CONTEXT

Planning pressure:

» Aberdeenshire Council is experiencing an unprecedented
number of planning applications and Electricity Act
applications for large-scale energy, BESS, transmission, and
infrastructure projects.

» This reflects major offshore wind activity linked to ScotWind
and INTOG, alongside the significant increase in onshore
transmission infrastructure needed to transport generated
energy.

* The growth in offshore wind has also coincided with wider
growth in onshore wind, solar, and battery energy storage
proposals.

POLICY CONTEXT

Policy tension and response:

* NPF4 establishes the need for these developments, but that
support is caveated by the requirement to consider environmental
effects and avoid unacceptable significant effects.

» Policy 1 and Policy 3 place the climate and nature crises on equal
footing in decision-making.

* Aberdeenshire's guidance responds to that tension by setting out
how biodiversity enhancement and compensatory planting must
be capable of being secured and delivered for large-scale energy
and infrastructure development.

Source: Introduction and Policy Context sections of Aberdeenshire
Council draft guidance.



CERTAINTY VIA ONSITE-FIRST DELIVERY
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Aberdeenshire.
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DIFFERENT TRIGGERS DEPENDING ON CERTAINTY

HIGH LEVEL OF CERTAINTY

When certainty is high:

* Measures are well defined and detailed within the
application.

* Thisis more likely where measures are proposed on-site.

* Inthose circumstances, it may be appropriate for a condition
to require delivery prior to the operation of the development.

* The key point is that the authority already has reasonable
confidence about what will be delivered and where.

LOW LEVEL OF CERTAINTY

When certainty is low:

Measures are not well defined and detailed within the
application or are proposed off-site.

In those circumstances, the condition is more likely to be
structured as prior to the commencement of any other

development on site.

This removes the risk of non-delivery and therefore non-
compliance with NPF4.

As uncertainty increases, the risk of non-delivery increases,
so the trigger moves earlier.



WHAT CONDITIONS MUST COVER TO SECURE DELIVERY

01

SCOPE

State what is secured
and what details must be
submitted.

TIMING

Set when information is
needed and when works
must occur.

03

DELIVERY

|dentify who will
implement the

agreed measures.

04

MONITORING

Define monitoring, reporting,
and who is responsible. Must
also meet Circular 04/1998
six tests.



CONDITION PROCESS: FROM SITE IDENTIFICATION TO REVIEW

@ Site identified @ Draft BEMP @ 'mplementation & review

Monitoring proposals Revise BEMP if metrics underperform
Implementation timescales

Success metrics

Review schedule

Baseline work undertaken Submission and approval

@ Ecological survey @ Council agreement
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