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Water storage schemes for hydropower generation

Consultation: Improving the water environment without a significant adverse impact on renewable energy generation

Feedback form

Please use this form to respond to our consultation paper. 
We welcome your views on this consultation until 30 January 2012. You can respond by:

· printing off this form and sending it to: Hydro Consultation, Graesser House, Fodderty Way, Dingwall Business Park, Dingwall, IV15 9XB;
· emailing the form to hydro.consultation@sepa.org.uk. 
If you have any queries about any aspect of this consultation, please contact us via this email address.  

If you are happy to provide your personal details, please do so here: 

Name:      






Organisation:      
Address:      
Email:      







Contact no:      
Respondents should be aware that SEPA is subject to the provisions of the Freedom of Information (Scotland) Act 2002 and would therefore have to consider any request made to it under the Act for information relating to responses made.  

Question 1
SEPA has proposed a number of matters (points a to c) that would be considered when determining if a reduction in generation would be significant. Do you agree that these are appropriate matters to be considered in that context?

     
Question 2
SEPA has proposed that the maximum total cumulative loss of generation to deliver the benefits across the three RBMP cycles up to 2027 should be no greater than approximately 2% of the baseline figure. Do you agree that this is a proportionate impact on generation to achieve the identified measures?

     
Question 3

SEPA has proposed the use of a single baseline figure to determine the maximum reduction in the amount of hydroelectric generation at the beginning of the RBMP cycles rather than apply a different baseline for each cycle based on a common methodology. Do you agree with this approach?

     
Question 4

SEPA has proposed a methodology for calculating the baseline figure that is based upon the amount of hydroelectricity capable of being generated by Scotland’s existing hydroelectricity schemes. Do you agree with this methodology?

     
Question 5

SEPA has not proposed any means of assigning any necessary cumulative loss of generation to individual operators within and across cycles. Do you consider that SEPA should do so? If you do please provide your views on how you would wish SEPA to do so.

     
Question 6
The relative importance of the environmental benefits that may be delivered by additional mitigation is an important consideration in measuring the significance of any loss of generation; do you have a view on how SEPA should measure this? If so please provide details.

     
Question 7

SEPA has proposed indicators for use in assessing the significance of any loss of generation at a scheme level arising from additional mitigation flows required to deliver improvements to the water environment. Are there any other indicators or any alterations to the proposed indicators that you would wish SEPA to consider? If so please provide details.

     
Question 8

SEPA has proposed to use annual average electricity output as the baseline for a comparison of proposed changes as using one year’s data would not be representative of yearly fluctuation. How do you think SEPA should set annual average output? Should it be a rolling average over a set number of years or fixed based on a set number of previous years?

     
Question 9

Please let us know if you have any further points related to the consultation. If your point relates to a part of the document please cross reference the section. Please provide any additional information to support your point.

     
Thank you for responding to this consultation.
