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The Scottish Government’s response (Simon Coote – Feb 3rd) still fails to address the scientific 
evidence for adverse health effects, which lie at the core of PE812. Not once has the Scottish 
Government responded to requests from Committee members that the reasons for legislation 
requiring a 200m precautionary distance from HVOTLs in Germany and now 300m clearance in 
the Netherlands (Nov 23rd 2010, col 3112) be investigated. Mr Coote merely points out that 
Condition 19 refers to visual mitigation in the Stirling area with no reference to public health – 
the same point made in our last response. Yet this petition focuses specifically on health 
concerns and Condition 19 is only relevant in the context of consulting local communities. 
Stirling Council has rejected both the mitigation proposals put forward by Scottish Power and 
their failure to consult local communities, which are extremely concerned about the health threat 
– see attachment. Furthermore no reasonable explanation has been given for the discrepancy 
between the100m clearance from properties being adhered to by Scottish & Southern Energy in 
Highland and Perth & Kinross, with no precautionary distance offered by Scottish Power in 
Stirling, where the line comes within 40m of some properties and just outwith 100m of many 
more. 
 
Scottish Power has yet to present its revised mitigation scheme to Stirling Council, which will be 
followed by a 30 day consultation period before being submitted to the Minister – something 
which will now post-date the election. 
 
New Developments: 
 
1/.The case for undergrounding the Stirling section of the Beauly to Denny line has recently 
been strengthened by the publication of the ENTSO-E Report (European Network of 
Transmission System Operators for Electricity – which includes Scottish Power and Scottish & 
Southern Energy) - attached. This report, commissioned by the European Commissioner for 
Energy – Guenther Oettinger – supports the use of the latest technology for undergrounding high 
voltage lines through sensitive areas, showing it to be affordable (5 – 10x cost of an overhead 
line), reliable and largely maintenance free. Throughout Europe legislation and the practical 
application of the precautionary principle is resulting in 100s of km of high-voltage cable being 
buried. Within the UK 32km of high-voltage line is currently being undergrounded for the 
Olympic Games, and the UK Government has commissioned reports (KEMA) and participated 
in conferences on the latest undergrounding technology in relation to new high-voltage proposals 
through Somerset and Suffolk. Undergrounding the Stirling section of the line should be set 
within this European and UK context. No one disputes that the setting of Stirling is of the highest 



landscape quality – both in natural and historical contexts and the proposed route comes in 
extremely close proximity to not just local communities, but also the University. 
 
2/. Seletun Scientific Statement calls for governments to instigate immediate new EMF safety 
guidelines following the 2010 declaration of international scientists at Seletun, Norway. The 
Scientific Panel conclusions are published in a peer-reviewed Journal, Reviews on Environmental 
Health (2010; 25:307-317), and below is a link to a video statement by Prof Olle Johansson of 
the Karolinska Institute, Sweden http://www.vimeo.com/18018440. 
 
These eminent international scientists support an exposure limit (set-back distance) of 0.1 
microtesla for new installations (high-voltage power lines), homes, schools etc (Beauly to Denny 
complies with a 100 microtesla limit). These scientists regard the ICNIRP guidelines – recently 
increased to 200 microtesla (with which the UK complies) as obsolete because they are based on 
“established” acute (short term) thermal effects as opposed to chronic (long term) biological 
effects (childhood leukaemia doubles above 0.4 microtesla and other cancers, Alzheimers etc). 
The latter are internationally acknowledged at very low exposure levels and recognised by the 
WHO/IARC as a Class 2B carcinogen. The Seletun Declaration recommends the immediate 
implementation of the precautionary principle, based not on conclusive evidence, but on 
abundant evidence of adverse biological effects.   
  
It is uncertain how many reports, peer-reviewed scientific papers, declarations etc it will take 
before the Scottish Government finally starts to review the last 6 years of peer-reviewed 
evidence and implementing the precautionary principle. In the meantime thousands of people 
will have a known, serious health threat imposed on them. I still hope – and continue to 
campaign for the voice of reason to be heard on this matter – hence my continued engagement 
with the Petitions Committee after over 6years. A resolution must be found if lives are not to be 
unnecessarily and knowingly threatened with very serious adverse health effects. Not to review 
the evidence is an extremely dangerous position for a government to adhere to. 
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