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SUBMISSION FROM PETER BATTEN 

Further to emails exchanged last week with Diane Barr, herewith my comments for the 
Economy, Energy and Tourism Committee’s scrutiny of NPF3 (in MS Word for your edit 
and PDF for my records). 

I trust this written evidence will assist the Committee, but envisage that appropriate 
authorities and organisations would be better placed to provide oral evidence. 

Yours sincerely 

Peter Batten 

Comments from Mr Peter Batten 

The author moved from London to the Highlands in 2005 and values Scotland’s wild 
spaces.  While concerned about climate change and supportive of appropriate renewable 
energy developments in appropriate locations, he is unconvinced that further significant 
loss of wild land resource would be in the public interest.  Some of the detail points which 
follow are adapted from his responses to the NPF3 MIR and SPP consultations in 2013. 

The author, who is also submitting comments to the RACCE Committee on peatland 
matters, believes that: 

1. It would be preferable if, at para 1.1, NPF3 were based on a goal of sustainable 
development (as defined by Brundtland) and not the subgoal of increasing sustainable 
economic growth. 

2. The protection and development of environmental assets and ecosystem services 
should be strongly and holistically promoted within NPF3. 

3. Scotland needs an integrated spatial strategy covering, perhaps inter alia, (a) the use 
and protection of land and (b) energy management. 

4. The current draft of NPF3, which does not mention wild land, is weaker in that regard 
than NPF2.  Given the references to wild land in NPF3 MIR (April 2013), this is 
surprising. 

5. The Core Areas of Wild Land (CAWLs) identified by SNH should be adopted as a 
policy constraint, statutorily recognised in NPF3 and binding on all planning authorities, 
for development of significant infrastructure (including but not restricted to wind farms 
and energy storage facilities). 

6. If SNH’s recent consultation leads to redrafting of the CAWL map, the CAWLs 
proposed in April 2013 should be adopted unless and until superseded.  Any such 
redrafting should not delay the finalisation of NPF3 and SPP. 

7. CAWLs should be afforded protection equivalent to that for National Parks and 
National Scenic Areas, which do not have a monopoly on Scotland’s finest landscapes. 

8. Consideration should be given to extending this protection, on a selective basis, to 
Special Landscape Areas and to coastal and island wild land which falls short of the 
minimum CAWL area criterion. 
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9. The outcome of SNH’s 2012/13 consultation on revised strategic locational guidance 
for onshore wind farms should be published and integrated into NPF3. 

10. With the above caveats, proposals to develop enhanced energy storage capacity (with 
the objective of capitalising on renewable resources when available and distributing 
power in response to demand) are to be welcomed. 

11. In broad terms energy generation and storage should be placed as close as possible 
to the location of consumption, and initiatives to reduce consumption should be 
vigorously pursued. 

12. The Moffat Report on wind farms and tourism is based on research from several years 
ago which did not address current and proposed density of onshore wind installations 
or the wild land issue.  It is no longer credible, and should be abandoned or replaced. 

Mr Peter Batter 
January 2014 


