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Sandy Knowe Wind Farm Community Liaison Group 

Meeting November 26 2012 

Minutes 

 

Attendees: 

 

Cllr Jim Dempster (Ward councillor for Mid and Upper Nithsdale, Dumfries and Galloway 

Council) - JD 

Cllr John Syme (Ward councillor for Mid and Upper Nithsdale, Dumfries and Galloway 

Council) - JS 

Cllr Andrew Wood (Ward councillor for Mid and Upper Nithsdale, Dumfries and Galloway 

Council) - AW 

David Easton (Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council) – DE  

Sybille Trimble (Kirkconnel and Kelloholm Community Council) – ST  

David Hay (Royal Burgh of Sanquhar and District Community Council) – DH  

Von Jackson (New Cumnock Community Council) – VJ  

Paul Forbes – PF  

Fraser Campbell (Burcote Wind) – FC  

Ian Loveridge (Burcote Wind) – IL  

Amy Sutherland (Burcote Wind) – AS  

James Tout (Orbit Communications)(Chair) – JT  

Graeme Downie (Orbit Communications) – GD  

 

Apologies: Andy Wright, Joe Ramsay, William Rae 

 

 

Minutes 

 

Minutes approved as circulated. 

 

Project update from Burcote Wind 

 

IL informed that environmental statement and application are complete and submission 

expected to be made to ECDU at Scottish Government on Thursday 6 December.  The 

deadline for responses has been extended to 11 February to take account of the Christmas 

and New Year holidays. 

 

IL said addendums will be submitted after application covering cumulative impact and 

aviation issue.  

 

Feedback from forum representatives 

 

ST said there had been no formal issues raised at Kirkconnel & Kelloholm Community 

Council, although people were all aware of the project. 

 

DH said that his feeling was that if people saw potential for “jobs, jobs and more jobs” then 

anything to help would be relished but that there hadn’t been any formal mention at 

Sanquhar & District Community Council. 
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DE said that people were largely ambivalent to the project and seemed to be neither strongly 

in favour or strongly opposed. 

 

VJ said there had been little specific feedback at New Cumnock Community Council 

although people seemed receptive to the information she was able to take back from the 

CLG  She said there were now quite a few applications on the table from other developers 

as well.  She asked for information on feedback from the different events on the Sandy 

Knowe project. 

 

JT reported that there had been relatively good attendance at community events with 83% of 

feedback forms indicating support for the application, although there had been one or two 

adverse comments as well.  In particular, the 3D model used at the events had been 

particularly useful.  At New Cumnock, there wasn’t a large attendance but people had been 

well informed of the project by information in the local press and through a leaflet distributed 

in all impacted areas, including New Cumnock. 

 

DS reported that wind farm projects resulted in 3 contributions from his local surgeries since 

the last CLG meeting.  Two were concerning cumulative impact of the number of projects in 

the system, and one to do with concern over property prices.    

 

JD said there hadn’t been a large response either way about Sandy Knowe but there was a 

growing sense of concern over the number of projects being considered.   

 

JT said that it was true there were a number of applications but no way of knowing which of 

them might be consented.  As some schemes were consented this may make it less likely 

others will be due to cumulative impact. 

 

JD asked about the approved Yoken Glen project which cannot currently be built because 

grid upgrade not due until 2014.  FC said that if approved Sandy Knowe would use the same 

grid connection but there wouldn’t be any additional delay as SK wouldn’t be operational in 

advance of the upgrade. 

 

JT said that Community Benefit Funds (CBF) can act as a catalyst for economic 

regeneration, including future funding for endowment that can outlive development, but it is 

important to prepare in advance to make sure opportunities outlined and structure put in 

place otherwise valuable time is wasted.  He also emphasised the consultation with the CLG 

about CBF is an ongoing process and will continue after application is submitted.  FC agreed 

and said that Burcote Wind (BW) had already taken a lot of steps in the area and will 

promote ideas such as seed funding for businesses and skills that will sustain after wind 

farm has gone to leave a lasting legacy. 

 

Community benefit fund – priorities 

 

FC updated the group on the decision of DGC on 6 November which would require that that 

CBF  be placed in to a S.75 agreement.  He said this requirement was acceptable to ensure 

delivery of CBF but that adoption of the policy requiring half of funds to go into Regional 

Socio-Economic Fund was not. 
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JD described the history of the current policy and how it had developed over the years.  

Over a number of meetings the previous approach of voluntary agreements with developers 

had been replaced by this requirement.  He said he had stated in the open council his belief 

that the policy may not be legal and requested a second legal opinion but was denied this.  

AW said he supported the move of JD at the Council meeting for a delay to get legal advice 

but was refused as well.   

 

DH asked what action was being taken by Scottish Renewables and if they will challenge the 

policy.  FC said that it would be a developer or objector who would challenge the ruling in the 

event of the approval or rejection of a particular proposal.  FC said that the difficulty is that 

DGC’s policy ties funding to a planning application which is not for social-economic benefit 

which is in contravention of planning policy. 

 

AW asked how conditions can be attached to, hypothetically, a housing proposal.  FC said 

that it is because that is primarily a socio-economic development so, for example, a 

condition could be attached saying that if 300 houses are built then the developer also has 

to build a school.  FC continued that because most impact from a wind farm is visual, it is 

unfair of DGC to take 50%. 

 

FC said that BW had taken a lot of external advice and were of the belief that the policy is 

not enforeceable as had been demonstrated with similar policies in the Highlands and 

Aberdeenshire. 

 

VJ said that a 50/50 split had been proposed in East Ayshire as well.  FC said it was his 

understanding that was not enshrined in planning policy and was agreed after consent.  He 

said that BW believed that DGC couldn’t propose this in advance and that BW couldn’t agree 

to it because it would leave any decision, either for approval or rejection, open to Judicial 

Review by either developers or those opposed. 

 

JD raised concern that Scottish Government could impose conditions no matter the policy of 

DGC.  FC said that it was his understanding that DGC could make requests to Scottish 

Government for certain conditions but they were under no obligation to agree.   

 

FC said that some aspects of the DGC planning policy were good but BW believed that their 

CBF already met the aims of that policy.  He said that BW needed to prove this clearly to the 

Scottish Government to demonstrate that and to have a clear plan going forward that was 

agreed by the community.  FC went on to say that crucial to that was having in place 

appropriate governance, management and audit systems in order to deliver clear socio-

economic benefits to Upper Nithsdale.   

 

JS said that Kirkconnel sits in one of the areas of highest deprivation in Scotland and has 

suffered from a lack of investment from DGC over the years.  Unemployment rate is 4 times 

that of the rest of D&G and 3 times the Scottish average. 

 

DS said that it was also the case that the area lacked access to what are considered basic 

amenities such as police stations and shops which was also a factor in the deprivation of the 

area. 
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FC said BW are already meeting the DGC requirement for £5k per MW per year of 

community benefit and want to also clearly demonstrate that they can put in appropriate 

management and that there is a clear local use for that sum of money in the area. 

 

FC said that BW were working with Scottish Council Foundation (SCF) in order to provide 

the necessary management skills and knowledge but emphasised that SCF would only 

provide audit, governance and administration and would have no say in projects as long as 

they were in keeping with the aims of the established charitable trust.  FC also stated that 

the money to pay for the services of SCF would come directly from BW not from the CBF. 

 

JD asked about the different levels of funding that might be proposed. FC said that the 

structure being proposed would have broadly three levels.  First, long-term funding over the 

life of the project and beyond such as college places or creating a legacy endowment.  

Second, ad hoc projects lasting for years such as local amenities and supporting startups 

and, third, an amount to each local Community Council to spend as they wished which would 

be audited by SCF.  He said it was essential to have this type of management to convince 

Scottish Government.   

 

FC said that BW would submit an addendum to the application which would include a 

sample business plan showing projects that CBF could assist, including approximate levels 

of funding.  The aim would be to show SG the long-term vision of the local community to 

regenerate Upper Nithsdale. 

 

JD asked about the scope of projects that could conceivably be considered.  DH said his 

belief was that as long as they weren’t providing services the council was legally required to 

provide then other things would be acceptable.  FC said that even in the event that Sandy 

Knowe wasn’t approved he encouraged the community to try and use the kind of CBF model 

BW is proposing for other projects. 

 

DS mentioned local projects run by volunteers that would benefit and that they wanted to do 

more but weren’t able to get the money to enable them to do so.  FC said he hoped the CBF 

might be able to, for example, help by paying for practical help to enable to community and 

volunteers to do more for themselves, taking advantage of existing enthusiasm. 

 

JD suggested use for the fund might be to invest in training to keep existing local employers 

like Brown Brothers.   

 

VJ said that the community should be imaginative about projects that could be funded.  For 

example, recently a different community benefit fund had paid for IT equipment and 

swimming lessons for a new school that had been built in New Cumnock by the local 

authority so CBF should be considered as a way of providing these helpful “extras.” 

 

FC thank everyone for their suggestions and said more ideas are what is needed to help put 

the case to the Scottish Government.  He said BW would continue discussions with the CLG 

regularly after the application has been submitted and will be examining different ways of 

showing support of local area for the proposal such as endorsements from community 

councils and, if appropriate, a local petition.  DH said he would be happy to help with a local 

petition if needed. 
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AOB 

n/a 

 

Next Meeting 

TBA 

 

 

 


