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Dear Mrs Hunter,  
 
A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Many thanks for your letter dated 18th February relating to the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
Scott Wilson are conducting for the improvements to the A82 at Pulpit Rock.  Your comments will be used 
to inform the detailed design of the scheme to ensure all environmental concerns are taken into account in 
the design process where possible and will be reported in an Environmental Statement (ES).  Once 
completed the ES will be published alongside draft Road Orders and Compulsory Purchase Orders for the 
scheme as required under the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984. 
 
On publication of the draft Orders, Compulsory Purchase Orders and the Environmental Statement, 
Transport Scotland will host a public exhibition detailing the scheme proposals, the environmental impacts 
and any mitigation measures proposed to minimise these effects.  There is a statutory period of 6 weeks 
following publication of the draft Orders and ES during which time you are entitled to comment on the 
scheme.  It is anticipated that the draft Orders and the ES will be published in summer 2010.   
 
Detailed below are responses to your specific comments: 
 
Primary delays are caused by traffic light failure and cyclists pressing button  
It is accepted that traffic light failure and cyclists pressing the button create delays at Pulpit Rock, however, 
the presence of the traffic signals causes consistent delays to all traffic using the route.   
 
Seven sisters bend near Inveruglas should be addressed first  
The localised improvements at Pulpit Rock were part of a suite of measures proposed in the A82 Route 
Action Plan (RAP) (February 2006).    Long term measures to improve the A82 include the section between 
Tarbet and Pulpit Rock and are included in the A82 RAP.  However, the purpose of this scheme is 
specifically to make improvements at Pulpit Rock.   
 
In addition, Transport Scotland’s ‘Strategic Transport Projects Review’ (STPR) published in 2009 identified 
as one of the draft investments a ‘Targeted Programme of Measures to Improve Road Standards between 
Glasgow and Oban/Fort William (A82)’.  The STPR states that the Route Action Plan forms the basis for the 
improvements, which has seen the Scottish Government commit to deliver the Pulpit Rock Improvement.   
 
Transport Scotland should hold consultation with local residents and businesses 
The purpose of the EIA scoping consultation is to allow those with an interest in the scheme to make 
comment on the scope of the ES.  All comments received will be fully addressed within the ES.  As stated 
above, once the ES and the draft Orders are published a public exhibition will be held to provide detailed 
information on the scheme.  At this point any comments will be welcomed within the statutory consultation 
period.   
 
Contingencies for emergency services when A82 closed  
We are in discussion with the emergency services to ensure a plan is agreed which is acceptable to the 
local emergency service providers.  The response plan will ensure that all homes and businesses are 
serviced through the construction period.   
 

Mrs Gwenn Hunter 
Strathfillan Community Council 
Clisham Cottage 
Inverarnan 
G83 7DX 

Our Ref:  
 
Your Ref:  
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Effects on Residents and Businesses throughout the entirety of scheme  
The nature of the proposed works will necessitate closure of the A82 at Pulpit Rock for part of the time 
during the construction period.  The disruption caused by the closure is an issue that will be fully assessed 
within the ES.  In particular, this assessment will focus on the effects on the communities between Tarbet 
and Crianlarich.  There is a commitment to programme the works outside of the tourist season, and the ES 
will also propose mitigation measures to alleviate as far as possible disruption during the construction 
period.     
 
Road works on A85 or A83 (and other road works on A82) 
Every effort will be made to ensure that a coordinated approach is taken with regards to any planned 
roadworks/maintenance schemes along the A82, A85 and the A83 during the construction period.   
 
Again thank you for taking the time to respond to our request for consultation.  On publication of the draft 
Road Orders, Compulsory Purchase Orders and the Environmental Statement as stated above a public 
exhibition will be held.  The exhibition will be widely publicised in the local press, to the community councils 
and will also be advertised locally.    
 
Please find enclosed copy of Figure 1 (A82 Pulpit Rock Improvements: Location Plan) as requested.   
 
Yours faithfully 
for Scott Wilson Ltd 
 
 
 
 
Zoë McClelland 
Senior Planner 
 
Direct Line: +44 (0)131 718 5202 
email: zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com 
 
Encl 
 
 
Copied to:  Angus Kennedy, Transport Scotland 

Bruce Crawford MSP  
  Anne McGuire MP  

Fiona Logan, Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park 
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Balquhidder, strathyre and Locheamhead community council
c/o RichardEastland

Balquihidder Braes HolidaY Park
Lochearnhead

Perthshire
FK19 8NX

Zoe McClelland
Scott Wlson
23 Chester Street
Edinburgh
EH3 7EN

Dear Ms McClelland

A82 Pulpit Rock lmProvement

I have been asked to wrtte on behalf of the community council to express our

"ontetn. 
over the proposed imprwement on the A82'

Firsily we are concemed that if the A82 is closed for a significant number of weeks it

*lrirtlue heavily inCrease the already busy traffic,on lle A&4 and A85 up to

crianlarich. This will have an impact on the road it self as well as the land adjacent to

it.

We are also concemed that the road already closes for 6 hour Plriod9 a nnmber of

times a year atter a'iataliiy Ln i1" road. lf this were to happen when the A82 was also

closed it would r""n t*o out of the three main road arteries north would be out of

action. with the increase in the volume of traffic it would increase the chances for a

fatality to occur.

we hope you take our considerations into account while producing your

Environmental $tatement.

Yours sincerelY,,,W
Richard Eastland
Secretary

,i:



 

Scott Wilson Scotland Ltd - Part of the worldwide Scott Wilson consultancy group  
Registered in Scotland: No SCO48951  Registered Office: Citypoint 2, 25 Tyndrum Street, Glasgow, G4 0JY 

Scott Wilson  23 Chester Street, Edinburgh, EH3 7EN, United Kingdom 
T +44 (0)131 225 1230  F +44 (0)131 225 5582 

www.scottwilson.com 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Dear Mr Eastland,  
 
A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Many thanks for your letter dated 26th February 2010 relating to the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Scott Wilson are conducting for the improvements to the A82 at Pulpit Rock.  Your comments will be used 
to inform the detailed design of the scheme to ensure all environmental concerns are integrated into the 
design process where possible and will be reported in an Environmental Statement (ES).  Once completed 
the ES will be published alongside draft Road Orders and Compulsory Purchase Orders for the scheme as 
required under the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984. 
 
On publication of the draft Orders, Compulsory Purchase Orders and the Environmental Statement, 
Transport Scotland will host a public exhibition detailing the scheme proposals, the environmental impacts 
and any mitigation measures proposed to minimise these effects.  There is a statutory period of 6 weeks 
following publication of the Draft Orders and the ES during which time you are entitled to comment on the 
scheme. 
 
The nature of the proposed works will necessitate closure of the A82 at Pulpit Rock for part of the time 
during the construction period.  The disruption caused by the closure is an issue that will be fully assessed 
within the ES.  In particular, this assessment will focus on the effects on the communities between Tarbet 
and Crianlarich.  There is a commitment to programme the works outside of the tourist season, and the ES 
will also propose mitigation measures to alleviate as far as possible disruption during the construction 
period.  Every effort will be made to ensure that a coordinated approach is taken with regards to any 
planned roadworks/ maintenance schemes along the A82, A85 and the A83 during the construction period.   
 
Again thank you for taking the time to respond to our request for consultation.  On publication of the Draft 
Road Orders, Compulsory Purchase Orders and the Environmental Statement as stated above a public 
exhibition will be held.  The exhibition will be widely publicised in the local press, the community councils 
and will also be advertised locally.    
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Zoë McClelland 
 

Balquhidder, Strathyre and Lochearnhead Community        
Council 
c/o Richard Eastland 
Balquihidder Braes Holiday Park 
Lochearnhead 
Perthshire 
FK19 8NX 

Our Ref:  
 
Your Ref:  
 
Date: 

S100785/e17/2 
 
 
30/03/10 
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From: Stewart Maclean
To: Zoe McClelland
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
Date: 01 February 2010 16:39:33

Good Evening Zoe,
 
I refer to your recent email to me re the above subject.
 
I would appreciate if you would review the following email from Dave Duthie of
HITRANs and respond to me on the points raised by Dave.
 
Thank you
 
Stewart
A82 Partnership
 
Stewart Maclean
Franschoek Office
South Africa 
07509048015 (low cost call from UK landline)
or
if not available
0027 792 183 402

----- Forwarded Message ----
From: dave duthie <dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk>
To: Emma Tayler <emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk>; Stewart MacLean <stewart@stewartmac.com>;
louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson <alasdair@fergusontransport.co.uk>; Chief inspector
John Chisholm <john.chisholm@northern.pnn.police.uk>; Duncan MacIntyre <duncan.macintyre@argyll-
bute.gov.uk>; John Hutchison <jch@abrach.com>; Robert Hawkes <robert@hotscot.net>;
roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall <sc.dingwall@hient.co.uk>; Michael Foxley (Dr) -
Member <Michael.Foxley@highland.gov.uk>; Bren Gormley - Member <Bren.Gormley@highland.gov.uk>;
Brian Murphy - Member <Brian.Murphy@highland.gov.uk>; Dot Ferguson
<Dot.Ferguson@highland.gov.uk>; John Laing - Member <john.laing.cllr@highland.gov.uk>
Sent: Thursday, 28 January, 2010 21:44:19
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation

Emma,
 
Having looked only briefly at the drawing I have concerns regarding the value of the
very limited improvement proposed for the investment required, and would suggest that
further details should be sought from the Consultant regarding the horizontal radii
provided along the section, the minimum stopping sight distance and the carriageway
width available, before any response is made by the Campaign.
 
regards
 
Dave
 
Dave Duthie
Partnership Director
HITRANS
 
Tel:  01667 460 464  01667 460 464

From: Emma Tayler [mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk] 

mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com
mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com
mailto:brian.murphy.cllr@highland.gov.uk
mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk
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Sent: 28 January 2010 12:00
To: Stewart MacLean; louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson ; Chief inspector John Chisholm ;
dave duthie; Duncan MacIntyre ; John Hutchison; Robert Hawkes ; roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk;
Scott Dingwall ; Michael Foxley (Dr) - Member; Bren Gormley - Member; Brian Murphy - Member; Dot
Ferguson; Emma Tayler; John Laing - Member
Subject: FW: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear A82 campaign steering group member
 
Please note below and attached correspondence Stewart Maclean has received in reference to the A82
Pulpit Rock Improvement works.  Any comments steering group members wish to make should be
directed to Stewart by mid February.
 
Thank you.
 
On behalf of the A82 Campaign Steering Group
 
 
Emma Tayler
Assistant Lochaber Wards Manager
 01397 707232  01397 707232
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com] 
Sent: 27 January 2010 20:21
To: John Hutchinson (Home); Brian Murphy - Member; Alasdair Ferguson
Cc: Emma Tayler
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Good Evening All,
 
Attached please find the proposals for the road improvement works at Pulpit Rock.
 
I would appreciate if thsi proposal can be reviewed by all and any comments fed back to me by mid
February. I will prepare a consolidated response,
 
Thanks
 
Regards
 
Stewart
 
PS I am flying out to South Africa on Friday so I will be out of communications contact from Friday mid
day until Sunday.
 
 
----- Original Message -----
From: Zoe McClelland
To: stewart@stewartmac.com
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 3:55 PM
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear Mr MacLean,
 
Scott Wilson Ltd. has been appointed by Transport Scotland to prepare a proposed improvement scheme
for the A82 at Pulpit Rock between Tarbet and Crianlarich within the Loch Lomond and the Trossachs
National Park .  The location of the proposed scheme is shown in Figure 1 attached.  We would now
appreciate your further comments on the current Recommended Scheme, which is shown on Figure 2
also attached.
 
A Scoping Report has also been undertaken as part of the environmental impact assessment (EIA)
process and is now available to view. If you wish to request a copy of this Scoping Report please contact
me on  0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
The A82 trunk road between Glasgow and Fort William is the principal road link to the west of Scotland .

mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com
mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com
mailto:zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com


The route is generally rural in nature between Tarbet and Fort William and consists of a single 2-lane
carriageway of varying standards. Much of the carriageway is less than 7.3m wide and many sections do
not have hardstrips or verges. The tortuous geometry along the section of the A82 between Tarbet and
Ardlui is well recognised and results in considerable delays to road users, particularly when a high
number of tourists are attracted to the route during the summer months and when heavy goods vehicles
are required to negotiate the tight horizontal bends and narrow carriageway width. This section also
includes the long-term traffic signals at Pulpit Rock where shuttle working has been in operation for many
years.  These traffic signals can lead to significant localised queuing.
 
The current Recommended Scheme will provide improvements over a length of approximately 380m. This
is a partly offline structural solution, provided by a new viaduct, which runs in parallel to the loch shoreline
for approximately 180m. The improvements to the existing road will extend approximately 180m to the
north of the new structure. Resurfacing tie-in works will be required in advance of the start and end of
the design covering approximately 20m at each location.
 
The Scheme would be carried out under The Roads ( Scotland ) Act 1984 and at this stage we are
currently preparing the Environmental Statement. In order to identify and assess the likely environmental
impacts of the current Recommended Scheme and any potential mitigation measures that may be
required, we are therefore writing to you to ask you;
 

   To identify any information you may hold which would be relevant;
   To identify any concerns that you may have about the current Recommended Scheme; and
   To identify any issues that you would like to see included in the Environmental Statement.

 
Please let us have your written comments as soon as possible but by no later than Friday 26th

February 2010 in order for these to be taken into account in the Environmental Statement.  If you wish
to discuss the proposals further, or seek clarification about the information requested, please do not
hesitate to contact me on Tel No.  0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or at zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
Yours sincerely
 
 
Zoë
 
Zoë  McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning Consultant
Scott Wilson | Environment & Natural Resources
23 Chester St, Edinburgh , EH3 7EN , United Kingdom
 
T  +44 (0)131 225 1230  +44 (0)131 225 1230
DD  +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202
F +44 (0)131 225 5582
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
www.scottwilson.com
 
Please consider the environment and only print this email if necessary.
Scott Wilson supports the UN Global Compact and Caring for the Climate initiatives.
 
 
 
 

Visit our web site at www.scottwilson.com

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice.

This e-mail and any attachments to it are intended only for the party to whom they are
addressed. They may contain privileged and/or confidential information. If you have received
this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete any digital copies
and destroy any paper copies.

Thank you.

http://www.scottwilson.com/


From: Zoe McClelland
To: Stewart Maclean
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
Date: 10 February 2010 16:28:00

Dear Stewart
 
Thank you for your email and I apologise for the delay in getting back to you.
 
In answer to your queries, the road geometry and carriageway width have been developed in
consultation with Transport Scotland’s standards branch.  The carriageway cross section has been
agreed as a nominal 6m carriageway incorporating curve widening with no hard strips.   The
detailed geometry is still the subject of the detailed design process, however should any departures
from the DMRB standard be identified in the design these will be submitted to Transport Scotland’s
standards branch for consideration, as is normal practice on any trunk road scheme.
 
It should be noted that the scheme being designed will allow free flowing two way traffic at Pulpit
Rock meaning that the existing traffic lights and the associated delay at the lights can be removed.
 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any further queries and I look forward to receiving
any environmental comments you have in relation to the scope of the Environmental Impact
Assessment.
 
Regards,
Zoë  
 
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning consultant
T +44 (0)131 718 5202
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
 

From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com] 
Sent: 01 February 2010 16:49
To: Zoe McClelland
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Good Evening Zoe,
 
I refer to your recent email to me re the above subject.
 
I would appreciate if you would review the following email from Dave Duthie of HITRANs and
respond to me on the points raised by Dave.
 
Thank you
 
Stewart
A82 Partnership
 
Stewart Maclean
Franschoek Office
South Africa 
07509048015 (low cost call from UK landline)
or
if not available
0027 792 183 402

mailto:/O=EXCHANGE/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ZMCCLELLAND
mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com
mailto:brian.murphy.cllr@highland.gov.uk
mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk
mailto:dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk
mailto:ed.perrin@scottwilson.com


 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----
From: dave duthie <dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk>
To: Emma Tayler <emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk>; Stewart MacLean <stewart@stewartmac.com>;
louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson <alasdair@fergusontransport.co.uk>; Chief
inspector John Chisholm <john.chisholm@northern.pnn.police.uk>; Duncan MacIntyre
<duncan.macintyre@argyll-bute.gov.uk>; John Hutchison <jch@abrach.com>; Robert Hawkes
<robert@hotscot.net>; roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall
<sc.dingwall@hient.co.uk>; Michael Foxley (Dr) - Member <Michael.Foxley@highland.gov.uk>; Bren
Gormley - Member <Bren.Gormley@highland.gov.uk>; Brian Murphy - Member
<Brian.Murphy@highland.gov.uk>; Dot Ferguson <Dot.Ferguson@highland.gov.uk>; John Laing -
Member <john.laing.cllr@highland.gov.uk>
Sent: Thursday, 28 January, 2010 21:44:19
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation

Emma,
 
Having looked only briefly at the drawing I have concerns regarding the value of
the very limited improvement proposed for the investment required, and would
suggest that further details should be sought from the Consultant regarding the
horizontal radii provided along the section, the minimum stopping sight distance
and the carriageway width available, before any response is made by the
Campaign.
 
regards
 
Dave
 
Dave Duthie
Partnership Director
HITRANS
 
Tel:  01667 460 464  01667 460 464

From: Emma Tayler [mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk] 
Sent: 28 January 2010 12:00
To: Stewart MacLean; louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson ; Chief inspector John
Chisholm ; dave duthie; Duncan MacIntyre ; John Hutchison; Robert Hawkes ;
roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall ; Michael Foxley (Dr) - Member; Bren Gormley -
Member; Brian Murphy - Member; Dot Ferguson; Emma Tayler; John Laing - Member
Subject: FW: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear A82 campaign steering group member
 
Please note below and attached correspondence Stewart Maclean has received in reference to the
A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement works.  Any comments steering group members wish to make should
be directed to Stewart by mid February.
 
Thank you.
 
On behalf of the A82 Campaign Steering Group
 
 
Emma Tayler
Assistant Lochaber Wards Manager
 01397 707232  01397 707232
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com] 



Sent: 27 January 2010 20:21
To: John Hutchinson (Home); Brian Murphy - Member; Alasdair Ferguson
Cc: Emma Tayler
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Good Evening All,
 
Attached please find the proposals for the road improvement works at Pulpit Rock.
 
I would appreciate if thsi proposal can be reviewed by all and any comments fed back to me by mid
February. I will prepare a consolidated response,
 
Thanks
 
Regards
 
Stewart
 
PS I am flying out to South Africa on Friday so I will be out of communications contact from Friday
mid day until Sunday.
 
 
----- Original Message -----
From: Zoe McClelland
To: stewart@stewartmac.com
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 3:55 PM
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear Mr MacLean,
 
Scott Wilson Ltd. has been appointed by Transport Scotland to prepare a proposed improvement
scheme for the A82 at Pulpit Rock between Tarbet and Crianlarich within the Loch Lomond and
the Trossachs National Park .  The location of the proposed scheme is shown in Figure 1
attached.  We would now appreciate your further comments on the current Recommended Scheme,
which is shown on Figure 2 also attached.
 
A Scoping Report has also been undertaken as part of the environmental impact assessment (EIA)
process and is now available to view. If you wish to request a copy of this Scoping Report please
contact me on  0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
The A82 trunk road between Glasgow and Fort William is the principal road link to the west of
Scotland . The route is generally rural in nature between Tarbet and Fort William and consists of a
single 2-lane carriageway of varying standards. Much of the carriageway is less than 7.3m wide
and many sections do not have hardstrips or verges. The tortuous geometry along the section of
the A82 between Tarbet and Ardlui is well recognised and results in considerable delays to road
users, particularly when a high number of tourists are attracted to the route during the summer
months and when heavy goods vehicles are required to negotiate the tight horizontal bends and
narrow carriageway width. This section also includes the long-term traffic signals at Pulpit Rock
where shuttle working has been in operation for many years.  These traffic signals can lead to
significant localised queuing.
 
The current Recommended Scheme will provide improvements over a length of approximately
380m. This is a partly offline structural solution, provided by a new viaduct, which runs in parallel to
the loch shoreline for approximately 180m. The improvements to the existing road will extend
approximately 180m to the north of the new structure. Resurfacing tie-in works will be required in
advance of the start and end of the design covering approximately 20m at each location.
 
The Scheme would be carried out under The Roads ( Scotland ) Act 1984 and at this stage we are
currently preparing the Environmental Statement. In order to identify and assess the likely
environmental impacts of the current Recommended Scheme and any potential mitigation

mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com
mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com
mailto:zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com


measures that may be required, we are therefore writing to you to ask you;
 

   To identify any information you may hold which would be relevant;
   To identify any concerns that you may have about the current Recommended Scheme;
and
   To identify any issues that you would like to see included in the Environmental
Statement.

 
Please let us have your written comments as soon as possible but by no later than Friday
26th February 2010 in order for these to be taken into account in the Environmental Statement. 
If you wish to discuss the proposals further, or seek clarification about the information requested,
please do not hesitate to contact me on Tel No.  0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or at
zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
Yours sincerely
 
 
Zoë
 
Zoë  McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning Consultant
Scott Wilson | Environment & Natural Resources
23 Chester St, Edinburgh , EH3 7EN , United Kingdom
 
T  +44 (0)131 225 1230  +44 (0)131 225 1230
DD  +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202
F +44 (0)131 225 5582
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
www.scottwilson.com
 
Please consider the environment and only print this email if necessary.
Scott Wilson supports the UN Global Compact and Caring for the Climate initiatives.
 
 
 
 

Visit our web site at www.scottwilson.com

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice.

This e-mail and any attachments to it are intended only for the party to whom they are
addressed. They may contain privileged and/or confidential information. If you have
received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete any
digital copies and destroy any paper copies.

Thank you.

The ultimate parent company of the Scott Wilson Group is Scott Wilson Group plc. 
Registered in England No. 5639381
Registered Office: Scott House, Alencon Link, Basingstoke, Hampshire , RG21 7PP

This email has been scanned by Netintelligence
http://www.netintelligence.com/email

Unless related to the business of The Highland Council, the views or opinions

http://www.scottwilson.com/
http://www.netintelligence.com/email


From: Stewart Maclean
To: Zoe McClelland
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie
Subject: Re: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
Date: 10 February 2010 16:43:30

Good Afternoon Zoe,
 
Thank you for your email and for the further information.
 
We will revert after a detailed review of the proposals.
 
Regards
 
Stewart Maclean
The A82 Partnership
 
Stewart Maclean
Franschoek Office
South Africa 
07509048015 (low cost call from UK landline)
or
if not available
0027 792 183 402

From: Zoe McClelland <Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com>
To: Stewart Maclean <stewart@stewartmac.com>
Cc: Brian Murphy <brian.murphy.cllr@highland.gov.uk>; Emma Tayler <emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk>;
dave duthie <dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk>
Sent: Wednesday, 10 February, 2010 16:19:37
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation

Dear Stewart
 
Thank you for your email and I apologise for the delay in getting back to you.
 
In answer to your queries, the road geometry and carriageway width have been developed in
consultation with Transport Scotland’s standards branch.  The carriageway cross section has been
agreed as a nominal 6m carriageway incorporating curve widening with no hard strips.   The detailed
geometry is still the subject of the detailed design process, however should any departures from the
DMRB standard be identified in the design these will be submitted to Transport Scotland’s standards
branch for consideration, as is normal practice on any trunk road scheme.
 
It should be noted that the scheme being designed will allow free flowing two way traffic at Pulpit Rock
meaning that the existing traffic lights and the associated delay at the lights can be removed.
 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any further queries and I look forward to receiving any
environmental comments you have in relation to the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment.
 
Regards,
Zoë  
 
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning consultant
T  +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
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From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com] 
Sent: 01 February 2010 16:49
To: Zoe McClelland
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Good Evening Zoe,
 
I refer to your recent email to me re the above subject.
 
I would appreciate if you would review the following email from Dave Duthie of HITRANs and respond to
me on the points raised by Dave.
 
Thank you
 
Stewart
A82 Partnership
 
Stewart Maclean
Franschoek Office
South Africa 
07509048015 (low cost call from UK landline)
or
if not available
0027 792 183 402
 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----
From: dave duthie <dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk>
To: Emma Tayler <emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk>; Stewart MacLean <stewart@stewartmac.com>;
louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson <alasdair@fergusontransport.co.uk>; Chief inspector
John Chisholm <john.chisholm@northern.pnn.police.uk>; Duncan MacIntyre <duncan.macintyre@argyll-
bute.gov.uk>; John Hutchison <jch@abrach.com>; Robert Hawkes <robert@hotscot.net>;
roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall <sc.dingwall@hient.co.uk>; Michael Foxley (Dr) -
Member <Michael.Foxley@highland.gov.uk>; Bren Gormley - Member <Bren.Gormley@highland.gov.uk>;
Brian Murphy - Member <Brian.Murphy@highland.gov.uk>; Dot Ferguson
<Dot.Ferguson@highland.gov.uk>; John Laing - Member <john.laing.cllr@highland.gov.uk>
Sent: Thursday, 28 January, 2010 21:44:19
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation

Emma,
 
Having looked only briefly at the drawing I have concerns regarding the value of the
very limited improvement proposed for the investment required, and would suggest that
further details should be sought from the Consultant regarding the horizontal radii
provided along the section, the minimum stopping sight distance and the carriageway
width available, before any response is made by the Campaign.
 
regards
 
Dave
 
Dave Duthie
Partnership Director
HITRANS
 
Tel:   01667 460 464  01667 460 464    01667 460 464  01667 460 464

From: Emma Tayler [mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk] 
Sent: 28 January 2010 12:00
To: Stewart MacLean; louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson ; Chief inspector John Chisholm ;
dave duthie; Duncan MacIntyre ; John Hutchison; Robert Hawkes ; roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk;
Scott Dingwall ; Michael Foxley (Dr) - Member; Bren Gormley - Member; Brian Murphy - Member; Dot
Ferguson; Emma Tayler; John Laing - Member



Subject: FW: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear A82 campaign steering group member
 
Please note below and attached correspondence Stewart Maclean has received in reference to the A82
Pulpit Rock Improvement works.  Any comments steering group members wish to make should be
directed to Stewart by mid February.
 
Thank you.
 
On behalf of the A82 Campaign Steering Group
 
 
Emma Tayler
Assistant Lochaber Wards Manager
  01397 707232  01397 707232    01397 707232  01397 707232
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com] 
Sent: 27 January 2010 20:21
To: John Hutchinson (Home); Brian Murphy - Member; Alasdair Ferguson
Cc: Emma Tayler
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Good Evening All,
 
Attached please find the proposals for the road improvement works at Pulpit Rock.
 
I would appreciate if thsi proposal can be reviewed by all and any comments fed back to me by mid
February. I will prepare a consolidated response,
 
Thanks
 
Regards
 
Stewart
 
PS I am flying out to South Africa on Friday so I will be out of communications contact from Friday mid
day until Sunday.
 
 
----- Original Message -----
From: Zoe McClelland
To: stewart@stewartmac.com
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 3:55 PM
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Dear Mr MacLean,
 
Scott Wilson Ltd. has been appointed by Transport Scotland to prepare a proposed improvement scheme
for the A82 at Pulpit Rock between Tarbet and Crianlarich within the Loch Lomond and the Trossachs
National Park .  The location of the proposed scheme is shown in Figure 1 attached.  We would now
appreciate your further comments on the current Recommended Scheme, which is shown on Figure 2
also attached.
 
A Scoping Report has also been undertaken as part of the environmental impact assessment (EIA)
process and is now available to view. If you wish to request a copy of this Scoping Report please contact
me on   0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230    0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or
zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
The A82 trunk road between Glasgow and Fort William is the principal road link to the west of Scotland .
The route is generally rural in nature between Tarbet and Fort William and consists of a single 2-lane
carriageway of varying standards. Much of the carriageway is less than 7.3m wide and many sections do
not have hardstrips or verges. The tortuous geometry along the section of the A82 between Tarbet and
Ardlui is well recognised and results in considerable delays to road users, particularly when a high

mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com
mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com
mailto:zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com


number of tourists are attracted to the route during the summer months and when heavy goods vehicles
are required to negotiate the tight horizontal bends and narrow carriageway width. This section also
includes the long-term traffic signals at Pulpit Rock where shuttle working has been in operation for many
years.  These traffic signals can lead to significant localised queuing.
 
The current Recommended Scheme will provide improvements over a length of approximately 380m. This
is a partly offline structural solution, provided by a new viaduct, which runs in parallel to the loch shoreline
for approximately 180m. The improvements to the existing road will extend approximately 180m to the
north of the new structure. Resurfacing tie-in works will be required in advance of the start and end of
the design covering approximately 20m at each location.
 
The Scheme would be carried out under The Roads ( Scotland ) Act 1984 and at this stage we are
currently preparing the Environmental Statement. In order to identify and assess the likely environmental
impacts of the current Recommended Scheme and any potential mitigation measures that may be
required, we are therefore writing to you to ask you;
 

   To identify any information you may hold which would be relevant;
   To identify any concerns that you may have about the current Recommended Scheme; and
   To identify any issues that you would like to see included in the Environmental Statement.

 
Please let us have your written comments as soon as possible but by no later than Friday 26th

February 2010 in order for these to be taken into account in the Environmental Statement.  If you wish
to discuss the proposals further, or seek clarification about the information requested, please do not
hesitate to contact me on Tel No.   0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230    0131 225 1230  0131 225 1230 or
at zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com.
 
Yours sincerely
 
 
Zoë
 
Zoë  McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning Consultant
Scott Wilson | Environment & Natural Resources
23 Chester St, Edinburgh , EH3 7EN , United Kingdom
 
T   +44 (0)131 225 1230  +44 (0)131 225 1230    +44 (0)131 225 1230  +44 (0)131 225 1230
DD   +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202    +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202
F +44 (0)131 225 5582
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
www.scottwilson.com
 
Please consider the environment and only print this email if necessary.
Scott Wilson supports the UN Global Compact and Caring for the Climate initiatives.
 
 
 
 

Visit our web site at www.scottwilson.com

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice.

This e-mail and any attachments to it are intended only for the party to whom they are
addressed. They may contain privileged and/or confidential information. If you have received
this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete any digital copies
and destroy any paper copies.

Thank you.

The ultimate parent company of the Scott Wilson Group is Scott Wilson Group plc. 
Registered in England No. 5639381

http://www.scottwilson.com/
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        Sustrans Scotland 
        Glenorchy House 
        20 Union Street 
        EDINBURGH 
        EH1 3LR 
 

16 April 2010 
 
Ken Glass/Zoe McClelland  
Scott Wilson Group 
 
 
Dear Ken and Zoe 
 
A82T UPGRADE PROPOSALS - PULPIT’S ROCK 
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on the above. Sustrans has been 
the promoter and developer of the National Cycle Network (NCN) since 1995. The 
NCN was conceived as a ‘spine’ off which other routes would develop and thus we 
take considerable interest in the development of all routes that go towards the 
creation of a network of high-quality walking, cycling and equestrian routes across 
Scotland.  
 
The planned upgrade of the A82 from Tarbet to Crianlarich brings the opportunity to 
continue the existing West Loch Lomond Cycleway north from Tarbet. This will 
provide a strategic long-distance route northwards which would link with the West 
Highland Way and with proposed cycling and walking routes heading east from 
Crianlarich to Killin and west to Oban. To the south, it would link from Tarbet to 
National Route 7 at Balloch. SNH is currently looking at the network of Long Distance 
Routes with a view to developing a more co-ordinated approach to promoting what 
Scotland has to offer and a Loch Lomond to Crianlarich route would create an 
important link in a national network of walking and cycling routes.  
 
A route along the full length of west Loch Lomond and northwards would provide 
opportunities for circular trips by foot or bike and for creating multi-modal trips using 
the ferries across the loch and the train stations at Tarbet, Ardlui and Crianlarich. 
Apart from being a tourist attraction, a traffic-free path would also encourage local 
people to take more physical activity with the resultant benefits to their health. 
Sustainable economic development, improved public health and reducing carbon 
emissions are among the Scottish Government’s key objectives. At least fifteen 
government policies recommend increasing both the level of cycling and walking and 
the opportunities so to do; such policies include the 2006 National Transport 
Strategy, Climate Change Bill, National Physical Activity Strategy, Towards a Healthy 
Weight strategy and the forthcoming National Cycling Action Plan (CAPS).  
 
We have the following comments on the proposed work at Pulpit’s Rock: 
 

 The works at this location form one of the first parts of the upgrade of the 
A82T from Tarbet to Crianlarich. As it is in the Loch Lomond and The 
Trossachs National Park and as the trunk road is already well used by 
cyclists, the plans must include improved, attractive and safe provision for 
cyclists along the whole length of the A82 works. This is especially important 
as the improvements will result in faster traffic speeds and larger vehicles 
being able to use the road.  

 



 The cycling and walking infrastructure at the Pulpit’s Rock scheme must be 
designed as part of a strategic approach to developing a multi-use route up 
Loch Lomond and to Crianlarich.  

 
 It should not be done as a ‘one off’ project, which may require to be redone in 

the future – an approach that has financial and environmental implications. 
The first should be avoided to benefit the public purse and to reduce traffic 
delays due to another phase of roads works; the second should be avoided in 
an important landscape and to reduce embedded carbon emissions.  

 
 A new high-quality path would also open up opportunities for other users, 

such as walkers, equestrians and disabled users.  
 

 As the National Park attracts all types of visitor, the route must be designed to 
accommodate inexperienced cyclists and families with young children.  

 
 The location is environmentally sensitive and high-profile both in Scotland and 

across the world. Therefore the upgrade of the A82 and its approach to 
cycling and walking provision should be progressive and an example of 
international best practice. In Scotland the cycle route alongside the A9 trunk 
road between Calvine and Dalwhinnie is an example of a disjointed, sub-
standard and poorly maintained route which results in many complaints. The 
new cycleway built alongside the A830 towards Mallaig and the path being 
built as an alternative to the A828 between Oban and Ballachulish provide 
better examples of what we should aspire to. Loch Lomond gives us the 
opportunity to create a cycling and walking route that is visually stunning and 
will act as a magnet to visitors from all over the world.  

 
 
Strategic Approach 
Below are Sustrans’ recommendations for the route between Tarbet and Crianlarich. 
We require more detail on the route specifications than are contained in the EIA 
Scoping Report to ascertain whether the plans at Pulpit Rock are consistent with the 
approach outlined below.  
 

 2 – 2.5 metre wide segregated multi-use path on the loch side (east) of the 
A82 (however, there can be flexibility on the width to reduce the 
environmental impact in certain locations). This will provide a safe, coherent, 
easily followed and attractive route. Crossing the A82 should be avoided and 
only allowed if absolutely essential.  

 
 As the road will be upgraded in sections, it will also be necessary (at least 

until the whole route is complete) to provide a one metre-wide (minimum) 
sealed surface strip along the west side of the A82 to avoid cyclists heading 
north being forced to either cross the trunk road twice to join and leave short 
sections of cycle track or to cycle in the main carriageway. (We appreciate 
that they currently have to cycle in the main carriageway, but urge that better 
provision is made for cyclists from the outset of the road improvement 
scheme. The upgrade programme will be done in phases and will, inevitably, 
take several years to complete. A piecemeal approach will result in confusing 
and potentially dangerous stop-start cycling provision. A one metre strip will 
provide a coherent route for cyclists heading northwards until the completion 
of the segregated cycleway on the east side of the road. )  

 



 A proper maintenance regime must be agreed for the multi-use route to 
ensure that it remains attractive and well-used. We suggest that the route is 
within the trunk road corridor throughout as it is then clear that maintenance is 
the responsibility of Transport Scotland and its agents. While this means that 
the trunk road corridor may have to be wider, it will mean that the 
environmental impact is contained.  

 
 
In addition, there are several other schemes in progress or planned along the A82. 
There are:  

 Crianlarich by-pass  
 Stuckendroin bridge widening scheme  
 Inverarnan  

 
We would very much like to see what provision is proposed for non-motorised users 
at these sites to ensure that the plans are consistent with a strategic approach. A 
cumulative EIA is required to cover all schemes – they should not be considered in 
isolation.  
 
In conclusion, the Scottish Government stresses the importance of active travel and it 
is our view that failure to provide a continuous walking and cycling alternative to the 
A82T would be at odds with government policy.   
 
We would welcome a meeting with Scott Wilson, Transport Scotland and the National 
Park to fully discuss the issues raised above before the A82 upgrade plans progress 
much further. I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
 
Yours sincerely  
 
Katharine Taylor 
NCN Development Manager 
Sustrans Scotland 
 
 
Cc. Kenny Auld, Douglas Stewart, Jack Hunt 



 

Scott Wilson Scotland Ltd - Part of the worldwide Scott Wilson consultancy group  
Registered in Scotland: No SCO48951  Registered Office: Citypoint 2, 25 Tyndrum Street, Glasgow, G4 0JY 

Scott Wilson  23 Chester Street, Edinburgh, EH3 7EN, United Kingdom 
T +44 (0)131 225 1230  F +44 (0)131 225 5582 

www.scottwilson.com 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Dear Katharine,  
 
A82 Pulpit Rock Improvements  
 

Thank you for providing your comments on the A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Scheme in your letter dated 
16th April 2010.  You may be aware that we wrote to John Lauder of Sustrans in January 2010 requesting 
scoping comments by the 26th February.  As such I hope you understand that we are now someway 
towards finalising our draft Environmental Statement, however, thankfully we are still in a position to include 
your comments within the ES.   

Following a Route Action Plan Study of the A82 between Tarbet and Fort William, the Scottish Ministers, in 
2006, announced the implementation of a number of short term measures and the commencement of 
design work for two projects, these being a new bypass scheme at Crianlarich and removal of the traffic 
lights at Pulpit Rock. 

Much of your letter refers to the planned upgrade of the A82 from Tarbet to Crianlarich and aspirations for a 
multi-use, segregated route the full length of west Loch Lomond.  The aim of the Pulpit Rock Improvement 
Scheme is to remove congestion at Pulpit Rock by realigning the A82 such that free flow of traffic is 
permitted without the use of the existing traffic signal controls.  It should be noted that the improvements are 
not intended to increase the speed along the A82 or to increase the traffic numbers.   

The site for the proposed improvement at Pulpit Rock is particularly physically constrained, with the loch on 
one side and rock cuttings on the other. In addition, the proposal is influenced by the environmental 
sensitivities entailed with being located in both a National Scenic Area and a National Park.  There has 
been a number of localised constraints influencing scheme design, namely, the rock outcrop to the west of 
the scheme and the loch foreshore to the east which supports a number of European Protected Species 
and is particularly important for otters, which are a qualifying feature of the Loch Lomond Special Area of 
Conservation    

In recognition of these constraints, the currently proposed cross section off the viaduct has been derived to 
match that provided on the adjacent lengths of the A82 where there is currently no edge strip. Nevertheless, 
in recognition of the longer term aspiration to upgrade this length of the A82, a 2m wide verge is being 
proposed on the loch side of the viaduct as a means of 'future proofing' in the event that cycle provision 
should be incorporated along this length of the A82 at some later date.  On this basis, the proposed cross 
section improvement for this location on the A82 has been discussed, reviewed and approved by Transport 
Scotland’s Standards Branch.   

We appreciate your recommendations for the route between Tarbet and Crianlarich but regret that a 
consideration of the whole length of the A82 is beyond the scope of this particular improvement scheme 
which, as stated earlier, is intended to remove congestion at Pulpit Rock. 

Your suggestion for a 2-2.5m wide segregated multi-use path on the loch side (east) of the A82 is achieved 
by the current proposals which includes a 2m verge to allow future non-motorised user provision on the 
loch-side of the proposed viaduct.  However, it should be stressed that it is considered that this provision 
will only be utilised should the adjoining sections of the A82 be upgraded to include non-motorised provision 
and until such time signage to that effect will not be provided.   

 

Katharine Taylor 
Sustrans 
Glenorchy House 
20 Union Street 
Edinburgh  
EH1 3LR 

Our Ref:  
 
Your Ref:  
 
Date: 

S100785/e19(2)  
 
 
17/05/2010 
 
 



 

 

For your information the EIA for the Pulpit Rock Improvements will include a cumulative impact assessment 
addressing other potential schemes along the A82 and in the wider area.  However, this assessment is 
constrained by available information at the time of the assessment but will endeavour to identify gaps in the 
current provision and identify non-motorised provision where it is proposed.   

In summary, it should be noted that it is not the responsibility of the Trunk Road Authority to provide 
cycleways or path networks.  New schemes will however consider the relevant policy documents and where 
possible incorporate provision for non-motorised users.  

We hope this letter addresses your concerns, should you wish to discuss this further we would welcome a 
meeting but as you may appreciate our programme has progressed somewhat since we first wrote to you in 
January.  

 

 
 
 
 
Zoë McClelland 
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From: Zoe McClelland  
Sent: 02 July 2010 10:01 
To: dave duthie 
Cc: Sam MacNaughton; Turner, Stewart; Carol Gilbert; 
Sandy.Jamieson@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk; Ryan Hutchison 
(Ryan.Hutchison@scottwilson.com); Nigel Hackett 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Dave, 
 
Apologies for the delay in responding to your email and you amended proposals for the 
improvements at Pulpit Rock.  The same proposal was submitted by SPT to the Loch Lomond 
and Trossachs National Park Authority.  The Park Authority have now responded to the 
'proposed lay-by option' and I have attached a copy for your information.  The letter iterates 
most of our rationale for why we consider your amended option to have a greater 
environmental impact.  Therefore as the Park Authority have stated that they do not support 
the proposed amendment there is little merit in us considering the revised layout further.  
  
Many thanks and all the best,  
Zoë   
 
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning consultant  
T +44 (0)131 718 5202 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com  
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Sharon Marklow
Policy & Strategy
Strathclyde Partnership for Transport
12 West George Street
Glasgow
G2 1HN 30/06/2010

Dear Sharon,

Pulpit Rock – SPT proposed lay-by option

I write in response to your email of 22 April 2010 and the attached draft plan (Pulpit Rock: 
Proposed Lay-by Option) proposing an amendment to the current Transport Scotland scheme 
for Pulpit Rock. This letter sets out our views on your proposed revision.

Your proposed revision

Your proposed amendment introduces a lay-by and an extension to the footway provision along 
the bank of the water. You explained that SPT considers the benefits of this revision to include: 

better access to the scheduled monument (a safe parking area and access for 
northbound visitors to Pulpit Rock), 

an improved road alignment, 

improved road standards on the A82, and 

enhanced facilities for visitors appreciating the National Park.

Our response

We understand your proposed revision is to achieve a straighter, faster stretch of road. 
However, this revision would be likely to have more significant adverse landscape and visual 
impacts, encroaches further into the loch edge, would involve further woodland removal, and 
raises questions about who would manage the litter, informal camping and antisocial behaviour
that would result from the inclusion of a lay-by. 

Your email explained you consider the scheme would improve public access to the scheduled 
monument by providing a lay-by. The current Transport Scotland design for pulpit rock does not 
include a lay-by due to safety considerations, and to discourage wild camping and anti-social 
behaviour. We do not support your proposed inclusion of a lay-by, as it would provide an 
opportunity for informal camping which would result in litter and anti-social behaviour– problems 
that the National Park Authority are currently trying to tackle.  Lay-by provision along the A82 
road corridor north of Tarbet will be needed but will require very careful siting and design to 
minimise anti-social uses and facilitate safe and cost-effective management.

The National Park acknowledges that there is no formal public access proposed to the 
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scheduled monument and supports this approach due to the constraints in this location. We 
have advised Transport Scotland/ Scott Wilson that we would support some remote 
interpretation in another location.

In summary, we do not support your proposed amendment and have copied this letter to Scott 
Wilson so they are aware of our views.

Yours sincerely,

Fiona Newlove
Planner, Development Management

e-mail: fiona.newlove@lochlomond-trossachs.org
tel: 01389727713

Cc: 
Zöe McClelland
Scott Wilson
23 Chester Street
Edinburgh
EH3 7EN



From: dave duthie [mailto:dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk]  
Sent: 30 April 2010 12:55 
To: Zoe McClelland 
Cc: Sam MacNaughton; Turner, Stewart; Carol Gilbert 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Zoe, 
 
Many thanks for this helpful response and I would certainly welcome early 
sight of the investigation data and eventual provision of the full report when 
this is no longer ‘commercially confidential’. 
 
I would wish to comment in general terms at this time on the environmental 
impact of the preferred option, as insufficient information is currently available 
on the other options, or the overall environmental impact of the road 
improvements along this section of Loch Lomond on its environs, and that of 
the loch side, for a detailed response to be made.   
 
The scheme appears to meet its defined function of removing the need for 
traffic lights at Pulpit Rock. It does so in a manner that minimizes intrusion 
both into the loch and the hillside.  In doing so, as a result of the extremely 
tight horizontal curve radii adopted, the width of the carriageway proposed 
around the apex at Pulpit Rock will be significantly greater than that of the 
carriageway at any other point on the section and may appear 
disproportionate when viewed from a road users perspective.  Any adjustment 
that could reduce this requirement would significantly reduce the impact of the 
road on its immediate environment in this area.  
 
Along this section of Loch Lomond side there are very few opportunities for 
visitors and those passing through the park to stop to appreciate the area or 
indeed to rest.  The Scheduled Monument within the area of the works is not 
well served in this regard and as part of the scheme as a mitigation to the 
inevitable negative impact of the scheme as a whole on the local environment, 
it would be desirable to include some provision to improve the visitor 
experience by providing safe access to the site for vehicles. 
 
This could be done by moving the carriageway at the northern end of the 
works away from the ancient monument and providing as a result an area for 
a northbound layby with informative information displays and a sympathetic 
appreciation facility to be created in the vicinity of the Monument.  This could 
be achieved with little or no intrusion into the loch and as a result create a 
more appropriate setting for the Scheduled Monument.  Designed 
sympathetically the carriageway to the north of the apex could as a result be 
reduced in width and the scheme as a whole become part of a positive 
improvement to the overall alignment of the A82 in the area.  There would be 
some local negative impact on the lochside trees/scrub but these are not of 
high significance and once more detail of related works along this overall 
section of the A82 is considered, could be mitigated by positive environmental 
actions elsewhere. 
 



A further attraction of such an alteration to the scheme would be the reduction 
of the need to and hence environmental impact and cost of removing 
excavated material off site and during the construction phase, provide the 
Contractor with a lay down and working area within the vicinity of the works 
which would otherwise not be available.  Such provision of space should 
reduce the need for disruption of traffic and the contractors operations during 
the works while construction vehicles are accessing the site along the existing 
road from the site base, and as a result reduce construction costs. 
 
HITRANS do not have access to the detailed model for the Option and 
therefore cannot provide a detailed or scaled drawing of what might be 
achieved, but would offer this sketch prepared by The Highalnd Council as an 
indicative suggestion for your consideration.  Subject to further discussion 
between the interested public agencies it may be possible to move the line 
further away from the Monument if the suggestion in principal meets with your 
agreement and mitigating actions elsewhere on the loch side identified. 
 
I hope you will consider this suggestion as a positive contribution in which 
terms it is offered, and I and my local Council counterparts would be happy to 
discuss any aspects with you at any time, 
 
regards 
 
Dave 
  
Dave Duthie 
Partnership Director  
HITRANS 
  
Tel: 01667 460 464 





 
From: Zoe McClelland [mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com]  
Sent: 23 April 2010 11:10 
To: dave duthie 
Cc: Angus.Kennedy@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk; 
Sandy.Jamieson@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk; Ryan Hutchison 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Dave,  
 
Unfortunately we are unable to release the geotechnical report and interpretive report from 
our ground investigation as these documents are considered to be commercially confidential.  
They will go on to form part of the information to tenderers as part of the eventual main works 
contract procurement at Pulpit Rock.  However, in the short term, some of the investigation 
data will become publically available when it is passed to the British Geological Society as is 
standard practice.  We are more than happy to pass this geotechnical data to you, albeit the 
information should be considered ‘uncontrolled’.  As you will be aware we have only just 
completed the site phase of the ground investigation and as such this information is still being 
collated and processed.  When this is completed I will undertake to pass the information on to 
you. 
  
I hope this is of some assistance and that you can understand our position with respect to the 
ground investigation report and interpretive report.  You should note that these reports will 
become releasable once the tendering process for the main works contract has commenced 
and I would be happy to arrange for them be copied to you at that time. 
  
Regards,  
Zoë   
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning consultant  
T +44 (0)131 718 5202 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com  
 

 
 
From: dave duthie [mailto:dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk]  
Sent: 30 March 2010 11:58 
To: Zoe McClelland 
Cc: Angus.Kennedy@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Zoe, 
 
We had a very constructive meeting with Angus and colleagues, and can now 
appreciate why things have moved forward as they have.  The only item that 
would still be useful would be the site investigation and interpretation report 
which we could use as support documentation when discussing progress with 
Council and RTP Members. 
 
I would hope these documents could be forwarded by email if they are not too 
large, 



 
Dave 
  
Dave Duthie 
Partnership Director  
HITRANS 
  
Tel: 01667 460 464 

 
From: Zoe McClelland [mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com]  
Sent: 30 March 2010 11:51 
To: dave duthie 
Cc: Angus.Kennedy@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk; Ryan Hutchison; Harlene O'Neill 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Mr Duthie,  
 
I believe your comments have been dealt with following your meeting with Transport 
Scotland.  thank you for taking the time to respond to our request for consultation.  
 
Best regards,  
Zoë   
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning consultant  
T +44 (0)131 718 5202 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com  
 

 
 
From: dave duthie [mailto:dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk]  
Sent: 10 March 2010 12:14 
To: Zoe McClelland 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Zoe, 
 
I still haven’t heard from your colleagues regarding the information I requested 
on horizontal radii and sight distance on the preferred option. 
 
As background might it also be possible for me to have a copy of the site 
investigation survey and any related interpretative report on the Pulpit Rock 
options? 
 
regards 
 
Dave 
  
Dave Duthie 
Partnership Director  
HITRANS 
  



Tel: 01667 460 464 

 
From: Zoe McClelland [mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com]  
Sent: 18 February 2010 14:09 
To: dave duthie; Stewart Maclean 
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; stewart.turner@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Sam MacNaughton; 
Bruce Kiloh 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Dave, 
 
Thanks for you response, I have attached a copy of the A82 Scoping Report to this email, for 
your information I have also sent an electronic copy to Duncan Macintyre who requested a 
copy on behalf of HITRANS. 
 
I will endeavour to source the information you require from my engineering colleagues and 
get back to you as soon as I can.  
 
Best regards,  
Zoë   
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning consultant  
T +44 (0)131 718 5202 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com 
 

 
 
From: dave duthie [mailto:dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk]  
Sent: 16 February 2010 14:22 
To: Zoe McClelland; Stewart Maclean 
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; stewart.turner@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Sam MacNaughton; 
Bruce Kiloh 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Zoe, 
 
Many thanks for the information provided which is helpful to both the Group 
and HITRANS. 
 
While I fully understand that the plans may be subject to change, I think it is 
important that stakeholders are provided with a context for any comments and 
would therefore ask you to provide the additional information requested, 
namely the minimum horizontal radius and stopping sight distance of the 
proposal.  This information will be held by you within the model and in the 
spirit of openness I would ask that it is shared. 
 
I understand from colleagues in Argyll and Bute that an EIA Scoping Report 
has been prepared and provided to them.  Might it be possible for the A82 



Campaign Group, SPT and HITRANS be provided with this background 
document? 
 
Dave 
  
Dave Duthie 
Partnership Director  
HITRANS 
  
Tel: 01667 460 464 

 
From: Zoe McClelland [mailto:Zoe.McClelland@scottwilson.com]  
Sent: 10 February 2010 16:20 
To: Stewart Maclean 
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Dear Stewart  
 
Thank you for your email and I apologise for the delay in getting back to you.  
 
In answer to your queries, the road geometry and carriageway width have been developed in 
consultation with Transport Scotland’s standards branch.  The carriageway cross section has 
been agreed as a nominal 6m carriageway incorporating curve widening with no hard strips.   
The detailed geometry is still the subject of the detailed design process, however should any 
departures from the DMRB standard be identified in the design these will be submitted to 
Transport Scotland’s standards branch for consideration, as is normal practice on any trunk 
road scheme. 
  
It should be noted that the scheme being designed will allow free flowing two way traffic at 
Pulpit Rock meaning that the existing traffic lights and the associated delay at the lights can 
be removed. 
  
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any further queries and I look forward to 
receiving any environmental comments you have in relation to the scope of the Environmental 
Impact Assessment.  
 
Regards,  
Zoë   
 
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning consultant  
T +44 (0)131 718 5202 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com 
 
From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com]  
Sent: 01 February 2010 16:49 
To: Zoe McClelland 
Cc: Brian Murphy; Emma Tayler; dave duthie 
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
 
Good Evening Zoe, 
  
I refer to your recent email to me re the above subject. 
  
I would appreciate if you would review the following email from Dave Duthie of HITRANs and 
respond to me on the points raised by Dave. 



  
Thank you 
  
Stewart 
A82 Partnership 
  
Stewart Maclean 
Franschoek Office 
South Africa  
07509048015 (low cost call from UK landline) 
or 
if not available 
0027 792 183 402  
 
 
----- Forwarded Message ---- 
From: dave duthie <dave.duthie@hitrans.org.uk> 
To: Emma Tayler <emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk>; Stewart MacLean 
<stewart@stewartmac.com>; louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson 
<alasdair@fergusontransport.co.uk>; Chief inspector John Chisholm 
<john.chisholm@northern.pnn.police.uk>; Duncan MacIntyre <duncan.macintyre@argyll-
bute.gov.uk>; John Hutchison <jch@abrach.com>; Robert Hawkes <robert@hotscot.net>; 
roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall <sc.dingwall@hient.co.uk>; Michael 
Foxley (Dr) - Member <Michael.Foxley@highland.gov.uk>; Bren Gormley - Member 
<Bren.Gormley@highland.gov.uk>; Brian Murphy - Member 
<Brian.Murphy@highland.gov.uk>; Dot Ferguson <Dot.Ferguson@highland.gov.uk>; John 
Laing - Member <john.laing.cllr@highland.gov.uk> 
Sent: Thursday, 28 January, 2010 21:44:19 
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 

Emma, 
  
Having looked only briefly at the drawing I have concerns regarding the value 
of the very limited improvement proposed for the investment required, and 
would suggest that further details should be sought from the Consultant 
regarding the horizontal radii provided along the section, the minimum 
stopping sight distance and the carriageway width available, before any 
response is made by the Campaign. 
  
regards 
  
Dave 
  
Dave Duthie 
Partnership Director  
HITRANS 
  
Tel:  01667 460 464  01667 460 464  

 
From: Emma Tayler [mailto:emma.tayler@highland.gov.uk]  
Sent: 28 January 2010 12:00 
To: Stewart MacLean; louise@fergusontransport.co.uk; Alisdair Ferguson ; Chief inspector 
John Chisholm ; dave duthie; Duncan MacIntyre ; John Hutchison; Robert Hawkes ; 
roderick.mccuish@argyll-bute.gov.uk; Scott Dingwall ; Michael Foxley (Dr) - Member; Bren 
Gormley - Member; Brian Murphy - Member; Dot Ferguson; Emma Tayler; John Laing - 
Member 
Subject: FW: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 



  
Dear A82 campaign steering group member 
  
Please note below and attached correspondence Stewart Maclean has received in reference 
to the A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement works.  Any comments steering group members wish to 
make should be directed to Stewart by mid February. 
  
Thank you. 
  
On behalf of the A82 Campaign Steering Group 
  
  
Emma Tayler 
Assistant Lochaber Wards Manager 
 01397 707232  01397 707232  
  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Stewart Maclean [mailto:stewart@stewartmac.com]  
Sent: 27 January 2010 20:21 
To: John Hutchinson (Home); Brian Murphy - Member; Alasdair Ferguson 
Cc: Emma Tayler 
Subject: Fw: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
  
Good Evening All, 
  
Attached please find the proposals for the road improvement works at Pulpit Rock. 
  
I would appreciate if thsi proposal can be reviewed by all and any comments fed back to me 
by mid February. I will prepare a consolidated response, 
  
Thanks 
  
Regards 
  
Stewart 
  
PS I am flying out to South Africa on Friday so I will be out of communications contact from 
Friday mid day until Sunday. 
  
  
----- Original Message -----  
From: Zoe McClelland  
To: stewart@stewartmac.com  
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 3:55 PM 
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation 
  
Dear Mr MacLean,  
  
Scott Wilson Ltd. has been appointed by Transport Scotland to prepare a proposed 
improvement scheme for the A82 at Pulpit Rock between Tarbet and Crianlarich within the 
Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park .  The location of the proposed scheme is 
shown in Figure 1 attached.  We would now appreciate your further comments on the current 
Recommended Scheme, which is shown on Figure 2 also attached. 
  
A Scoping Report has also been undertaken as part of the environmental impact assessment 
(EIA) process and is now available to view. If you wish to request a copy of this Scoping 
Report please contact me on  0131 225 1230  or zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com. 
  



The A82 trunk road between Glasgow and Fort William is the principal road link to the west of 
Scotland . The route is generally rural in nature between Tarbet and Fort William and consists 
of a single 2-lane carriageway of varying standards. Much of the carriageway is less than 
7.3m wide and many sections do not have hardstrips or verges. The tortuous geometry along 
the section of the A82 between Tarbet and Ardlui is well recognised and results in 
considerable delays to road users, particularly when a high number of tourists are attracted to 
the route during the summer months and when heavy goods vehicles are required to 
negotiate the tight horizontal bends and narrow carriageway width. This section also includes 
the long-term traffic signals at Pulpit Rock where shuttle working has been in operation for 
many years.  These traffic signals can lead to significant localised queuing. 
  
The current Recommended Scheme will provide improvements over a length of 
approximately 380m. This is a partly offline structural solution, provided by a new viaduct, 
which runs in parallel to the loch shoreline for approximately 180m. The improvements to the 
existing road will extend approximately 180m to the north of the new structure. Resurfacing 
tie-in works will be required in advance of the start and end of the design covering 
approximately 20m at each location. 
  
The Scheme would be carried out under The Roads ( Scotland ) Act 1984 and at this stage 
we are currently preparing the Environmental Statement. In order to identify and assess the 
likely environmental impacts of the current Recommended Scheme and any potential 
mitigation measures that may be required, we are therefore writing to you to ask you; 
  

  To identify any information you may hold which would be relevant;  
  To identify any concerns that you may have about the current Recommended 
Scheme; and 
  To identify any issues that you would like to see included in the Environmental 
Statement.  

  
Please let us have your written comments as soon as possible but by no later than Friday 
26th February 2010 in order for these to be taken into account in the Environmental 
Statement.  If you wish to discuss the proposals further, or seek clarification about the 
information requested, please do not hesitate to contact me on Tel No.  0131 225 1230  
0131 225 1230 or at zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com. 
  
Yours sincerely 
  
  
Zoë 
  
Zoë  McClelland MRTPI 
Senior Planning Consultant  
Scott Wilson | Environment & Natural Resources 
23 Chester St, Edinburgh , EH3 7EN , United Kingdom 
  
T  +44 (0)131 225 1230  +44 (0)131 225 1230  
DD  +44 (0)131 718 5202  +44 (0)131 718 5202  
F +44 (0)131 225 5582 
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com 
www.scottwilson.com 
  
Please consider the environment and only print this email if necessary. 
Scott Wilson supports the UN Global Compact and Caring for the Climate initiatives. 
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From: Zoe McClelland
To: Peter Hawkins
Cc: Katharine Taylor; Andy Preece; Peter Hayman; Ryan Hutchison
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock
Date: 20 May 2010 14:49:00

Hi Peter,

Yes you are right that the works extend beyond the viaduct but purely to tie into the existing road
and as detailed below the design has been derived to match that provided on the adjacent lengths
of the A82 where there is currently no edge strip.

Zoë 

Zoë McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning consultant
T +44 (0)131 718 5202
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com

-----Original Message-----
From: Peter Hawkins [mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop]
Sent: 17 May 2010 17:57
To: Zoe McClelland
Cc: Katharine Taylor; Andy Preece; Peter Hayman
Subject: Re: A82 Pulpit Rock

Thanks for that Zoe.
I appreciate the constraints at the viaduct and agree that 2m is 
realistic; even at 2m, it's better than nothing. I seem to remember 
the works extended beyond the viaduct though - if so, what provision 
is there?
Peter
On 17 May 2010, at 16:48, Zoe McClelland wrote:

> Peter,
>
> My sincere apologies for not responding to you before now, please 
> see our response to your query below.
>
> The site for the proposed improvement at Pulpit Rock is particularly 
> physically constrained, with the loch on one side and rock cuttings 
> on the other. In addition, the proposal is influenced by the 
> environmental sensitivities entailed with being located in both a 
> National Scenic Area and a National Park.  There has been a number 
> of localised constraints influencing scheme design, namely, the rock 
> outcrop to the west of the scheme and the loch foreshore to the east 
> which supports a number of European Protected Species and is 
> particularly important for otters, which are a qualifying feature of 
> the Loch Lomond Special Area of Conservation
>
> In recognition of these constraints, the currently proposed cross 
> section off the viaduct has been derived to match that provided on 
> the adjacent lengths of the A82 where there is currently no edge 
> strip. Nevertheless, in recognition of the longer term aspiration to 
> upgrade this length of the A82, a 2m wide verge is being proposed on 
> the loch side of the viaduct as a means of 'future proofing' in the 
> event that cycle provision should be incorporated along this length 
> of the A82 at some later date.  On this basis, the proposed cross 
> section improvement for this location on the A82 has been discussed, 
> reviewed and approved by Transport Scotland's Standards Branch.
>

mailto:/O=EXCHANGE/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ZMCCLELLAND
mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop
mailto:katharine.taylor@sustrans.org.uk
mailto:mail@andypreece.co.uk
mailto:peterhayman@care4free.net
mailto:Ryan.Hutchison@scottwilson.com
mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop


> Best regards,
> Zoë
>
> Zoë McClelland MRTPI
> Senior Planning consultant
> T +44 (0)131 718 5202
> E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Peter Hawkins [mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop]
> Sent: 30 March 2010 17:16
> To: Zoe McClelland
> Cc: Katharine Taylor; Andy Preece; Peter Hayman
> Subject: Re: A82 Pulpit Rock
>
> Thanks Zoe, that's very helpful. I'm glad to see there will be a
> footpath/cycleway on the loch side of the viaduct, but at 2m this is
> sub-standard for two-way shared use. And will it only be for the
> viaduct - what about the rest of the works?
> Most new road works include a 1-metre edge strip, marked off by a
> white line, which is not a cycle lane but can be very useful for
> cyclists. I'd like to know if these works include one.
>
> Best wishes,
> Peter Hawkins
>
> On 30 Mar 2010, at 16:54, Zoe McClelland wrote:
>
>> Dear Peter,
>>
>> Please find attached to this email our letter of response to your
>> consultation comments.
>>
>> Many thanks,
>> Zoë
>>
>> Zoë McClelland MRTPI
>> Senior Planning consultant
>> T +44 (0)131 718 5202
>> E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Peter Hawkins [mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop]
>> Sent: 06 February 2010 15:07
>> To: Zoe McClelland
>> Cc: John Foster; Colin Howden; Andy Preece
>> Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock
>>
>> Dear Zoe,
>> I am the Right-to-Ride Co-ordinator for CTC Scotland , and John 
>> Foster
>> has forwarded details of this scheme to me. Unfortunately we do not
>> have a local rep with detailed knowledge of the road at this 
>> location.
>> I will make my own comments based on the info given, but would also
>> suggest you contact Go-Bike, the Glasgow Cycle Campaign, if you
>> haven't done so already - www.gobike.org
>>
>> Relevant info - I believe this stretch of the A82 is quite popular
>> with cyclists, as indeed it has to be, since there is no viable
>> alternative north-south route. There is a segregated cycle track for
>> the A82 further south and one assumes it will be extended northwards

mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop
mailto:peterhawk@phonecoop.coop


>> eventually. Therefore any changes here should incorporate a cycle
>> facility, preferably a 1.5m strip in both directions, or wider for a
>> 2-
>> way route, and this would preferably be on the loch-ward side.
>>
>> Concerns about current recommended scheme - very visually intrusive 
>> in
>> a sensitive area, and whether it will make much difference to
>> congestion and overall journey times in the longer-term is doubtful,
>> since once this bottle-neck is removed, more drivers will choose to
>> use the route, traffic levels will increase, and bottle-necks at 
>> other
>> points will become more congested.
>> Any increase in traffic levels on such a narrow road is a deterrent
>> for cyclists.
>> A different solution would be a local congestion charge, making
>> drivers pay to use this piece of road, as an alternative to the
>> scheme. That might deter casual use, and might be feasible since the
>> area lies within the National Park.
>> The parallel railway route nearby is under-used, and every effort
>> should be made to encourage modal shift.
>>
>> Issues to be included in ES:
>> The Environmental Statement should make a realistic assessment of
>> likely induced traffic once the bottle-neck is removed, based on
>> similar examples elsewhere (induced traffic is normally grossly 
>> under-
>> estimated, in order to make the scheme look more cost-beneficial).
>> Remember that Glasgow is within easy reach for day-trippers. The
>> proportion of traffic which is purely touristic should be part of the
>> assessment.
>> The effect of the extra traffic in terms of carbon emissions and the
>> requirements of the Climate Change Act to REDUCE emissions should 
>> also
>> be taken account of.
>> This is a good example of where excessive traffic and road
>> infrastructure can destroy the very scenery the tourists come to see.
>>
>> Yours etc,
>> Peter Hawkins
>>
>> ________________________________________________________________________
>> This e-mail has been scanned for all viruses by Star. The
>> service is powered by MessageLabs. For more information on a 
>> proactive
>> anti-virus service working around the clock, around the globe, visit:
>> http://www.star.net.uk
>> ________________________________________________________________________
>>
>> Visit our web site at www.scottwilson.com
>>
>> Privilege and Confidentiality Notice.
>>
>> This e-mail and any attachments to it are intended only for the
>> party to whom they are addressed.  They may contain privileged and/
>> or confidential information.  If you have received this transmission
>> in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete any
>> digital copies and destroy any paper copies.
>>
>> Thank you.
>>
>> The ultimate parent company of the Scott Wilson Group is Scott
>> Wilson Group plc.
>> Registered in England No. 5639381
>> Registered Office: Scott House, Alencon Link, Basingstoke,

http://www.star.net.uk/
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From: James Scott
To: Zoe McClelland
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock
Date: 11 February 2010 17:38:02

Dear Zoe
 
The Deer Commission for Scotland does not feel that this proposal is of sufficient magnitude to require
further consideration.
 
Yours sincerely
 
James Scott
Deer Officer
Deer Commission For Scotland
Alpha Centre, Unit 11
Stirling University Innovation Park
STIRLING
FK9 4NF
 
Tel: 01786 446282
Mob: 07500 604592
Fax: 01786 446292
 
 
e-mail: james.scott@dcs.gov.uk
www.dcs.gov.uk
 
 Help save paper - do you need to print this e-mail?
 
This email and any files transmitted with it are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed.
 

______________________________________________________________________
This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System.
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email 
______________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

This e-mail has been scanned for all viruses by Star. The
service is powered by MessageLabs. For more information on a proactive
anti-virus service working around the clock, around the globe, visit:
http://www.star.net.uk
________________________________________________________________________
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From: Ian Hutchison
To: Zoe McClelland
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rosk Improvememt Consultation
Date: 01 February 2010 08:51:33

Dear Zoe
 
Thank you for consulting us on the above scheme. I am not sure we have much information for you other
than the record of a road traffic victim found in 2004 at NN 322 142 which appears to be slightly north of
the proposed project. The badger in this case was found to be on the shoreline and was thought to have
arrived there after being struck by a vehicle as it crossed the road. I would therefore advise that a badger
survey is carried out to confirm/deny the presence of badgers from the target area and should they be
present suitable mitigation plans drawn up to reduce the impact of badgers affected by the scheme. It
should by borne in mind that badgers are omnivorous in habit and therefore may well be foraging along
the shoreline and will be crossing the road to get there. Please don't hesitate to get in touch with me
should you need any further assistance.
 
Ian Hutchison
Scottish Badgers
01356 624851

I am using the Free version of SPAMfighter.
We are a community of 6 million users fighting spam.
SPAMfighter has removed 7095 of my spam emails to date.
The Professional version does not have this message.

________________________________________________________________________

This e-mail has been scanned for all viruses by Star. The
service is powered by MessageLabs. For more information on a proactive
anti-virus service working around the clock, around the globe, visit:
http://www.star.net.uk
________________________________________________________________________
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From: Zoe McClelland
To: Rae, John
Subject: RE: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
Date: 08 February 2010 12:15:00
Attachments: A82 Scoping Report.pdf

John,
 
Please find attached a copy of the scoping report as requested.  With regards to maintenance of
access for emergency vehicles no firm plan is in place at the moment but a strategy needs to be
development in consultation with emergency services and the Local Authorities.  This is usually
 a matter for contract documents with the construction contractor and will be subject to
discussion with appropriate consultees (LAs, emergency services) at appropriate time i.e. when
contract documents are drafted at next stage of scheme development following the publication of
the Environmental Statement and Draft Roads Orders. 
 
We at Scott Wilson or Transport Scotland will therefore be in touch in due course regarding the
maintenance arrangements.
 
Best regards,
Zoë  
 
Zoë McClelland MRTPI
Senior Planning consultant
T +44 (0)131 718 5202
E zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com
 

From: Rae, John [mailto:John.Rae@strathclydefire.org] 
Sent: 08 February 2010 11:32
To: Zoe McClelland
Subject: A82 Pulpit Rock Improvement Consultation
 
Zoe
 
Further to your correspondence dated 26th Jan 2010 regarding the above subject.
 
Firstly I would like a copy of your Scoping Report at your convenience.  Secondly the only concern
I have is the plans for the maintenance of access for emergency vehicles travelling in both
directions during the scheduled work.
 
Regards
 

John Rae.
 
Head of Operations and Development
Argyll and Bute Area
54 South King Street
Helensburgh
G84 7DX
 
Area HQ:        01436 655 918
 
Fax:                 01436 655 924
 
Direct Dial:     01436 655 917
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1 Introduction 


1.1 Background 


A82 Route Action Plan 


1.1.1 Following a Route Action Plan Study of the A82 between Tarbet and Fort William, the Scottish 
Ministers, in 2006, announced the implementation of a number of short term measures and the 
commencement of design work for two projects, these being a new bypass scheme at Crianlarich 
and removal of the traffic lights at Pulpit Rock. This latter improvement will remove the notorious 
bottleneck at Loch Lomond and the traffic lights which have been there for 20 years.  This is the 
subject of this Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) scoping report.  The location of the A82 
Pulpit Rock Scheme can be seen in Figure 1. 


Need for the Scheme 


1.1.2 The A82 trunk road between Glasgow and Fort William is the principal road link to the west of 
Scotland. The route is generally rural in nature between Tarbet and Fort William and consists of a 
single 2-lane carriageway of varying standards. The principal communities along the 108km route 
are Tarbet, Inveruglas, Ardlui, Crianlarich, Tyndrum, Bridge of Orchy, Glencoe, Ballachulish, 
Onich and Fort William. 


1.1.3 The national speed limit of 60mph applies over most of the route, except when travelling through 
some of the communities. Localised 40mph speed limits have also been introduced on some 
sections of the route for heavy goods vehicles. 


1.1.4 As there are no alternative routes within the immediate corridor, diversion routes often add 
significant additional time and distance to a journey. 


1.1.5 Much of the carriageway is less than 7.3m wide and many sections do not have hardstrips or 
verges. The tortuous geometry along the section of the A82 between Tarbet and Ardlui is well 
recognised and results in considerable delays to road users, particularly when a high number of 
tourists are attracted to the route during the summer months and when heavy goods vehicles are 
required to negotiate the tight horizontal bends and narrow carriageway width. This section also 
includes the long-term traffic signals at Pulpit Rock where shuttle working has been in operation 
for many years. 


1.1.6 Accident data and statistics for the A82 can be found in the Traffic Survey Data Report. This 
indicates that the number of serious traffic accidents on the A82 has been decreasing steadily 
during the 5-year period between 1999 and 2003, with the number of accidents reducing from 20 
to 14 accidents per annum, although some 24 serious accidents were recorded in 2000. 


1.1.7 The analysis indicates that the number of personal injury accidents on the A82 has remained 
reasonably constant during the 10-year period between 1997 and 2006 with a total of 7 serious 
accidents and 5 slight accidents recorded within this period. 


1.1.8 Variations in seasonal traffic flows occur on the A82, which is typical of a tourist route.  The 
annual average daily traffic (AADT) flow in 2006 was approximately 3,600 vehicles. The average 
daily flow in August increased by approximately 50% relative to the AADT flow, to approximately 
5,400 vehicles.  The peak daily traffic flow in 2006 was recorded on Saturday 12 August at 8,612 
vehicles, i.e. 2.4 times the AADT flow. 
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1.1.9 The traffic signals at Pulpit Rock can lead to significant localised queuing. Examination of the 
queue survey results indicates that queues of between 1 and 5 vehicles occurred in 35% of 
occasions for southbound traffic approaching the traffic signals, with a maximum queue length of 
11 vehicles. Similarly for the northbound traffic, queues of between 1 and 5 vehicles occurred on 
17% of occasions when approaching the traffic signals, with a maximum queue length of 10 
vehicles. 


 


1.1.10 The traffic signals at Pulpit Rock can lead to localised queuing, especially during summer months 
where increased traffic results in queues of between 6 and 10 vehicles, with a maximum queue 
length of 15 vehicles. During a typical Saturday in August, when traffic flows are particularly high, 
this number is significantly greater. 


1.1.11 The A82 in general passes through an area of high environmental sensitivity and Pulpit Rock lies 
within the area of the Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park and within a National 
Scenic Area. 


1.1.12 Key environmental issues are highlighted as being: 


 Pulpit Rock was a former preaching site and is designated as a Scheduled Monument. 


 
 
Figure 1 Location of the A82 Pulpit Rock scheme 
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 The study area is within Loch Lomond National Scenic Area (NSA); 


 Impacts on waterbodies. The north basin of Loch Lomond is classified as Class 1 under the 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) Standing Waters Classification Scheme. 
Class 1 lochs have water quality and aquatic ecology not significantly altered by 
anthropogenic activity; 


 Protected species e.g. bats (Pipistrellus pipistrellus and Pipistrellus pygmaeus) and otter 
(Lutra lutra). 


 Loss of semi-natural broad-leaved woodland. 


1.2 Need for the Environmental Impact Assessment 


What is the EIA Requirement?  


1.2.1 The formal requirement for EIA of Trunk road projects is set out in the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984 
(c.54, Sections 20A and 55A) as amended by Part III of the Environmental Impact Assessment 
(Scotland) Regulations 1999 and The Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Amendment 
Regulations 2006.  


Which Projects Require EIA?  


1.2.2 Depending on the scale and nature of road proposal, EIA may or may not be required. The 
Regulation which amends the Roads (Scotland) Act refers back to two Annexes of the European 
Directive 97/11/EC on EIA.  


 Annex 1 are projects which always require EIA and for road schemes including works over 
10km in length 


 Annex 2 lists projects that may require an EIA but determination is through two ‘tests’ set 
out in the EIA Regulations to determine if the project is a relevant project: 


1.2.3 a) exceed 1 hectare in area; or  


1.2.4 b) situated in whole or part in a sensitive area. 


Determination  


1.2.5 The A82 Pulpit Rock scheme falls within Annex 2 of the EIA Directive given that temporary & 
permanent works will exceed 1 hectare and are situated within a ‘sensitive area’ which are 
defined in the Regulations as including Scheduled Monuments (Pulpit Rock) and also National 
Scenic Areas.  Furthermore, the project is also predicted to have significant effects on the 
environment by virtue of the characteristics and location of the proposed works.  Therefore an 
Environmental Impact Assessment should be undertaken and reported in an Environmental 
Statement. 


1.3 Purpose of Environmental Scoping 


1.3.1 The purpose of this scoping study is to set out the range of issues to be addressed by the 
Environmental Statement (ES) and to provide information on the likely environmental implications 
of the scheme.  
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1.3.2 The objectives of this environmental scoping study are to: 


 Describe the available relevant baseline environmental information;  


 Describe the consultations undertaken with the statutory consultation bodies to date, and to 
inform them of the proposal;  


 Identify the environmental issues and potential impacts which would need to be addressed 
as a result of the scheme implementation;  


 Outline approaches/methodology for assessing such potential impacts;  


 Determine the need for further assessment. 


 Determine if statutory authorities are in agreement with the need for EIA and those issues to 
be scoped out. 


1.4 Options Considered 


1.4.1 A Stage 2 Assessment prepared in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges 
(DMRB) has been undertaken which considered the following options for Pulpit Rock: 


 Viaduct Option 


 Tunnel Option 


 Shortened Option (Viaduct) 


 Shortened Option (Retaining Structure)  


1.4.2 The Options and the methodology and findings of the Stage 2 assessment are described in full in 
the Stage 2 Scheme Assessment Report.  The report takes account of the environmental, 
engineering, economic and traffic advantages, disadvantages and constraints associated with the 
options considered.  Table 1 provides a summary of the types of environmental issues and 
impacts associated with each option. 


Table 1 Summary of Option Environmental Issues and Impacts 
Environmental Issue Viaduct Option Tunnel Option Shortened Option 


(Viaduct) 
Shortened Option 
(Retaining 
Structure) 


Policy and Plans Medium Medium Medium Medium 


Landscape and Visual High Low High High 


Air Quality Low Low Low Low 


Traffic Noise and 
Vibration 


Low Low Low Low 


Land Use Medium Low Medium Medium 


Archaeology and 
Cultural Heritage 


Low Low Low Low 


Ecology and Nature 
Conservation 


Medium Low Medium Medium 


Pedestrians, Cyclists, 
Equestrians and 
Community 


High High High High 
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Environmental Issue Viaduct Option Tunnel Option Shortened Option 
(Viaduct) 


Shortened Option 
(Retaining 
Structure) 


Road Drainage and the 
Water Environment 


Medium Low Medium Medium 


Disruption During 
Construction 


High High High High 


OVERALL 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT 


MEDIUM LOW MEDIUM MEDIUM 


1.4.3 The likely scale of each impact highlighted in the table is based on the following criteria: 


 Low - where the road improvements would have a low-negligible adverse affect on the 
environment. These are likely to be small scale, or short-term reversible changes to the 
feature; 


 Medium - where the road improvements would have a perceptible adverse impact on the 
environment. These are likely to be moderate changes in character, some change in 
species distribution or abundance, or some physical damage to the feature; 


 High - where the road improvements are likely to have a conspicuous adverse impact on the 
environment. These are likely to be significant, and long-term, with irreversible change to 
the feature concerned. 


1.4.4 The Stage 2 Assessment concluded that the Shortened Option (Viaduct), shown in Figure 2, was 
preferred overall in terms of engineering, operational, traffic, economic and environmental issues, 
providing the best value for money while addressing all the scheme objectives. The Shortened 
Option (Viaduct) is the proposal that is being developed as the preferred Scheme and is the 
subject of this Scoping Report. 


1.5 Scheme Proposal 


1.5.1 The scheme provides improvements over a length of approximately 380m. This is a partly offline 
structural solution, provided by a new viaduct, which runs in parallel to the loch shoreline for 
approximately 180m. North of the new viaduct the existing carriageway is widened by cutting into 
the existing rock headland. A steep rock cutting of 80 degrees has been assumed and will 
require to be retained by engineering measures. An alternative shallower rock cut of 65 degrees 
was considered but not taken forward for further consideration due to additional cut extent 
requirements and access and maintenance issues. The improvements to the existing road will 
extend approximately 180m to the north of the new structure. Resurfacing tie-in works will be 
required in advance of the start and end of the design covering approximately 20m at each 
location. 


1.5.2 The cross section provision remains a matter of design development however it is expected that 
the viaduct section will consist of a 6m carriageway, curve widening with a setback of 1m on the 
west side and a 2m footway provision on the loch side. North of the viaduct improvements to the 
existing carriageway will consist of a 6m carriageway with curve widening and a 1.5m verge on 
the west side. 
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Previous Consultations 


1.5.3 To date, consultation has been mainly with the statutory agencies.  Letters were initially sent, on 
26th February 2007, to: 


 Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH); 


 Historic Scotland (HS); 


 Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA); 


 Argyll and Bute Council; 


 Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Authority (LLTNPA); 


 Scotland Transerv; 


 Network Rail; and 


 Royal Commission on Ancient and Historic Monuments. 


1.5.4 These letters requested information relevant to the study, and asked for preliminary views on 
issues that would need to be considered during option development. 


1.5.5 Subsequent correspondence has been held with a number of these organisations, and 
supplementary letters were issued to the West of Scotland Archaeology Service (who keep 
cultural heritage records on behalf of Argyll and Bute Council), Sustrans Scotland and Cyclists' 
Touring Club (CTC) Scotland (Glasgow District Association). 


1.5.6 Initial meetings were held with the LLTNPA and with SEPA to discuss the scheme, and there has 
been continued dialogue with SNH concerning the scope of fisheries surveys. Representatives of 
SEPA, LLTNPA and HS also attended the Stage 2 options workshop held on 18th June 2008, to 
which SNH were also invited.  


1.5.7 Most recently, further meetings were held with the LLTNPA (13th July 2009) and with SEPA 
(22nd July 2009) to discuss the four design options being considered during the Stage 2 
reporting. 


1.5.8 Information obtained from consultation is discussed in the relevant sections of this report.  
Further consultations will be carried out through the EIA consultation process.
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2 The Assessment Years 


2.1.1 The EIA will need to address defined timescales. This will vary between each environmental 
topic, but typical examples that may be used where appropriate are: 


Existing Conditions, 2009 – No Proposal (2009NP)  


2.1.2 This is the year in which much of the assessment work will be undertaken.  It will represent the 
existing conditions around the proposed scheme, and will give a baseline against which the 
impacts of the proposal, both adverse and beneficial can be evaluated.  


Planning Year, 2012 – No Proposal (2012NP)  


2.1.3 Some of the assessments make use of the planning year.  This is the year in which the scheme 
is anticipated to be implemented, i.e. an assumed year for the end of construction and Scheme 
opening.  This scenario considers a baseline situation for the planning with no proposal. 


Planning Year, 2012 – With Proposal (2012WP)  


2.1.4 This is the year in which the scheme is anticipated to be implemented, i.e. an assumed year for 
the end of construction and Scheme opening.  


Future Baseline Conditions, 2027 (2027NP)  


2.1.5 This is the year used to assess future conditions, should the proposals not be implemented.  It 
represents circumstances at a point 15 years after the planning year with no proposal 
implemented.  


Proposed Development, 2027 – With Proposal (2027WP) 


2.1.6 This is the year used to assess future conditions, should the proposals be implemented, 15 years 
after completion of the proposal.  It allows time for any changes in the local environment and for 
the establishment of any area of landscaping associated with the Scheme, and is known as the 
Design Year. 


2.1.7 Some of the environmental effects may also need to consider specific years within the 
assessment, particularly if there are adopted national targets or objectives for these years. 
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3 Identified Impacts for Assessment 


3.1.1 The EIA of the scheme will be undertaken in accordance with Volume 11 of the DMRB.  The 
DMRB offers detailed guidance on methodologies for assessing environmental impacts.  Other 
forms of guidance will be used where appropriate, and this will be reported as required.  The ES 
will also take account of best practice contained in the following documents: 


 Planning Advice Note (PAN) 58 – Environmental Impact Assessment (Scottish Executive, 
1999);   


 Scottish Planning Series Planning Circular 8-2007: The Environmental Impact Assessment 
(Scotland) Regulations 1999 


 Cost Effective Landscape: Learning from Nature (Scottish Office, 1998); 


 Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Second Edition (The Landscape 
Institute and Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, 2002) 


 River Crossings and Migratory Fish: Design Guidance (Scottish Executive, 2000); 


 Water Framework Directive (Directive 2000/60/EC); 


 Habitats Directive (Directive 92/43/EEC); 


 Birds Directive (Directive 79/409/EEC). 


3.1.2 The initial identification of issues to be assessed was centred principally on consultation with 
statutory bodies and site visits to the study area.  A list of those bodies consulted is noted in 
section 1.5.3.  


3.1.3 The responses from the consultation exercise and all other information gathered will be updated, 
and used to inform the basis of the EIA.  Further surveys will be undertaken, which will be 
appropriate to each topic area.  Further consultations with the statutory and non-statutory 
consultees will continue throughout the EIA, where appropriate.  


3.1.4 For each of the specialist topics referred to in Table 1, the EIA will cover the following: 


 The existing situation and future baseline conditions if they are subject to change;  


 The impact of construction activity; 


 The impact of operational effects at relevant timescales; 


 The effects of the scheme, both beneficial and adverse, including direct, indirect and 
cumulative effects;  


 Measures used to mitigate adverse impacts, following a hierarchy of Prevent, Reduce and 
Offset; 


 Assessment of residual impacts (impacts after mitigation); and  


 The identification of any requirements for continued monitoring. 


3.1.5 Generally, the assessment will use the existing situation as the baseline, except where there are 
likely to be changes up to the completion of work.  Other changes and possible trends that might 
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be expected to exist should the proposal not be implemented will also be incorporated in the 
assessment if deemed appropriate.  


3.1.6 Both adverse and beneficial impacts will be assessed with regard to the magnitude, duration and 
the reversible/irreversible nature of effects.  The significance of the effects will be evaluated on 
the general basis of the scale of the impact and the sensitivity of the receptor.  


3.1.7 In addition the ES will consider cumulative effects.  The methodology for assessing cumulative 
effects is addressed in Section 16 – Reporting of Cumulative Effects.  . 


3.1.8 The issues that are to be addressed in the ES (scope of the EIA), as well as the method of 
assessment, are reported below.  The running order of topic specific chapters to be included in 
the ES will be finalised at a later date.  


3.1.9 The study area for the EIA is shown in Figure 3.  This includes the main environmental 
constraints.  However, this may vary dependent on the topics being assessed.  For example, 
both the landscape and visual (area from which the proposal may be visible) and water resources 
(area of drainage) will require a wider area of assessment than noise and vibration or land use. 
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4 Policies and Plans  


4.1 Baseline Information 


4.1.1 Reference will be made to the following: 


 National policies – Acts of Parliament, National Planning Framework 2, Scottish Planning 
Policies, and Case Law, where necessary; 


 Regional policies – existing and emerging regional planning guidance and the regional 
transport strategy; comprising strategic policies in the Argyll and Bute Structure Plan (2002) 
and the Argyll and Bute Local Transport Strategy 2007-2012 (March 2007).   


 Local policies – the approved and emerging development plans, comprising general and 
site-specific policies contained in the Adopted Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National 
Park Plan (2007) and Loch Lomond, The Trossachs National Park Consultative Draft Local 
Plan (2008) and the Adopted Dumbarton District Wide Local Plan (March 1999). 


4.1.2 There are a variety of general policies within each of the development plans that will be of 
relevance in assessing the scheme, however, for ease of reference only specific policies relating 
to the A82 Improvement works and those which are highly sensitive for the scheme are listed 
here.  Full details of all relevant policies will be listed within the Environmental Statement.   


Adopted Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Plan 2007-2012 


4.1.3 The proposed Scheme will be assessed against the aims of the National Park Plan which are as 
follows:- 


 To conserve and enhance the natural and cultural heritage of the area; 


 To promote sustainable use of the natural resources of the area; 


 To promote understanding and enjoyment (including enjoyment in the form of recreation) of 
the special qualities of the area by the public; and 


 To promote sustainable economic and social development of the area’s communities. 


4.1.4 Policy INF1 ‘Addressing Infrastructure Constraints and Improvements’ states that public 
investment is required in the Park’s infrastructure at key locations to meet the social and 
economic needs of the Park’s communities and specifically to support their sustainable 
development.  Priorities for investment include; ‘Improvements to the A82 trunk road corridor 
north of Tarbet and around Crainlarich, which must be sympathetically designed to deliver the 
necessary road infrastructure standards in the context of the Park’s special qualities and the 
scenic experience’.  


4.1.5 Of particular relevance are the policies in the park plan relating to Landscape, namely Policies 
LS1 ‘Conserving and Enhancing the Diversity of the Quality of Park’s Landscape’, LS2 
‘Landscape Character’ and LS3 ‘Landscape Experience’.  All of these policies emphasise the 
unique landscape character of the National Park and seek to preserve or enhance its quality with 
particular reference to the National Scenic Area designation.   


4.1.6 There are a number of other relevant policies that will be assessed in relation to Protected 
Species, Woodlands and Forest, the Water Environment and Recreation.   
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Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Consultative Draft Local 
Plan (2008) 


4.1.7 In terms of transport the consultative draft local plan states;  


4.1.8 ‘The A82 Trunk Road between Tarbet and Crainlarich is in extremely poor state of repair and is 
the source of continuous comment and complaint from road users, communities and businesses 
served by the road corridor.  We will work closely with Transport Scotland to ensure that the route 
can be upgraded sensitively and appropriately in a manner befitting the special qualities of this 
most sensitive part of the National Park.  Specific projects at Pulpit Rock and Crainlarich Bypass 
will require careful design considerations.  Similarly, road alignments will require non-standard 
design approaches responding to local character and sensitivities. (Section 3.2, p 14)  


4.1.9 Policy TRAN1 ‘Safeguarding Sites to Improve the Local Transport Network’ states that land will 
be safeguarded and support given to infrastructure proposals identified in Schedule 7 of the plan.  
This defined the A82 north of Tarbet as requiring improvements to the trunk road corridor with the 
main development constraint identified as landscape and visual assessment.   


4.1.10 There a number of policies outlined in the Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park 
Consultative Draft Local Plan (2008) with planning considerations for this proposal.  These 
include policies relating to conserving and enhancing the quality of the park’s landscapes, design 
quality, protected species and habitat, ancient, long-established and semi-natural woodlands, 
water environment and Scheduled Monuments and other archaeological features.   


Other relevant plans 


4.1.11 The Argyll and Bute Structure Plan identifies the need to improve the A82 Trunk Road through 
Strategic Issue 6 (highlights the need to improve the A82 given its strategic importance and 
specifically mentions the section north of Tarbet as being not wholly for purpose) and Policy REC 
SI 2 – A82 Trunk Road Improvement.   


4.1.12 Argyll and Bute’s Local Transport Strategy 2007-2010: Moving Forward, under section 3.1.1 
Strategic Road Networks Action I 01 identifies improvements works at Pulpit Rock as a priority.   


4.1.13 Lastly, the Adopted Dumbarton District (March 1999) through Policy TA1 – Transport Policy lists 
proposals in Schedule TA1 which identifies the A82 north of Tarbet for a comprehensive and 
phased programme of road improvements.   


4.2 Consultations 


4.2.1 Consultation with the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park Authority has been undertaken. 
The Local Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Consultative Draft Local Plan (November 
2008) which has completed its public consultation period is still not yet adopted whilst the Loch 
Lomond & the Trossachs National Park (LLTNP) Core Paths Plan Consultation Draft is still to be 
finalised and submitted to the Scottish Government – (following the conclusion of the formal 
public consultation period during the summer of 2008). Nevertheless, both documents have been 
referred to as a material consideration. 
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4.3 Environmental Issues 


4.3.1 Aspects of the preferred scheme may contravene the National, Regional or Local policies.   


4.4 Methodology 


4.4.1 An assessment will be made of the consistency of the preferred scheme with the existing and 
emerging land use planning and transportation policy framework. 


4.4.2 Relevant planning applications within the scheme corridor will be assessed for their cumulative 
impacts with the scheme. 
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5 Landscape and Visual Effects 


5.1 Baseline Information 


5.1.1 The following information sources were reviewed during the Stage 2 assessment: 


 Relevant national / regional / local planning policy and guidance 


 Scottish Planning Policy documents (SPP1 and SPP17) Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) 
(Parts 1 and 2 October 2008, Part 3 Consultative Draft April 2009)  


 National Planning Policy Guideline (NPPG) 14 Natural Heritage;  


 The Scottish Executive, ‘Cost Effective Landscape: Learning from Nature;  


 Consultation in relation to landscape and visual issues with LLTNPA and SNH who 
recommended that a landscape and visual assessment is completed for any structures 
associated with this proposal since it is within the National Scenic Area and the National 
Park; 


 Site visits on 31 July 2007 (Weather conditions: sunny, dry with clear visibility), 28 February 
2008 (Weather conditions: wet, fair visibility) and 5 June 2009 – view from the Loch 
(Weather Conditions: sunshine and showers, clear visibility). 


 The relevant SNH Landscape Character Assessment would normally be reviewed for 
information and guidance but this was unavailable at Stage 2 because it was withdrawn for 
review. This document has now been re-issued and will be reviewed for the EIA. 


Landscape Baseline 


Designations 


5.1.2 Pulpit Rock is located within the Loch Lomond National Scenic Area and within the Loch Lomond 
and the Trossachs National Park.  In addition Pulpit Rock itself is a Scheduled Monument. It is 
Government policy to safeguard designated sites of national importance and to ensure that their 
natural heritage features are conserved and, where appropriate, enhanced.  


Landscape Character 


5.1.3 The National Park Plan contains extracts from the SNH Landscape Character Assessment which 
classifies the Pulpit Rock area as within the ‘Highland landscapes – Hills’ Landscape Character 
type. 


5.1.4 The site is located within landscape of the highest quality in Scotland and on the banks of Loch 
Lomond which is an iconic component of the Scottish landscape. The site comprises of a large 
rock headland. Pulpit Rock is a large free standing rock, adjacent to this headland, but set back a 
little. Pulpit Rock was historically used as a preaching site. Both the headland and Pulpit Rock 
form prominent and distinctive landscape features.  


5.1.5 The A82 skirts the banks of the Loch on the west side and along its entire length together with 
the Glasgow to Fort William West Highland Railway Line which runs at a higher level. There are a 
number of previous rock cuttings to accommodate the road and railway construction.  There are 
also a number of prominent man made features on the banks of the Loch such as several 
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Victorian hotel developments together with the very prominent Sloy hydro-electric scheme which 
forms an interesting feature. 


Visual Baseline 


5.1.6 The A82 is one of the principal tourist routes in Scotland and is also one of the a limited number 
of routes heading north to the Highlands. It is also one of the principal viewpoints of the National 
Scenic Area. 


5.1.7 The zone of visual influence is relatively restricted to the section of the valley within which the site 
is located. The land rises steeply behind Pulpit Rock and it is also situated to the north of a sharp 
bend which restricts views to the south. Views from the A82 to the north are also relatively 
restricted owing to the steep topography and bends in the road. However the site can be seen 
from a wide area from the Loch and the opposite bank of Loch Lomond. It is visible from the West 
Highland Way, the long distance footpath, which runs along the east side of Glen Lomond and 
also from the hillsides to the tops of the hills which form this section of the east side of the Glen. 


5.2 Consultations 


5.2.1 Consultation relating to landscape and visual implications have been held with the following 
statutory bodies during the stage 2 assessment: 


 Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH); 


 Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Authority (LLTNPA).   


5.3 Environmental Issues 


Landscape Effects 


5.3.1 The main landscape issue is fitting a large heavily engineered structure into this very sensitive 
landscape. Key aspects would be the design of the structure to be of the quality expected in the 
National Scenic Area and the amount of disruption to the landscape including removal of 
vegetation and the effects of cuttings.  Choice of materials, the appearance of the structure at low 
water and the relationship of the structure to the bank will need to be considered. 


Visual Effects 


5.3.2 Key issues will be the effects of introducing a prominent element into the landscape and NSA 
which would be visible from a wide area. Receptors would include road users, tourists, walkers 
on the West Highland Way and adjacent hills, residents in the area and boat users on the loch.  
Given the sensitive location of the scheme, consideration will be given to how the visual impact of 
the new viaduct structure will be mitigated.   


5.4 Methodology 


5.4.1 Impacts will be assessed in accordance with the DMRB Vol 11 (Section 3, Part 5) and in 
accordance with the methodology recommended by the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment, Second Edition (The Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental 
Management and Assessment, 2002). 
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5.4.2 The methodology will comprise: 


 Separate assessments of landscape and visual effects; 


 Baseline studies to collect information about landscape constraints and designations and 
visual conditions including identification of a Zone of Visual Influence; 


 Formation of an initial judgement about the existing landscape character quality and 
sensitivity; 


 Identification of visual receptors and their sensitivity; 


 Assessment of effects on the landscape and visual receptors based on recording the 
effects, assessing the magnitude of effects and the significance of effects taking into 
account the sensitivity of the receptor; 


 Preparation of design guidelines to ensure design quality is of a high standard; and 


 Mitigation recommendations and recording of residual effects. 
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6 Air Quality 


6.1 Baseline Information 


6.1.1 There are no properties within 200 m of the existing A82 or the proposed Scheme.  The closest 
properties are over 800m to the north (Stuckendroin) and over 1400m to the south (Ardvorlich).   


6.1.2 An assessment was carried out at the DMRB Stage 2 which assumed a baseline of 2007 and 
year of opening of 2011.  Baseline pollution levels at these residential receptors predicted using 
the DMRB ‘screening level’ model (v1.03c) are indicated in Table 22.  Levels are well below the 
air quality objective values for all pollutants at both receptors for both the baseline year, 2007, 
and the opening year of the Scheme, 2011.  Pollution levels are identical with or without the 
Scheme as no change in traffic conditions would occur at these locations so far from the 
Scheme. 


Table 2 Baseline Pollution Levels (annual mean except where stated). 
PM10 µg/m3 Receptor 


 
Year NO2 


µg/m3 
Annual 
Mean 


No. 
days/
yr 
24hr 
mean 
> 50 
 


CO 
mg/m3


Benzene
µg/m3 


1,3 
butadiene 


µg/m3 


1: Stuckendroin 2007 3.76 9.27 <1 0.08 0.03 0.02 


2: Ardvorlich 2007 4.61 9.51 <1 0.09 0.04 0.03 


1: Stuckendroin 2011 3.23 8.92 <1 0.07 0.03 0.02 


2: Ardvorlich 2011 3.92 9.09 <1 0.07 0.04 0.03 


Objective  40 40(18#) 35(7#) <2* 16.25 
(3.25#)


2.25 


* equivalent to the 8hr running mean objective of 10 mg/m3 
# lower objective to be achieved by 2010 


6.1.3 The DMRB also requires an assessment to be carried out at any nature conservation sites 
(designated sites) located in the local air quality study area.  No designated sites (Special Areas 
of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA), proposed SPAs (pSPAs), Sites of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Ramsar sites) have been identified in the 200m local air 
quality study area. 


6.1.4 The total baseline pollution emissions in 2007, 2011 and 2026 for the length of the scheme are 
provided in Table 33.  Negligible changes in total emissions were predicted for each option 
considered at Stage 2, due to slight changes in traffic speed and/or length of the road. 


Table 3 Baseline Total Annual Pollution Emissions 
Tonnes/yr Year 


CO THC NOx PM10 C 


2007 0.80 0.11 0.66 0.02 52.36 


2011 0.74 0.10 0.50 0.01 51.16 


2026* 0.83 0.12 0.44 0.01 57.15 
Values calculated using 2026 data but emissions factors for 2025, as this is the current limit of the DMRB Screening Tool 
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6.2 Consultations 


6.2.1 The Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) was initially consulted in January 2007 and 
a number of subsequent meetings were conducted to facilitate their input into the scheme. 


6.3 Environmental Issues 


6.3.1 Based on the absence of any relevant sensitive receptors and the findings of the Stage 2 
assessment which showed a negligible change in total pollution emissions as a result of the 
preferred option, air quality is not considered to be a significant factor in this scheme.  In 
accordance with the current Air Quality section of the DMRB HA207/07 (issued May 2007), a 
further simple or detailed level assessment is not considered to be required. 


6.3.2 It should be noted that air quality impacts during construction will be addressed within the 
Disruption due to Construction chapter.   
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7 Traffic Noise and Vibration 


7.1 Baseline Information 


7.1.1 Baseline noise levels at the Pulpit Rock Scheduled Monument (SM) have been predicted using 
noise modelling software. No residential properties have been identified within the 600m traffic 
noise prediction study area. No baseline noise monitoring was carried out at the Stage 2 
Assessment. 


7.1.2 The estimated baseline free-field noise levels at the receptor in 2026 are presented in Table 4.  
Negligible or minor reductions in traffic noise levels were predicted for the options considered at 
Stage 2, due to slight changes in traffic speed and road alignment. 


Table 4 Baseline Traffic Noise Levels 
Traffic Noise Level LA10,18h dB Receptor 


2026 


1. Pulpit Rock SM 52 


7.1.3 The closest residential properties to the scheme are at Stuckendroin over 800m to the north, and 
Ardvorlich over 1400m to the south.  A small number of other individual residential properties 
have also been identified in the wider 2 km study area, including a small number in the village of 
Ardlui on the A82 to the north. 


7.1.4 No community facilities such as schools, hospitals, places of worship or sports facilities have 
been identified in the wider 2 km study area. 


7.1.5 The West Highland Way footpath runs north-south along the eastern shore of the Loch 
approximately 500m east of the scheme.  The scheme and the majority of the defined wider 2 km 
study area are located within the National Park, a SAC and SSSI are located along the eastern 
shore of the Loch.  The Pulpit Rock SM is located a minimum of 55m from the A82 and the Island 
I Vow SM is located on an island in the Loch to the south east. 


7.2 Consultations 


7.2.1 The Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) was initially consulted in January 2007 and 
a number of subsequent meetings were conducted to facilitate their input into the scheme. 


7.3 Environmental Issues 


7.3.1 Based on the absence of any residential properties and the findings of the Stage 2 assessment 
which showed a negligible or minor beneficial change in traffic noise levels at the Pulpit Rock SM 
as a result of the scheme options considered, traffic noise is not considered to be a significant 
factor in this assessment.  In accordance with the current Noise and Vibration section of the 
DMRB HA213/08 (issued August 2008), a further simple or detailed level assessment is not 
considered to be required. 


7.3.2 It should be noted that noise and vibration impacts during construction will be addressed within 
the Disruption due to Construction chapter.   
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8 Land Use 


8.1 Baseline Information 


8.1.1 The quality of agricultural land affected was ascertained by investigating the Macauley Institute 
Soil Survey for Land Capability Mapping – Sheet 4, Western Scotland. Other land uses were 
identified by site visits and desktop studies. 


8.1.2 The primary land use along this section of the A82 between Tarbet and Ardlui is native woodland 
interspersed with areas of rough grazing. This semi-natural broad-leaved woodland is located 
immediately on either side of the A82 at Pulpit Rock (Clach Nan Tarbh). 


8.1.3 There is a small amount of open grazing land adjacent to the A82 surrounding the site of Pulpit 
Rock used for grazing cattle.  The majority of land immediately surrounding the A82 at Pulpit 
Rock is, however, generally unsuitable for agricultural purposes due to the steep contours, rock 
outcrops, and existing trees and mature vegetation. 


8.2 Consultations 


8.2.1 Consultations were undertaken with the organisations listed in Section 1.5.3, though no 
comments were received regarding general land use issues.   


8.3 Environmental Issues 


8.3.1 The majority of land-take which would be required for the scheme is woodland (not designated as 
ancient woodland). 


8.3.2 Any other changes to existing land uses resulting from the proposal will be described. Indirect 
impacts, such as noise and air quality will be dealt with under other topic sections. 


8.3.3 Possible land use effects of the scheme will be considered. These will include the division of 
landholdings, which could be physically separated as a result of the proposed scheme. 


8.4 Methodology 


8.4.1 Impacts will be assessed according to the following criteria, outlined in the DMRB: 


 Substantial – including demolition of buildings in beneficial use, severance of beneficial uses 
or public rights of way, loss of high-grade agricultural land; 


 Moderate – demolition of buildings not in beneficial use, reduction of more than one third of 
a site in beneficial use, loss of lower grade agricultural land; 


 Slight – the loss of less than one third of a site in beneficial use.   


8.4.2 Refinement of the scheme design will take account of the need to minimise any land take and 
affect on land use activities.  Further investigation into the environmental land use issues 
identified in this scoping report will be required as part of the scheme development. 
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8.4.3 Measures to mitigate any significant impacts identified, including severance, or required to 
minimise impact on neighbouring land uses will be proposed. 
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9 Cultural Heritage 


9.1 Baseline Information 


9.1.1 Details of the locations and extent of Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Historic 
Gardens and Designed Landscapes within 1km of the centreline of the road were obtained from 
Historic Scotland.  Information on Conservation Areas and other historic townscape designations 
were obtained from the Local Plan. 


9.1.2 Information on other non-designated sites within 200m of the centreline of the road was obtained 
from the National Monuments Record of Scotland (NMRS) and their online database Pastmap 
(www.pastmap.org).  The West of Scotland Archaeology Service Sites and Monuments Record 
(SMR) was also consulted. The results of this search are outlined below in Table 4  and Table 5.  


Table 4 Designated Cultural Heritage features within 1km of the study area. 
Name Type Grid Reference


Pulpit Rock, preaching site, south 
of Ardlui (Index No 10972)  


Scheduled 
Monument 


NN 3262 1362 


Island I Vow, Castle and 
Settlement, Loch Lomond (Index 
No 11073) 


Scheduled 
Monument 


NN 3313 1273 


Loch Lomond, Island-I-Vow, Castle 
(No 821).  


Listed Building 
(Category B) 


NN 3313 1273 


 
Table 5 Undesignated Cultural Heritage features within 200m of the study area. 


Name Type Grid Reference


Tarbet – Crianlarich. Military Road Undesignated 
Site 


N/A 


9.1.3 A walk-over survey of the scheme area has been conducted. It was concluded that due to the 
topography and the impact of modern development the archaeological potential for the majority 
of the scheme area is low.  However, Ben Vorlich above the current road is a topographically 
prominent location and locations like this are known from the archaeological record elsewhere to 
have been used in the past.  No earthworks or surface traces to suggest any such use are visible 
but this area does have a moderate archaeological potential. 


9.1.4 The line of the Tarbet – Crianlarich Military Road appears to broadly follow the line provided by 
the West of Scotland Archaeology Service (WoSAS).  Pulpit Rock survives as described. 


9.2 Consultations 


9.2.1 Consultations have taken place with Historic Scotland and the WoSAS. 


9.2.2 Historic Scotland advised of the presence of the Pulpit Rock Scheduled Monument close to the 
proposed improvements. 


9.2.3 WoSAS identified the potential for unrecorded Crannogs to be present around the shores of Loch 
Lomond.  Furthermore, WoSAS also identified that the line of the Tarbet to Crianlarich Military 
Road may be affected by the works. 
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9.3 Environmental Issues 


9.3.1 The line of the proposed scheme as it passes in front of the Pulpit Rock Scheduled Monument 
would follow broadly the same alignment as the current A82, and although more extensive 
embankments would be visible from the Rock, they would not encroach upon the enclosed land 
area in which the Rock is located. To the immediate southeast of the Rock there would be some 
cutting back into the rock face of the promontory, but this would not significantly open up the 
enclosed landscape around the Rock. From current information it is considered that the viaduct 
structure would not be visible from the Rock.  


9.3.2 It is, therefore, considered that the scheme would not have a significant effect on the setting of 
Pulpit Rock. 


9.3.3 The scheme may have a direct effect on a small section of the Tarbert – Crianlarich Military Road 
to the northwest of the Pulpit Rock.  It is considered that this would not be significant. 


9.4 Methodology 


9.4.1 Impacts will be assessed according to the criteria, outlined in the DMRB.  


9.4.2 Measures to mitigate any significant impacts identified will be proposed. 


9.4.3 An assessment will be carried out of the potential impacts of the proposed scheme and any 
mitigation measures to be included, based on information obtained from the desk top study, 
archaeological site walkover and from consultations with LLTNPA and Historic Scotland.   
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10 Ecology and Nature Conservation 


10.1 Baseline Information 


10.1.1 Information collection at this stage has focussed upon the identification of any protected habitats 
or species present in the area, though their inclusion here does not necessarily imply that they 
will be in any way impacted by the proposed improvements. 


10.1.2 Ben Vorlich Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) is located within 1km to the west of the A82 
at its nearest point. It is of biological interest regarding its upland habitat, being one of the most 
prominent landscape features in the National Park at 943m.  Pollochro Woods SSSI is located on 
the opposite shore of Loch Lomond on steep westerly facing slopes. It is an extensive area of 
semi-natural woodland, most of which is classified as ancient.  Pollochro Woods also forms part 
of the Loch Lomond Woods Special Area of Conservation (SAC) designated for its old sessile 
oak woods and otter populations. 


10.1.3 Habitat and protected species surveys were carried out from April-September 2007 and again in 
June 2009 by experienced field ecologists.  The Loch Lomond Fisheries Trust (LLFT) undertook 
fish surveys.  Surveys concentrated on the following: 


 Phase 1 Habitat Survey; 


 Aquatic macrophyte (plant) surveys; 


 Fisheries surveys (Powan, River and Brook Lamprey and Salmon); 


 Breeding Birds (Three Common Bird Census (CBC) visits); 


 Otters; 


 Water Voles; 


 Red Squirrels; 


 Badgers; 


 Wildcat; 


 Bat roost potential plus dawn re-entry surveys. 


10.1.4 Stage 2 surveys indicated that no significant habitats will be directly affected, as the route runs 
through semi-improved and upland land for the most part, with some scattered scrub and trees 
being directly impacted. However, surveys have indicated that there will be some adverse 
impacts upon protected species, which will need to be addressed through adequate mitigation 
agreed with statutory bodies, according to accepted guidance and under licence from either SNH 
or the Scottish Government. Specifically, several otter holts (Lutra lutra) will be directly affected, 
and a mitigation plan will be required, to potentially include holt closure and relocation.  Further 
analysis will be undertaken to determine their usage of the area.  Furthermore, several mature 
trees along the scheme alignment show bat roost potential. 
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10.2 Consultations 


10.2.1 Consultations at Stage 2 relating to ecological or nature conservation implications were held with 
the following organisations: 


 Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Authority (LLTNPA); 


 Loch Lomond Fisheries Trust (LLFT); 


 Scottish Natural Heritage Area Officer; 


 Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA). 


10.2.2 Further consultation will be carried out with other organisations during the next stages of the 
assessment process. 


10.3 Environmental Issues 


10.3.1 A number of key potential ecological issues can be identified, arising as a consequence of the 
proposed scheme.  These are highlighted below.  It should be stressed that some of these issues 
may not prove to be significant once further information about the scheme proposal is available, 
or once detailed mitigation is proposed.  In addition, there may be further issues that are 
identified as the proposals are developed.  General ecological impacts will need to take account 
of the following: 


 There is permanent terrestrial and loch substratum land take associated with the scheme 
and several habitats are likely to be directly and permanently lost. 


 Appropriate mitigation measures will have to be adopted where the stands of Japanese 
knotweed are located – full eradication will be required prior to works. 


 The scheme will affect two areas of trees with potential for roosting bats.  Further checks for 
bat roosts and activity are necessary to determine whether there is potential for bats within 
these trees.   


 Water quality along the loch shoreline and the small burn flowing to the north of the traffic 
lights may be compromised due to construction and operation impacts which may have 
impacts upon aquatic life including fish. 


 Otters will be directly impacted during construction and operation.  Licensing procedures 
must be adhered to with regard to removal of any otter shelters.  Otter activity will need to 
be monitored closely for the duration of the assessment period. 


 Depending on the timing of the proposed works, there may be potential impacts upon 
breeding birds using the woodland and scrub habitats. 


10.3.2 Potential impacts of the scheme on Loch Lomond Woods SAC will be addressed separately 
through an Appropriate Assessment Screening. 
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10.4 Methodology 


10.4.1 The method used for the ecological assessment will be based on current best-practice 
guidelines, including the DMRB and the guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment from the 
Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (IEEM, 2006). 


10.4.2 Habitats and species surveys have already been completed during the Stage 2 Assessment.  
Further bat roost/activity surveys will be carried out in due course.  If bats are found to be present 
in trees/structures to be removed, or have been present in the past, then detailed mitigation 
measures will have to be implemented before works can proceed.   


10.4.3 Mitigation measures will have to be implemented to minimise the impacts upon the semi-natural 
habitats that will be disturbed during construction.  This will involve the safeguarding of all 
watercourses, protection of sensitive habitats, minimising landtake, and incorporating habitat and 
species enhancement proposals where possible.    


10.4.4 Impacts to be assessed will include primary or direct effects such as land take, and secondary or 
indirect effects such as impacts of runoff from the road on aquatic ecosystems, or noise and 
disturbance during construction.   


10.4.5 The habitats to be directly affected by the proposals will be quantified against identified criteria in 
consultation with SNH and information within the Argyll and Bute local biodiversity action plan 
(LBAP).  Any habitats of local, regional or national importance that might be affected by the 
development will be assessed against their ability to retain their importance in the light of land 
required for the development, or fragmentation.  Any protected or rare species likely to be directly 
or indirectly affected will be noted, and the extent to which they are unable to adapt to the 
scheme, assessed.   


10.4.6 The significance of the resulting effects will depend upon the importance of the receptors and the 
magnitude of the impact.  The sensitivity of the receptor also has a bearing on the significance of 
the resulting effects. 
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11 Pedestrians, Cyclists, Equestrians and Community 
Effects 


11.1 Baseline Information 


11.1.1 A baseline survey of byways (including footpaths, bridleways and other recreational routes) will 
be carried out. These byways will be described in terms of route characteristics and their usage 
by different recreational groups. Reference will be made to any previous studies, OS mapping, 
data from the Argyll & Bute Council's Highways Department, and the responses of user groups to 
the consultation exercise. 


11.1.2 An assessment will be made of the character of the local community, location and existing 
facilities. 


11.2 Consultations 


11.2.1 During the Stage 2 Assessment, consultations were conducted with Argyll & Bute Council, 
Sustrans and CTC Scotland in order to establish:- 


 Any relevant baseline information e.g. the current provision for cyclists on the section of the 
A82 that includes Pulpit Rock that should be taken into account when developing the 
scheme improvement options; 


 Known proposals (or aspirations) for the provision/enhancement of cycle route provision in 
the area e.g. on the section of the A82 that includes Pulpit Rock; 


 Any concerns that the consultees may have about the scheme from a cycling provision 
perspective;  


 Any issues that the consultees would like to see included in the Stage 2 Report and 
subsequent environmental assessments.      


11.2.2 These approaches were in addition to a previous consultation approach made to the Loch 
Lomond & the Trossachs National Park Authority (LLTNPA) for baseline information and 
comments in respect of cycling on the A82 and boating and navigation on Loch Lomond in 
proximity to the A82 Pulpit Rock scheme. 


11.3 Environmental Issues 


Construction Effects 


11.3.1 The potential construction effects associated with the proposed scheme are anticipated to be:- 


 Permanent or temporary restriction of access or severance of access to residential, 
community and other civic facilities; 


 Permanent or temporary severance of public recreation route e.g. footpaths/cycleways, 
public Rights of Way (RoW), bridleways, access rights over land covered by Part 1 of the 
Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003 etc; 
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 Scheme impacts on existing local vehicular journey route.  This will be discussed within the 
Disruption due to Construction chapter of the ES. 


11.4 Methodology 


11.4.1 An assessment will be carried out in accordance with the guidance in the DMRB and with regard 
to the changes to existing patterns of use by byways caused by the proposed scheme and the 
mitigation measures to be included, following consultations with the appropriate bodies.   


11.4.2 Impacts that are considered to be beneficial are regarded as positive impacts, whereas impacts 
that are detrimental are negative impacts.  Positive and negative impacts will be assessed using 
the following criteria: 


 Severe – loss of right of way, severe hindrance caused to people trying to make existing 
journeys who may be deterred from making journeys or requiring substantial changes in 
habits and travel plans (e.g. need to follow temporary diversionary routes, with extended 
drive-times and journey distance implications); 


 Moderate – residents are likely to be dissuaded from making trips, or trips are made longer 
or less attractive; 


 Slight – general travel patterns are likely to be maintained, but there will be some hindrance 
to movement. 
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12 Vehicle Travellers 


12.1 Baseline information 


12.1.1 Road traffic accident details are available from the Traffic Survey Data Report as outlined in 
Sections 1.1.6 and 1.1.7. 


12.2 Consultations 


12.2.1 The organisations listed in Section 1.5.3 have all been consulted during the stage 2 assessment 
and no specific comments were received with regards to vehicle travellers.  . 


12.3 Environmental issues 


12.3.1 The potential issues relating to vehicle travellers as a result of the proposed development include 
views from the road and driver stress. 


12.4 Methodology 


12.4.1 The issue of views from the road will be fully considered within the Landscape and Visual Effects 
chapter of the ES. This will assess the construction of the viaduct from a landscape perspective. 


12.4.2 It is likely that the only issue causing driver stress at the current time in the vicinity of Pulpit Rock 
is the tortuous geometry of the current road alignment and the waiting times at the traffic signals. 
This will cease to be an issue, once the scheme is constructed as the existing situation will be 
improved. 


12.4.3 It is therefore recommended that the issue of vehicle travellers should be scoped out of the 
Environmental Statement.   
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13 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 


13.1 Baseline Information 


13.1.1 The water environment includes surface waters (e.g. rivers, burns, static water bodies, etc.) and 
groundwater (e.g. shallow and deep aquifers).  In the context of these proposals, there are five 
water resources features that have been identified within the 250m boundary considered around 
the proposed Scheme: - 


 Loch Lomond; 


 Two small surface watercourses to the north of the study area; 


 One steep rock watercourse to the south of the scheme alignment; 


 The groundwater beneath the proposed Scheme. 


13.2 Consultations 


13.2.1 The Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) was initially consulted in January 2007 and 
a number of subsequent meetings were conducted to facilitate their input into the scheme. 


13.3 Environmental Issues 


13.3.1 Factors which will be considered include the following: 


 Changes in rates of runoff; 


 Changes in quality of runoff; 


 Distribution of drainage between surface and groundwater; 


 Impedance of natural patterns of surface or sub-surface drainage; and 


 Changes to the geomorphology of watercourses. 


13.3.2 There will be links between issues covered under this topic and those of Ecology and Nature 
Conservation, and these will be considered in the EIA. 


13.4 Methodology 


13.4.1 The approach to the EIA will accord with the guidance for water quality and drainage in the 
DMRB.  


13.4.2 The scale of impacts on the aquatic ecosystems will be assessed and reported in the Ecology 
and Nature Conservation section. 


13.4.3 For some substances, the assessment of impact depends on the quantity already in the system, 
related to the amount to be added.  The impacts of all substances will be assessed with respect 
to the change that may occur in their environmental concentrations. 
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13.4.4 As well as the general collection and disposal of surface water runoff in an acceptable way, 
consideration will also be given to the measures for control and containment of spillages, as 
these could represent a threat to aquatic ecosystems. 


13.4.5 A check will be made for the presence of smaller still and flowing waters, including intermittent 
ones, which may contain a significant ecosystem with potential to be impacted. 


13.4.6 An assessment will be carried out of the changes, which would be caused, by the proposed 
scheme and any mitigation measures to be included.  Consultation will be undertaken with the 
appropriate water and environmental organisations.   


13.4.7 An assessment of water quality in watercourses affected by the scheme will be carried out by 
determining the existing hydrology and water chemistry.  Information in the DMRB, on quality of 
runoff, will be used to calculate any expected change in chemical parameters in receiving 
watercourses.  This will be used as the basis for interpretation of ecological impacts. 


13.4.8 Furthermore, an assessment of the effects on hydrogeology will also be carried out within this 
section. 


13.4.9 An assessment will be carried out of the changes caused by the proposed scheme and mitigation 
measures will be proposed as necessary. 
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14 Geology and Soils 


14.1 Baseline information 


14.1.1 In relation to geology and soils, the DMRB Volume 11 methodology (Section 3, Part 11) states 
that the assessment should show the location and details of any designated geological sites and 
details of any contaminated land.   


14.1.2 The Macaulay Institute Land Capability for Agriculture Map (Sheet 4 Western Scotland) defines 
the study area as ‘Land Suited Only to Improved Grassland and Rough Grazings’ falling under 
Class 53 and 61.  


14.1.3 There are no geological designations in the vicinity of the scheme.  Details of any contaminated 
land will be informed by the ongoing Ground Investigation works  


14.2 Consultations 


14.2.1 The organisations listed in Section 1.5.3 have all been consulted during the stage 2 assessment 
and no issues have been raised with regard to Geology and Soils.  


14.3 Environmental issues 


14.3.1 The potential issues relating to geology and soils as a result of the proposed road developments 
are usually soil loss, physical damage to soil including soil compaction as a result of heavy 
construction vehicle movements, alteration of groundwater levels and flow, and physical damage 
to geological features.  However, in this case, the preferred scheme will be predominantly 
constructed on an existing road alignment, and landtake from the surrounding agricultural land 
will be minimal.   


14.4 Methodology 


14.4.1 It is recommended that the issue of geology and soils be scoped out of the ES as there are no 
geological designations in the study area and the soil classification is not suitable to arable 
cropping.    However, the contractor will be given construction guidelines that will ensure that any 
soils are re-used where possible, and that any material removed to landfill will monitored via 
licensing and legislative guidelines.     


14.4.2 In addition it should be noted that the main issues in relation to geology will relate to 
hydrogeology and this will be addressed within the Road Drainage and the Water Environment 
chapter, information gained from the Ground Investigation works will also be considered within 
this chapter.   
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15 Disruption Due to Construction 


15.1 Preamble 


15.1.1 The DMRB is in the process of being revised and updated and is currently at an interim stage 
where guidance on all the environmental assessment techniques for individual topics has not 
been updated.   


15.1.2 DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 3 Disruption due to Construction is still considered current 
guidance; however, there is an intention in the future to consider any effects from construction 
within each topic assessment.  For clarity it is the intention that for this EIA there will be a 
Disruption Due to Construction chapter reported particularly as noise and air impacts during 
construction are potentially significant and the sensitive nature of the location warrants a stand 
alone assessment.  The Disruption due to Construction chapter will consider the construction 
impacts on all topics addressed within the ES.   


15.2 Baseline Information 


15.2.1 Construction effects can be broadly differentiated between those that arise as a result of the 
works being undertaken, and those that are a function of the way in which the works are carried 
out.  Nowadays it is increasingly common for construction contractors to need to meet a pre-
defined set of standards and to comply with procedures intended to reduce environmental 
effects.   


15.2.2 The way in which such standards are defined, imposed and policed, vary depending on the form 
of the construction contract.  It will nevertheless be the responsibility of the construction 
contractor to construct the works based on the design specifications.  Measures will be put in 
place to ensure that the construction contractor meets his obligations, including those relating to 
environmental performance and mitigation.   


15.2.3 It is therefore expected that best environmental practice will be adopted by the construction 
contractor and the more valuable of these are prescribed as mitigation.  Where it is considered 
that the use of particular plant or construction methods or sequences would be beneficial, these 
will be described.     


15.3 Consultations 


15.3.1 No consultation responses received to date have specifically made reference to construction 
issues. A number of organisations made comments relating to specific disciplines and will be 
considered in other chapters. 


15.4 Environmental Issues 


15.4.1 The potential sources and receptors of construction impacts will be identified based on the 
proposed scale of the work to be undertaken. 


15.4.2 General construction activities will be identified including those relating to road improvements and 
site landscaping.   
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15.4.3 Construction effects will be considered according to their nature, location and duration and their 
potential for environmental effects, individually or cumulatively. 


15.4.4 Traffic delays for the scheme construction will be associated with the realignment of the existing 
road.  In general, traffic will be controlled by an extension of the one-way system already in place 
over this section of the A82.  It is expected that traffic lights and a one-way working system will 
be installed for the full length of the site, a total length of some 400 metres. The existing road will 
form the main route for through traffic while the offline parts of the new alignment are being 
constructed. The speed limit will be restricted over the length of the works as appropriate. 


15.4.5 A period of full road closures will be required for tie-in of the new viaduct to the existing road and 
the rock cut.  During full closures, traffic will be diverted from Tarbet to Crianlarich through the 
A83-A819-A85 route via Inveraray.  The impacts of the closures and the associated severance 
issues will be assessed.  In particular assessment will consider the impact on surrounding 
communities and businesses affected by the diversion. 


15.4.6 It is envisaged works will take up to 1 year to complete and temporary traffic management 
measures will need to be in place. 


15.4.7 The main activities associated with the works would be: 


 Site clearance; 


 Site setup – site offices, welfare facilities, storage areas 


 Movement of earthworks and material  


 Forming rock cutting  


 Roadworks – diversions, traffic management, possible night working; 


 Temporary drainage during construction  


 Land take; 


 Viaduct construction; and, 


 Site reinstatement and landscaping 


15.4.8 The effects of these activities are temporary but potentially significant as they are likely to cause 
considerable disruption unless considered and addressed correctly. 


15.4.9 Appropriate measures will be put in place in the event of large quantities of sediment being 
suspended in runoff waters. Additional sediment discharge could damage the water environment 
from disturbed ground / altered drainage patterns yielding sediment during relatively low flow 
periods. 


15.5 Methodology 


15.5.1 An assessment will be carried out of the impact of the proposed scheme during the construction 
phase, taking into account contractual requirements for construction noise, dust and pollution 
control, and working hours. The assessment will also include traffic disruption and diversions, the 
effects of services and the requirements for the import of materials from outside the site 
boundaries. 
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15.5.2 In the absence of residential receptors in the vicinity of the scheme the construction noise 
assessment will be limited to a qualitative assessment of the potential for impacts at the closest 
designated ecological sites.  Given the location of the works a quantitative assessment is not 
proposed.  Furthermore, a qualitative construction dust assessment will also be conducted to 
assess the potential for air quality impacts at the closest designated ecological sites. 


15.5.3 The impact of these construction activities on the environmental issues identified and on local 
communities will be described. 


15.5.4 In assessing the impacts of the construction activities, mitigation measures will be put forward in 
relation to land ownership, working hours, site layout, site appearance, traffic management, noise 
and vibration, air emissions and water quality, where appropriate. 


15.5.5 Construction impacts in terms of dust and construction traffic will be dealt with qualitatively, 
based on experience from previous projects, with the focus on mitigation measures. 
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16 Reporting of Cumulative Effects 


16.1.1 The EIA (Scotland) Regulations (1999) require the assessment of cumulative impacts.  The 
methodology proposed here draws from IEMA’s Guidelines for Environmental Impact 
Assessment (2004), the European Commissions publication Guidelines for the Assessment of 
Indirect and Cumulative Impacts as well as Impact Interactions (1999) and the DMRB, Volume 
11, Section 2, Part 6.   


16.1.2 Assessment of cumulative impacts is interpreted to include other projects that are ‘committed’ or 
likely to be implemented within the reasonably foreseeable future.    This will include 
development projects with valid planning permissions as granted by the Planning Authority.  
There are a number of potential developments known to the assessment team at present 
including for example the proposals for extension to Sloy Hydro Electronic Scheme however, a 
definitive list for assessment will be determined in consultation with LLTNPA.  In addition to 
developments processed through the planning system there are a number of minor improvement 
schemes planned by Transport Scotland along the A82, namely; 


 South of Inverarnan – Carriageway widening and minor realignment, 


 Tarbet to Inveruglas – Carriageway realignment and upgrade, 


 Stuckendroin Bridge Widening 


16.1.3 The boundary for the cumulative assessment will be developed as the EIA is progressed but at 
this stage it is envisaged to include any works to the A82 from Tarbet to Crianlarich and any 
committed developments which fall within this boundary.   


16.2 Methodology 


16.2.1 Cumulative effects will be assessed through a process of identifying potential developments that 
may result in cumulative effects and obtaining available information on each of the projects.  
These will then be assessed for their impact on each of the ES topic areas (Landscape and 
Visual Impact, Ecology and Nature Conservation etc) to determine the likely impact of each 
development.  This will result in a determination of the significance of each of the identified 
developments in isolation and from here an in-combination assessment will be undertaken which 
will consider the impact of each development and also on each topic area.  In addition the 
cumulative assessment will identify receptors that may be impacted upon and determine the 
significance of the cumulative impact on these receptors.   


16.2.2 Each topic will concentrate on the main likely significant cumulative effects, rather than trying to 
report every interaction. As with primary environmental assessment, cumulative effects 
assessment will differentiate between permanent, temporary, direct, indirect and secondary 
effects, positive or negative. 


16.2.3 The following factors will be considered in determining the significance of cumulative effects: 


 Which receptors/resources are affected? 


 How will the activity or activities affect the condition of the receptor/resource? 


 What are the probabilities of such effects occurring? 
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 What ability does the receptor/resource have to absorb further effects before change 
becomes irreversible? 


 Can the effects be partly or fully mitigated? 


16.2.4 The significance of cumulative effects will be determined using the criteria in Table 6. 


Table 6 Determining the significance of cumulative effects 
Significance Effect 


Severe Effects that the decision-maker must take into account as the receptor/resource is 
irretrievably compromised. 


Major  Effects that may become key decision-making issue. 


Moderate Effects that are unlikely to become issues on whether the project design should be 
selected, but where future work may be needed to improve on current 
performance. 


Minor Effects that are locally significant. 


Not Significant Effects that are beyond the current forecasting ability or are within the ability of the 
resource to absorb such change. 


DMRB Volume 11, Section 2, Part 5.  


16.2.5 Cumulative Effects will be reported as a separate chapter within the ES and will conclude with a 
summary of the overall cumulative impacts along with proposed mitigation measures to minimise 
the cumulative impact.   


16.2.6 At this stage in the process it is suggested that the most significant cumulative effects will be 
associated with the Landscape and Visual Impact, Ecology and Nature Conservation, 
Pedestrians, Cyclists, Equestrians and Community Effects, Road Drainage and the Water 
Environment and Disruption due to Construction depending on the construction timetable of each 
of the identified developments.   


 







EIA Scoping Report December 2009 
38 


17 Scoping Summary 


17.1.1 In summary, it is proposed that the following topics will be assessed within the ES;  


 Landscape and Visual 


 Ecology and Nature Conservation 


 Road Drainage and the Water Environment 


 Pedestrians, Cyclists, Equestrians and Community Effects 


 Disruption due to Construction 


 Cultural Heritage 


 Land Use 


 Policies and Plans 


17.1.2 Therefore it is suggested that the following topics are scoped out of the assessment as work to 
date has found shown the effects to be insignificant;  


 Air Quality 


 Traffic Noise and Vibration 


 Vehicle Travellers 


 Geology and Soils 


17.1.3 However, it should be noted that noise and air impacts during construction will be addressed in 
the Disruption Due to Construction Chapter.  Hydrogeology will be addressed in the Road 
Drainage and the Water Environment Chapter and views from the road for vehicle travellers will 
be addressed in the Landscape and Visual Effects Chapter     
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18 EIA Progression 


18.1.1 This Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Study has been prepared to provide information 
on the likely environmental implications of the proposals to assist Transport Scotland as the 
competent authority, to agree the scope of any environmental information required to support the 
draft Road Orders and any environmental information that may be required under The 
Environmental Impact Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999 (as amended).  


18.1.2 This Scoping Report will be circulated to statutory bodies for consideration and comment.  Other 
consultees will be informed by letter about the Scoping Report and will be provided with a copy 
on request.  Any responses will be taken into account in the environmental assessment process. 


18.1.3 The next stage is the collection of relevant data from existing sources and additional surveys 
carried out specifically for this project.  These will be used to provide a baseline for the 
assessment and development of the scheme. 


18.1.4 The findings of the EIA will be set out in the ES as required by Transport Scotland.  This 
document will be submitted in support of the statutory procedures for promotion of draft Road 
Orders and will be available for inspection by members of the public. 


18.1.5 The ES will set out the assessment process followed, the methods used for the collection of data 
and for the production and assessment of impacts.  Any assumptions made will be clearly set out 
in the ES. 


18.1.6 Within the ES a glossary of terms and abbreviations used will be included and a Non-Technical 
Summary produced, presenting the information in a form accessible to the public. The EIA 
process is designed to be capable of, and sensitive to, change throughout.  Changes that occur 
as a result of the development of the scheme design, including any mitigation measures that are 
incorporated during the EIA, will be noted. Where significant environmental effects are identified 
in the EIA process, measures to mitigate these effects will be put forward, and amendments 
made to the scheme design. 


18.1.7 Details of the consultation process followed throughout the EIA process will be set out in the ES. 
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19 Consultation Process 


19.1.1 All comments relating to the scoping report, or requests for more information should be 
addressed to  


Zoë McClelland  


Scott Wilson  


23 Chester Street 


Edinburgh  


EH3 7EN 


Tel – 0131 225 1230 


zoe.mcclelland@scottwilson.com  


19.1.2 Please if possible ensure all comments are returned by 28th February  2010 to ensure inclusion 
in the Environmental Statement.  


19.1.3 It should be noted that on publication of the Environmental Statement a Public Exhibition will be 
held and widely publicised to local residents, business and statutory and non-statutory 
consultees.   The date of the Public Exhibition has to be confirmed however if you wish to be kept 
informed please contact Zoë McClelland at the contact details provided above.   
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ride smother) is appreciated and quite a few horses and ponies will travel this road in lorries and trailers.
 
Thank you for consulting with us
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