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OBJECTION TO THE GLENMORIE 

WIND FARM PROJECT 

 
To whom it may concern 

 

 

 



Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

 

Save the Eagles International (STEI) and the World 

Council for Nature (WCFN) object in the strongest 

possible terms to the Glenmorie wind farm project in 

Sutherland. 

 

As stated in the Environmental Statement (ES) presented 

by the developer, “the habitats that make up the majority 

of the development ecological study area are of European 

interest (i.e. listed on Annex I of the EC Habitats 

Directive). These habitats are of international 

importance, due to their restricted global distribution. 

They are listed as priority habitats on UK Biodiversity 

Action Plan (BAP), in the Ross and Cromarty (East) 

Local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) and in the 

Sutherland Local Biodiversity Action Plan.” – Vol. 1 - 5.2 

http://wam.highland.gov.uk/wam/applicationDetails.do?ac

tiveTab=documents&keyVal=LUNI6HIH0A000 

 

This in itself is enough for rejecting the project. 

Environmental laws and action plans should not be 

laughed at, particularly when the cumulative effect with 

nearby wind farms will be overwhelming on wildlife in 

the greater area: “Save Our Straths was formed in 2011 to 

stop the Glenmorie wind farm being built and the last 

Glen in Ardross having a wind farm built in it. To stop our 

community being totally surrounded by over 90 turbines.” 

 

 

Then there is this other statement: “Upland acid flushes 

are also present within the proposed main access track 

http://wam.highland.gov.uk/wam/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=LUNI6HIH0A000
http://wam.highland.gov.uk/wam/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=LUNI6HIH0A000


corridor ecological study area and are listed in the UK 

BAP and the Ross and Cromarty (East) LBAP as priority 

habitats.” – Vol. 1 - 5.3 

 

And: 

 

“The locality of the development is host to a fairly diverse 

range of upland habitats which are geographically close 

to lower lying habitats linked by frequent valleys. This 

results in the ability to support a good range of animal 

species within the development ecological study area and 

the associated main access track route corridor. – Vol. 1 - 

5.5 

  

“Five sites within 10 km of the development boundary are 

designated as being of national or international 

importance for nature conservation, as listed in Table 5.1.   

– Vol. 1 - 5.6 

  

“Baseline data gathering for terrestrial animals has 

shown that water vole and bat species are present within 

and around the development area, and that pine marten, 

wildcat and badger are also present.” – Vol. 1 - 5.7 

 

Other species present in the area are listed in the 

paragraphs that follow the above: the protected otter, the 

mountain hare, and reptile and amphibian species. The 

legislation protecting the otter and all bat species is also 

detailed, but soon forgotten by the consultant. 

 

 

Regarding species of birds that will be affected by the 

wind farm, we find:  



  

“… the sensitive receptor species present within the 

development (and hence addressed within the assessment) 

were identified as golden eagle, merlin, red-throated 

diver, dunlin, golden plover, greenshank and hen 

harrier.  

“Two active golden eagle territories were recorded 

within 6 km of the development, the nearest nest 

approximately 4 km from a proposed turbine location.  

“Two active merlin territories were recorded….. These 

territories were between 1 km and 2 km from the nearest 

proposed turbine locations.” – Vol. 1 - 5.14 

 

We also read:  

“Other species of conservation interest recorded during 

surveys included black-throated diver, peregrine, 

osprey, white-tailed eagle, goshawk, red kite, 

capercaillie, black grouse, red grouse, green sandpiper, 

cuckoo, ring ouzel, song thrush, skylark, spotted 

flycatcher, tree pipit, yellowhammer, fieldfare, 

crossbill, snow bunting, migrating greylag and pink-

footed geese and whooper swans.” – Vol. 1 - 5.15 

 

 

Notwithstanding this remarkable biodiversity, which the 

Scottish, UK, and EU governments are making costly 

efforts to save, you are minded to authorise the destruction 

of one of its last strongholds in Scotland, considering that 

many windfarms have been built in rare wildlife habitats, 

and many more are to come. Habitats that are fragmented 

by wind turbines and their large concrete shoes, their 

access roads, borrow pits, substations and high tension 

lines, are no longer suitable for rare wildlife. Wild cats 



cannot hunt properly because of wind turbine noise. 

Infrasound, also emitted by the huge machines, travels 

many kilometers and has ill effects on people and animals 

– effects that have not been properly and independently 

studied in detail.  

 

Birds are being killed by windfarms by the thousands: the 

fast moving blades, travelling at 150 - 300 kmh at the tip, 

surprise them in their innocent flight. Bats, protected as 

they are by national and international legislation, are 

attracted to their deaths by the rotor vibrations. Twice as 

many are killed than birds, yet they are a species most 

helpful to farmers, as they eat large quantities of insects. 

Raptors too are attracted, looking for both perching 

opportunities and prey that may be seen in the areas 

cleared of vegetation under the turbines. A great many of 

these protected birds are being killed by the blades, even if 

in the UK this truth has been kept under cover by 

monetary interests.  

http://savetheeaglesinternational.org/releases/windfarms-

bird-mortality-cover-up-in-the-uk.html  

 

A recent study by the Spanish Ornithological Society 

(SEO/Birdlife) estimates that each turbine in Spain kills 

on average 110 to 330 birds and 200 - 670 bats per 

annum*. There is no reason to believe that wind turbines 

located in a rich bird & bat habitat in Scotland would be 

less lethal than the average wind turbine in Spain, for the 

turbines are no different. Accordingly, the proposed 

windfarm at Glenmorie is likely to kill 3,740 – 11,220 

birds yearly, and 6,800 – 22,780 bats yearly - as per the 

following calculations: 

http://savetheeaglesinternational.org/releases/windfarms-bird-mortality-cover-up-in-the-uk.html
http://savetheeaglesinternational.org/releases/windfarms-bird-mortality-cover-up-in-the-uk.html


34 wind turbines x 110 birds per annum =   3,740 birds 

yearly 

34 wind turbines x 330 birds per annum = 11,220 birds 

yearly 

34 wind turbines x 200 bats per annum =    6,800 bats 

yearly 

34 wind turbines x 670 bats per annum =  22,780 bats 

yearly 

    * As estimated by the Spanish Ornithological Society 

SEO/Birdlife and reported by Cive Hambler, who            

teaches biology at Oxford University:  
http://www.spectator.co.uk/features/8807761/wind-farms-

vs-wildlife   

  

Glenmorie windfarm will kill over the years well in excess 

of the 3 golden eagles (GE) predicted by the author of the 

ES, and possibly some ospreys and white-tailed eagles as 

well. Four kilometers is a short distance for an eagle to fly, 

and we know there is an active GE nest at that distance 

from the turbines, plus another within 6 kilometers. Both 

breeding pairs and their young will be running a high risk 

of being struck by the blades, as has been amply proven by 

significant eagle mortality at other locations in the world:   

http://www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3071  

Wind turbines do attract eagles, for the perching 

opportunity and for the prey below them. In fact, the wind 

farm will act as a population sink: once the resident birds 

have been killed, young roaming eagles from anywhere in 

Scotland will investigate the two undefended territories, 

and get killed in turn by the blades. Curiously, the RSPB 

never considers this likelihood; yet they know that 

eagles roam the land until they are 4-5 years old. 

http://www.spectator.co.uk/features/8807761/wind-farms-vs-wildlife
http://www.spectator.co.uk/features/8807761/wind-farms-vs-wildlife
http://www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3071


 

The RSPB wrote two letters to the Glenmorie planning 

authorities, one dated 13 January 2012 in which they 

opposed the project on account of the golden eagles, and 

another dated 30 July 2012 in which they withdrew their 

objection. Unfortunately, this is a situation that has been 

repeating itself so often in Scotland that it is no longer 

credible in terms of conservation ethics. For one thing, in 

their second letter, they consider that the predicted death 

of 3 golden eagles over the life of the wind farm is “in 

line with other Scottish schemes”. But if we were to add 

the predicted deaths of eagles at other wind “schemes” in 

Scotland, what number would we come up with? The 

letter doesn’t say. The RSPB is not concerned, it would 

seem, by the cumulative effect of all these eagle deaths at 

the many wind farms built where eagles fly. This runs 

contrary to the most basic principle of conservation.  

 

In fact, the death of a single golden eagle in Scotland is 

unacceptable in view of their declining numbers and slow 

reproduction rate. But the RSPB obviously consider 

acceptable to run the risk of killing dozens of them as 

cumulatively “predicted”, a number which in real life 

could easily climb up to hundreds, in view of the blatant 

inadequacy of the Band model being used for the 

predictions*. This would put the Golden Eagle on the fast 

lane to extinction in Scotland.  

   *The RSPB itself acknowledges this in their letter of 30 

July above: “it would appear that the Band Model has 

some rather fundamental flaws ” 

 

It is also remarkable that in this pattern of opposing, then 

withdrawing their objections, the turning point 



invariably appears to be the negotiation of contracts 

that will benefit the RSPB or their ornithologists 

directly or indirectly: post-construction monitoring, 

habitat creation, land management, radio tracking and 

other perks that benefit ornithologists or the RSPB itself 

while not helping the eagles in the least. We know for 

instance that the two million pound habitat management 

mitigation at the Beinn an Tuirc windfarm, in the Kintyre 

peninsula, was unsuccessful, in spite of official claims to 

the contrary: zero breeding success, then the 

disappearance of one of the eagles most probably killed by 

a wind turbine, and omerta on the subject since then – 

see: 

The Shame of Scotland  
www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3426     
 

As the Beinn an Tuirc windfarm is not being monitored 

for mortality, many more eagles are likely to have died 

there that we shall never know about. At other windfarms 

too, like Edinbane, Pentland Road, etc. But this does not 

prevent the RSPB from continuing to endorse more 

windfarms in eagle territories all over Scotland, as is the 

case for Glenmorie. Riding on the prestige of the 

charity, their top management are getting away with 

what some would consider being an ecological crime of 

major proportions. 

  

We also know that a radio tracking experiment at Beinn 

Ghlas, Argyll, shortly before the windfarm of like name 

was built, ended up tragically: both eagles died – see the 

article from Mike Gregory, “Windfarms and Golden 

Eagles, the Argyll Experience”  

http://www.scottishraptorgroups.org/news.php?month=7&

http://www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3426
http://www.scottishraptorgroups.org/news.php?month=7&year=2007


year=2007   

    Note: strangely, the full article has disappeared from the 

Scottish Raptor Groups webpage, perhaps due to partisan 

behaviour – but I have kept a copy. In the UK, the cover 

up of bird mortality at wind farms is as effective as in 

Denmark and in France. There is money at stake, and 

peer-pressure, causing very few knowledgeable people to 

talk.  

The Beinn Ghlas tragedy highlights the fact that fitting 

eagles or any birds with man-made devices that interfere 

with the waterproof quality of their plumage is risky at 

best. Save the Eagles International opposes this 

practice, which kills too many birds of rare species for 

doubtful benefits to science. Its main effect could in fact 

be to keep some ornithologists well paid for doing an 

entertaining job. 

 

It is also distressing to see how the RSPB endorses live 

experiments with eagles and wind turbines over and 

over again. It is not the first letter from the RSPB saying 

that the monitoring they demand in exchange for their 

approval of a project will be helpful in learning more 

about eagle behaviour around wind turbines.  Since it is 

known that, contrary to what is being alleged, windfarms 

do kill eagles in Scotland as they do in the rest of the 

world*, experimenting with live turbines in eagle 

territories all over Scotland is both unethical and criminal, 

as it is a crime to kill eagles.   

    * http://www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3616  

 

 

http://www.scottishraptorgroups.org/news.php?month=7&year=2007
http://www.iberica2000.org/Es/Articulo.asp?Id=3616


A shoddy environmental statement 
 

First, a word about environmental statements (ES) 

prepared by consultants hired and paid by windfarm 

promoters: they are not credible. They are a travesty, 

invariably minimizing the impacts, risks, and mortality 

estimates to the point where the project is said to have a 

low impact or an acceptable one. In ten years, I personally 

haven’t come across a single ES that predicted a high risk 

to birds. Yet I have read a number of them, often for 

projects in the worst possible locations, like 

Muaitheabhal on Lewis or Edinbane on the Isle of Skye, 

where many golden and white-tailed eagles frequently fly.  

 

The fact is that these consultants are being paid to prove 

that a given project is viable from an environmental 

point of view, not the opposite. Accordingly, they deliver 

what is being asked of them, not an objective 

assessment. In the circumstances, decision makers who 

rely on them for approving windfarm projects are 

encouraging de facto this unethical behaviour. So do bird 

societies who affect taking such studies seriously. 

 

This, for instance, does not seem to worry the consultant:  

 

 “Search Area for Wild Land (SAWL) 

A SAWL lies immediately west of the development area 

and extends to the western edge of the 35 km study area as 

shown in Figure C4a. Other SAWLs lie at the western and 

northern fringes of the study area.”  

 

What will become of that wild land when, bordering it, 

will be erected a string of 125-meter high wind turbines? 



The ES replies: “The change to the perceptual criteria 

will diminish with increasing separation distance and it is 

anticipated the effects of this change will not be significant 

beyond 7 km.” – Vol 1 – 6.41   In other words, the view of 

the wind turbines will be “significant” as far as 7 km 

inside the wild land. Counting with the usual consultant 

bias towards minimizing impacts, this means that an area 

of about 50 sq km of wild land will be losing its principal 

characteristic, as well as its attractiveness to tourists: 

inspiring views on unspoilt nature.  

 

As we all know, the conservation objective of the Scottish 

government is to preserve wild lands, not to shrink them. 

But you are minded to approve this: is that wise, not only 

for biodiversity’s sake, but for tourism and related jobs? 

 

It is worth noting that the RSPB did not object to this 

destruction. Perhaps their obsession with energy is 

clouding their view of nature?   

www.rspb.org.uk/images/POSS_finalReport_tcm9-

272152.pdf  

 

We also note that hen harriers are present in the area. In 

October 2011 the RSPB said, about another wind farm 

project: “the hen harrier is one of the most persecuted 

birds of prey in the UK and is designated "red status", 

meaning it has the highest conservation priority.” 

http://news.stv.tv/scotland/west-central/276342-victory-

for-environmentalists-as-windfarm-plan-shelved/   But at 

Glenmorie, the RSPB do not seem to worry about wind 

turbines being built in their habitat. Again their conflict 

of interest appears to be affecting their judgment. 

http://www.rspb.org.uk/images/POSS_finalReport_tcm9-272152.pdf
http://www.rspb.org.uk/images/POSS_finalReport_tcm9-272152.pdf
http://news.stv.tv/scotland/west-central/276342-victory-for-environmentalists-as-windfarm-plan-shelved/
http://news.stv.tv/scotland/west-central/276342-victory-for-environmentalists-as-windfarm-plan-shelved/


They do know that wind turbines kill hen harriers: “RSPB 

Scotland has today ( 21st  December 2012)  confirmed 

that  an adult male hen harrier was found dead at a 

Perthshire wind farm, with a second bird found injured 

three weeks later. Hen harriers are a scarce species that 

hunt over rough grazings and moorland.” 

http://www.rspb.org.uk/news/336895-harrier-deaths-

renew-calls-for-continued-windfarm-monitoring  

Yet their letter of objection to Glenmorie doesn’t even 

mention these “red status” birds.  

 

 

For all of the above reasons, and more that we cannot 

develop for lack of time, we object to the Glenmorie 

windfarm project and beg you to not approve the 

ecological crime to be perpetrated if the project is given 

the green light. 

 

 

Mark Duchamp       

Chairman, World Council for Nature 

www.wcfn.org 

President, Save the Eagles International 

http://savetheeaglesinternational.org/  

 

 
 

http://www.rspb.org.uk/news/336895-harrier-deaths-renew-calls-for-continued-windfarm-monitoring
http://www.rspb.org.uk/news/336895-harrier-deaths-renew-calls-for-continued-windfarm-monitoring
http://www.wcfn.org/
http://savetheeaglesinternational.org/

