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Jerah Woodland – location, area
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Jerah Woodland – site constraints
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Jerah
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V1 – April 12 V3 – Aug 12



Jerah Woodland – EIA & Site Constraints
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Scoping (Jan 2013):

• Archaeology – Sheriffmuir battlefield, Menstrie Glen

• Landscape – 7 viewpoints and local landscape character

• Public Access – walkers, paragliders

• Hydrology – flood risk and water quality

• Public roads – damage to infrastructure and disruption

• Ecology:

• Impact on bird populations

• Change in open ground habitat

• Deer – impact on population and protection requirements

• Site Access – landscape impact and diffuse pollution risk of 
proposed road

• Farm economy – impact of change of land use



Jerah Woodland – site constraints

• Recent history of flooding

• Proximity to community

• Site aspect open to SW

• Moderate to steep slopes

• 96km of drainage

• SEPA concerns

• Clackmannanshire Council 

monitoring

• Heriot Watt University
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Jerah Woodland

V3 – Aug 12 V19 – Dec 14



Jerah Woodland – landscape
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Cultivation – diffuse pollution control
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Cultivation – diffuse pollution control
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Cultivation – diffuse pollution control
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Cultivation – diffuse pollution control
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Cultivation – diffuse pollution control



Jerah Woodland – Summary

• EIA – 24 months, contract issued December 2014

• Commenced on site end January 2015, completed planting June 

2015.

• 1.3M trees x 16 species x 583ha, integrated by landform into 

landscape

• 2 x Research Projects

– archaeology site study(cultural heritage & carbon capture)

– hydrology PhD (run-off and woody debris)

• Reduced flood risk – maintain quality, reduce extremes of quantity

• Multi-benefit site, with timber production the primary objective

• Significant interest – WWF, WT, FCS, SEPA, Scottish Water, World 

Forum on Natural Capital 2015, International Conference on Flood 

Management 2017
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Run-off research
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Woody debris monitoring

16 Canalised channel and low crossing structures

Significant woody debris 

& debris dams

Natural pinch points 

& obstructions



EIA – Tilhill’s experience

17

16,439 

26,591 

32,878 

42,478 

49,042 

 -

 5,000

 10,000

 15,000

 20,000

 25,000

 30,000

 35,000

 40,000

 45,000

 50,000

1 2 3 4 5

ES word count

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27

Onshore Wind Farm Commissioning

Series1 Series2



EIA – Jerah experience
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EIA – Jerah issues
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EIA process

• Stakeholder limitations – resources, knowledge, experience, policy 

conflict, narrow field of view, perceptions

• Subjectivity – resistance to change (and Sitka spruce?)

• Industry (mis)perceptions

• No timeframe proposed for EIA process – “mission creep”

Jerah specific

• £-qualified support (archaeology)

• Archaeologists vs Historians

• Dealing with public expectations – consultation vs engagement vs 

empowerment

• All encompassing = too long (137k words) = too complex

• = managing perceptions
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Woodland Creation – Application Process
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• Engage with stakeholders, communities and vociferous detractors
– Engage with public expectations (consultation vs engagement vs empowerment) 

where they align with our client objectives…and acknowledge where they don’t

– Inform and challenge misperceptions

– Informed and competent statutory consultees

– Collaboration (and consensual) not confrontation (and adversarial)

• Develop and promote better industry practices (educate public 
perception)

• Overhaul woodland creation consultation & EIA framework – streamlined 
and issue focussed

– EIA – more objectivity, use UKFS compliance to filter issues…

– Then focus analysis and mitigation on remaining issue(s)

– Agree timetable in advance (and then police it)

– Stakeholders should reference their points of view 

– Introduce tolerances

– LUS2 constraint analysis

– Reduce length, complexity, cost (and stress!) of Environmental Statement

• Dedicated FCS team for large, complex projects

Woodland Creation – Application Process



Woodland Creation – Application Process

22

Owner’s Objectives

Due Diligence

• UK Forest Standard

• Scottish Forestry Strategy

• Regional Indicative Forestry Strategy

• Land Information Search constraints

• Designations

• Priority Habitats & Protected Species

• Geology, Soils, Hydrology, Landscape

• Peat depth, ESC

• Constraints & Opportunities

• Draft Design v1 & Budget 

• Consult FCS 

• Client concept approval



Woodland Creation – Application Process
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Owner’s Objectives

Due Diligence

Concept Scoped

• Statutory and Relevant Stakeholders

• EIA determination

Significant environmental impact => EIA



Woodland Creation – Application Process
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Owner’s Objectives

Due Diligence

Concept Scoped

Draft grant application

Public Register

Contract Issued

8-12 weeks

24 – 52 weeks

(record is 200+ weeks)

2-3 weeks

4 weeks

6-8 weeks

min 44 wks, typical 72 wks

Time Required x 100ha+
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Owner’s Objectives

Engage with stakeholders => Issues Log

Woodland Creation – FGS Application Process                                

per Mackinnon Report

• Human Health

• Cultural Heritage

• Soil

• Biodiversity

• Landscape

• Water

• Air

• Climate Change

• Land Use
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Owner’s Objectives

Issues Log

Due Diligence

• Sensitive sites scoped

• Community Consultation

• EIA screened

EIA processing agreement

Woodland Creation – FGS Application Process                                

per Mackinnon Report
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Owner’s Objectives

Issues Log

Due Diligence

Draft application

Public Register

Contract Issued

16-20 weeks?

Time Required x 100ha+

8-12 weeks?

4 weeks

6-8 weeks

min 34 wks, typical 44 wks?

vs 44 wks vs 72 wks

Accredited Agents?

Woodland Creation – FGS Application Process                                

per Mackinnon Report



FGS – as at August 2017 clearing

• 17,574ha submitted (£81.2M @ £4,619/ha)

• 12,170ha approved (£56.2M @ £4,622/ha)

• Average 21ha

• 9,200ha x 2017/18

• 12,000ha x 2018/19
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59%

41%

1 2



Diffuse Pollution
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the Good

“compliant”

the Bad

“poor practice”

& the Ugly

“prosecution?”



Diffuse Pollution

• Assess site & operations

• Identify risks

• Avoid where possible

• Manage Source

• Control Pathway

• Monitor Receptor

• DP Risk Assessment and 

Operation Map
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Forestry and Water Scotland

• Know the Rules booklet &

• Cab sticker

• SEPA & FCS guidance

• Videos

• Web resources

• Shared UK-wide



Ground Water Dependent 

Terrestrial Ecosystems
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Bulletin 119 update – Soil Cultivation
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