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Sandy Knowe Wind Farm Community Liaison Group 

Meeting September 19th 2012 

Minutes 

 

Attendees: 

 

William Rae – Kirkconnel Village Pride - WR 

Andy Wright – Assistant Principal, Curriculum, Dumfries and Galloway College - AW 

Joe Ramsay – Chair, Royal Burgh of Sanquhar and District Community Council – JR 

David Hay – Secretary, Royal Burgh of Sanquhar and District Community Council – DH 

Cllr John Syme – Dumfries and Galloway Council ward member for Upper Nithsdale – JS 

Cllr Jim Dempster - Dumfries and Galloway Council ward member for Upper Nithsdale – JD 

David Easton – Chair, Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council – DE 

Sybille Trimble – Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council – ST  

Von Jackson – Secretary, New Cumnock Community Council – VJ 

Kyla Donaldson – Burcote Wind - KD 

Ian Loveridge – Burcote Wind - IL 

James Tout – Orbit Communications – JT 

 

Apologies: Robert Telfer (Kirkconnel Miners Hall); Catherine Bell (Kelloholm Primary 

School); Carol Turnbull (Dumfries and Galloway College); Cllr Andrew Wood; Cllr Gill Dykes; 

Fraser Campbell 

 

 

Minutes 

 

AW highlighted a passage in the minutes referring to sharing of costs between Dumfries and 

Galloway College and other organisations; AW clarified that D&G College did not have a 

remit to put funding towards staff wages. 

 

JS clarified that a section of woodland had not actually been handed over to Community 

Council ownership and was still owned by the Forestry Commission.  

 

 

Project update from Burcote Wind 

 

KD said the main change had been to increase turbine numbers from 27 to 30. Wind 

direction on the site was predominantly from the W rather than the SW as would be 

anticipated. As a result the turbine positions had been ‘rotated’ and as a result the Sandy 

Knowe site can accommodate an additional three turbines without an adverse impact on 

visual amenity. The nearest turbines, furthermore, were now further from the nearest homes 

and the A76 road. KD said BW had visited neighbours living within 1km of the site. 

The next round of public exhibitions was scheduled for September 26-28 in Kelloholm, New 

Cumnock and Sanquhar. 

Ornithological surveys have now been completed - nothing of concern had been picked up in 

relation to birds crossing/using the site. Equally there was no problem with bats or any 

protected species. 
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Landscape and visual impact surveys were now complete and were being written into the 

Environmental Statement that would be submitted with the planning application. 

The application submission was on track for late November. Consultation with aviation 

stakeholders would continue beyond the submission. 

 

JD asked whether BW would be seeking Community Council endorsements to submit with 

the application or whether this would happen post-submission. IL said he thought this would 

happen after the application. 

 

Feedback from forum representatives 

 

JS said that the community had recently been made aware of another wind farm proposal 

from a company called Whirlwind, which was planning three turbines near Sunnyside off the 

A76. 

 

JD said that Russell Brown MP had recently started a petition calling for a moratorium on 

wind farm applications in Dumfries and Galloway and said he thought this represented a 

general campaign against wind farms in the area. 

JD added that ward councillors for the area would not take an opinion on any wind farm 

application prior to a planning application being made as this would debar them from 

participating in any Council meetings looking at that application under the Councillors’ Code 

of Conduct. 

 

AW asked if it was up to Dumfries and Galloway Council to decide on all applications. 

 

JD explained that some applications went directly to the Scottish Government for 

determination. The Council still heard every application, but in instances where a (larger) 

application went to the Scot Gov, the Council were statutory consultees. There was also an 

appeals process for applications determined by the Council and JD said there had been 

occasions of the local decision being overturned by the Scot Gov. The Council produced a 

map in ca. 1996 showing areas the Council deemed suitable for wind farm developments, 

using a so-called “traffic light” system. The Scot Gov was now asking councils to identify 

more land in their spatial plans for onshore wind farms. 

JD added that in his opinion photomontages of wind farms did not always give a good 

representation of the reality of how the wind farm would look in the landscape. 

 

IL replied that this was why Burcote Wind used a realistic 3D modelling system to give a 

more realistic impression from anywhere in the landscape and this would be available at the 

public exhibitions upcoming. 

He added that any consented (but unbuilt) wind farms needed to be included in the 

photomontages BW provided to the Scot Gov to show cumulative impact. 

 

DE asked what the main reason for increase in number of turbines from 27 to 30 was. 

 

IL said it was to do with wind direction on the site which meant BW had had had to change 

the turbine positioning to make best use of the wind resource. This was a somewhat unusual 

situation in that it was more often the case that environmental and other constraints were 

identified by the survey work which resulted in a reduction in turbine numbers. In the case of 
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Sandy Knowe, changing the turbine positioning in fact allowed for more turbines to be 

accommodated on the site. In spite of this, the nearest turbines were now located further 

away from the A76 road and the nearest receptors (properties). 

 

Community benefit fund – priorities 

 

JD commented that Scottish and Southern Energy (SSE) had recently taken the 

administration of its wind farm community benefit funds away from the Scottish Community 

Foundation (SCF) and brought the process in-house. JD said that in his view there was 

capacity within the local community around Sandy Knowe to manage the community benefit 

fund themselves without need for a third party. JD said he was always wary of organisations 

charged with assessing the merits of an application without knowing the area/organisations 

applying for grant. 

 

AW said that from he was picking up it seemed as though the community had an opportunity 

to improve employability skills among young people, to get young people to improve their 

qualifications up to degree level and to develop entrepreneurial skills. 

The College was keen to work in partnership with the community. He acknowledged that 

funding cuts had forced the College to cut outreach centres in the past. 

 

JS said that as well as increasing opportunities for young people, he would like to see the 

growing elderly population taken into account, e.g. with a sheltered housing facility, to enable 

older people to enjoy a properly supported old age in their own community. 

 

JR said that however the community benefit fund was set up, it was important to have a 

proper ‘paper trail’ – detailed accounting/auditing to ensure transparency. 

 

JD said that he expected the Scottish Community Foundation (SCF) would charge a fee for 

their administration services and that it would probably be possible to find an accountant in 

e.g. Sanquhar who could carry out the service for a (smaller) fee. JD added this could 

potentially create local employment opportunities as a result. 

IL pointed out that the SCF’s admin fee did not come out of the community benefit fund 

(CBF), but was additional and paid by the developer. 

 

JD said that as well as projects of strategic benefit to the area, it was important to make 

smaller sums available for ‘ad hoc’ grants, which could be managed by Community Councils. 

SCF already did this, with a ‘micro grant’ system of up to £1,000 per year, but JD said it 

would be good to have greater flexibility about the amounts available to the CCs for this 

purpose. JD added that he felt the way SCF had a role in recommending how much could be 

grated to applicants appeared to him like the “tail wagging the dog”. 

 

AW asked about Dumfries and Galloway Council’s approach to community benefit. JT 

explained to him that D&G Council had brought in policy guidelines requesting that 

developers contribute 50% of the proposed community benefit to a local authority-wide ‘pot’, 

with the remaining 50% shared equally between all CCs within 15km of a wind farm site, 

regardless of topography/visual impact etc. 
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JD said that he had opposed the system from the start and had voted against it when it had 

been discussed at D&G Council. He said that the system devised was particularly unfair if 

applied in an area such as Kirkconnel and Kelloholm that suffered from deprivation and 

could make use of the full CBF proposed. JD said he thought visual impact should be the 

main criterion for determining the extent of the area eligible for community benefit. IL and JT 

said Burcote Wind strongly agreed with this principle. 

 

JD said that CBFs should be largely managed locally, but that it might on occasion be 

necessary to involve certain D&G Council departments, e.g. community development or 

education staff. However, CBF should not be regarded as a way of funding council services.  

 

JS said that he worried that D&G Council thought the area would end up with so much 

money it wouldn’t know what to do with it. But from his experience of sitting on the open cast 

coal mine benefit money board, he was adamant that many of the local organisations 

benefiting from that would not be there without that financial support. 

He said that the area was deprived and could always do with more money for education and 

training. 

 

AW said Dumfries and Galloway College was happy to sit down with the community 

representatives to help shape how education and training aspects of community benefit 

could be delivered. AW said he was used to putting together strategic plans and would be 

happy to be involved. 

 

Turning to supporting facilities used by all of the communities, JD highlighted the example of 

Sanquhar Swimming Pool, which he said was subsidised by about £250,000 per year and it 

was right to do this for a community facility that was used by people across the area. 

 

JD said there was an opportunity for “green” skills training to be funded from the community 

benefit fund and highlighted the example of an initiative run by Buccleuch Estates called the 

Queensberry Initiative, which taught land-based skills including agricultural and forestry 

skills. It was important to offer young people skills training that didn’t necessarily involve 

going to college or university. 

 

JD asked whether it would be possible for Burcote Wind to release some community benefit 

money in advance of a consent to conduct a community audit. He said that some years ago 

similar documents had been prepared for Kirkconnel and Kelloholm and Sanquhar, asking 

people what they saw as the positives and negatives about their community and available 

services. It would be necessary to ‘refresh’ this information so that the community could 

direct community benefit properly. 

 

JD also mentioned that broadband was a major issue locally. He said Dumfries and 

Galloway Council had been given money by the Scottish Government to roll out fibre-optic 

broadband and the community should perhaps put pressure on the Council to prioritise 

Upper Nithsdale. 

 

VJ said that in New Cumnock they were currently working on a youth drop in centre scheme 

at the railway station.  This was an important way of giving the young people a space in 
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which to gather, and this could enable you to ‘talk to them on their own terms’ and provide 

advice on issues. 

 

JS mentioned two examples of ongoing projects that were benefiting the wider community 

and providing opportunities for young people – a project with the Forestry Commission and 

the allotment scheme. 

JS also said that play equipment in Kirkconnel and Kelloholm was ‘dire’ and in need of an 

upgrade (he said that some funding had already been secured for this). The area also had a 

lot of open space which needed to be maintained properly to avoid fly tipping etc. 

JS said he liked the idea of some kind of sheltered accommodation complex for older 

people. He added that he also supported creating more opportunities for young people, 

including improved transport if this was preventing people going on college/university 

courses. 

 

WR said it was important to involve older people as well as providing things for the young. 

They could bring a lot of expertise/experience to projects and he cited the allotments 

scheme as an example of this. JR agreed that it was important to build more cohesion 

between the generations locally. 

 

AW said that D&G College ran partnership schemes with universities and worked very 

closely with them. As an example, he cited the new applied enterprise degree in Creative 

Industries, which had its first intake of 27 students at Crichton Campus which was being 

jointly delivered with the University of the West of Scotland (UWS). AW said it might be 

possible to, for example, ‘ring fence’ a certain number of places on courses for people from 

e.g. the Kirkconnel and Kelloholm or Sanquhar areas, funded by community benefit money. 

AW added that D&G College had a partnership with the Open University in business 

qualifications. 

 

DH said he wanted to see “jobs, jobs and more jobs” in the local area and suggested using 

community benefit money to bring a company in to take over the empty factory unit in 

Sanquhar. 

 

DE said he supported what had been said so far and also thought that each of the 

Community Councils should be able to retain a certain amount of community benefit funding 

themselves to fund small scale groups such as the local football team etc, with other funds 

set aside for bigger projects the communities could collaborate on. 

 

AOB 

n/a 

 

Next Meeting 

TBA 

 

 

 


