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Clova and Prosen hydro construction tracks re-instatement
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Start of Clova hydro track which cuts back right to two hydro intakes, one on the Corrie Burn and the
Photo Credit J Neff

Glen Clova Hydro Construction Track

A week before taking action against the Cluny Estate track (see here) the Cairngorms National Park
Authority issued a planning contravention notice against the owners of the Glen Clova estate for failing
to remove the temporary hydro construction track behind the hotel. This is another very significant
action from the CNPA and should be welcomed by all who care about the landscape. First, because
the CNPA approved the hydro scheme on the basis that the track should be temporary — its permanent
access tracks which cause the greatest landscape impact with hydro schemes — so well done to the
CNPA for putting the landscape before profit. Second, because the CNPA are now prepared to
enforce the conditions of the original planning application, unlike the Loch Lomond and Trossachs
National Park Authority who caved in to the Glen Falloch Estate when they applied to make the
temporary construction tracks there permanent (see here).

My thanks to Jojo Neff, who has been monitoring hill tracks'and passed on some photos (above).
Dismayed by what these showed, on Saturday | took the’opportunity to have a look myself as part of a
run round the Glen Prosen watershed. |nthe course of that | came across another temporary hydro
track at the head of Glen Prosen-whieh.has also not yet been re-instated.
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https://parkswatchscotland.co.uk/2017/06/23/cluny-estate-track-cairngorms-national-park-authority-takes-enforcement-action/
https://parkswatchscotland.co.uk/2016/10/06/glen-falloch-hydro-schemes-7-disgraceful-story-hill-tracks/
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View from North East ridge of Coremchy. The ack frms a large ig zag bef traveing across
to join the path to Loch Brandy and the second intake located there.

The track is visible from many points along the 8km ridge between Coremachy and Driesh. | was too
far away — and without binoculars — to be able to tell if the horizontal scar across the hillside is still a
track (would welcome information on this) or has been re-instated but to a very poor standard. The
uphill section of the track is far more prominent than the lower part of the footpath to Loch Brandy.
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A close-up shows that while the uphill section of the track has been narrowed — there was no plannir
permission for this — the quality of work has been poor
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The pipeline, which you can just make out centre of photo is not an issue and will have blended into
landscape in a couple of years.

The planning application was approved by the CNPA planning committee in 2010. There is no
information on the CNPA planning portal at present following the decision letter. As a result there is
almost no information about the construction track. All | could find was a reference to “temporary
access tracks” in the Committee Report and this map which shows the pipeline, not a track, and
indicates therefore there was no proposal for a permanent track:
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The Decision Letter from the CNPA required the developer to produce a Construction Method
Statement, which would have provided information about where the temporary access track was to be
sited and how it was to be constructed and the ground then re-instated, but this information is not
public. Nor is there any information on the planning portal about when the work started, when it was
“completed” or subsequent correspondence between the CNPA and the Developer. | will ask for all
this information under FOI but in my view the CNPA’s reasons for taking action should be public (and
should not be limited to a one line entry on their Planning Enforcement Register). It would also be in
the public interest to know just how long negotiations had been going on before the CNPA decided to
take enforcement action.

The owner of the land and developer of the hydro scheme appears to be Hugh Niven, who runs the
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Glen Clova Hotel, the Glen Clova farm — which has been supplying Albert Bartlett with potatoes for
over 25 years (see here) — and Pitlivie Farm, near Carnoustie in Angus. This according to information
on the internet is the site of one of Scotland largest agricultural roof mounted PV installations. An
interest in renewables then.

Mr Niven had a run in with Angus Council Planning in Glen Clova just before the Cairngorms National
Park was created. In 2000 (see here) Angus Council initiated enforcement action against Mr Niven
because he had created a new loch in the Glen without planning permission and there were sufficient
safety concerns about the earthworks that the public road was closed for a time. Two years later Mr
Niven applied for, and was granted, retrospective planning permission for the works (see here).

There are lessons for this for the CNPA. First, this is not the first occasion Hugh Niven has ignored
planning law. In this he is not unusual — many landowners still see planning authorities as imposing
unwelcome restrictions on their ability to manage land any way they wish. Second, back in 2000 it
appears that Hugh Niven argued that what he had done was justifiable and the risk is that he will now
do so again which will lead to years of wrangling. While the creation-of a loch might have been
acceptable on landscape grounds, the permanent retentionyof this‘track is not and the CNPA therefore
needs to avoid drawn into negotiations about how this 'scar could be ameliorated and take a stand.
This track needs to be removed and like the Cluny‘track, is therefore a fundamental test for the CNPA.
They deserve the support of everyone who cares about the landscape in our National Parks.

As in the Cluny case, it appears that the developer does not lack resources: the latest accounts for
Clova Estate Farm Ltd doesn’'t show income (because they are abbreviated accounts — a fundamental
issue in terms of business transparency) but does show the business has total net assets of
£8,037,710. Hugh Niven therefore has the resources to pay for the re-instatement of the hydro
construction track.

Glen Prosen hydro track
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http://scottybrand.com/our-family/hugh-niven/
https://parkswatchscotland.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Enforcement-Clova-estate-2000-new-loch.pdf
https://parkswatchscotland.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Angus-July-2002.pdf
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The hydro construction tracks are on left half of photo with the bare ground behind resulting from cle
forest plantation which appears to have taken place at the same time the hydro scheme was constru

After completing the ridge on the west side of Glen Clova to Mayar and after coming across a new
bulldozed track on the plateau leading from Bawhelps to Dun Hillocks (which | will cover in another
post) the head of Glen Prosen is scarred by new tracks and clearfell north west of Kilbo.
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View from Broom Hill, Driesh in background

On returning home | checked the planning report from 2013 which made clear that the construction
tracks would be temporary: “Beyond the powerhouse there will be a temporary access road for
construction to reach both intakes.” Again well done to the CNPA for putting landscape before profit.

Page 9
Footer Tagline



PARKSWATCHSCOTLAND
Address | Phone | Link | Email

Glenprosen Hydro |
Plannlng Boundary Il

nach
e

The Committee Report also concluded:
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Landscape and Visual Effects

40. The landscape impacts of this proposal are minor, given the scale of the development and
the location in the upper Glen Prosen. Conditions relating to the construction phase of the
development have been proposed to minimise any short term impact. In addition, the set of
mitigation measures proposed are likely to have a positive impact on the development site in
the long term.

The trouble is at present the landscape impact is anything but minor, as the photos show, and this is
mainly because the construction tracks have not been removed, although the clearfell has added to the
destruction. There were no signs of machinery on site and it appears therefore that the Glen Prosen
estate, like the Glen Clova estate, thinks the work is finished and simply hopes to avoid the expense of
re-instating these tracks. It will be much easier for the CNPA to take action if they show resolution in
addressing the Glen Clova track. The message to landowners will be then loud and clear: you cannot
afford to ignoring the planning rules in the National Park.

Category

1. Cairngorms
2. Loch Lomond and Trossachs

Tags

1. CNPA

2. hill tracks
3. landscape
4. planning
5. renewables

Date Created
June 27, 2017
Author
nickkempe

Page 11
Footer Tagline



