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SUBMISSION FROM RES UK AND IRELAND LIMITED 

RES is one of the world’s leading independent renewable energy developers with 
operations across Europe, North America and Asia-Pacific.  From its Glasgow office RES 
has been developing, constructing and operating wind farms in Scotland since 1993 and 
has a growing team of over 117 staff based in the country working across a range of 
disciplines.  A British company, RES has been at the forefront of wind energy development 
for over 30 years and has developed and/or built more than 135 wind farms and solar 
parks (or more than 7.7 Gigawatts (GW) of wind capacity) worldwide.  In the UK alone, 
RES currently has more than 1,000 Megawatts (MW) of wind energy either constructed, 
under construction or consented.  In Scotland, RES has developed and/or built eleven 
wind farms with a total generation capacity of nearly 215 MW. 

RES is an influential market leader with strong environmental, engineering and commercial 
credentials and has actively engaged in supporting the development of the renewable 
energy sector in the UK and abroad. Engaging with stakeholders, statutory authorities and 
policy makers is an important part of RES’ business model both at a project and a national 
level.  We therefore welcome the opportunity to provide comments on the Scottish 
Government’s 3rd National Planning Framework (NPF3). 

RES’ comments to the Economy, Energy & Tourism Committee relating to renewable 
energy issues in NPF3 are structured as per the questions set out in the call for views. 

The use of the Core Areas Wild Land mapping produced by Scottish Natural 
Heritage (SNH) as a key tool to inform future planning for wind farm development 
and to more clearly identify areas to be protected.  

RES submitted a response to the consultation on NPF3 and SPP in July 20131 which set 
out our concerns with the use of the SNH Wild Land mapping.  In addition we submitted a 
response1 to the more recent SNH consultation on this topic in December 2013, which was 
also provided to the Scottish Government. 

RES remains very concerned that the methodology used for the mapping of ‘wild land’ is 
not sufficiently detailed and will not reflect changes to the landscape that will take, and 
have taken, place.  A study submitted by RES to the Scottish Government considered a 
sample of five Core Areas of Wild Land and found inconsistencies between the criteria 
used to identify wildness and elements located in the final Core Areas.  It was found that 
land uses that are contrary to wild land constituents, such as power lines, tracks, 
coniferous plantations, reservoirs and buildings, are present in the Core Areas but are not 
reflected in the proposed scheme of protection which suggests all Core Areas are of equal 
value.  As SNH have said in the past, ‘wildness cannot be captured and measured’: it is 
RES’ view that the mapping exercise carried out can only be considered a broad exercise 
that indicates generalities and should not dictate hard boundaries. 

Consideration of the suitability of projects should therefore not be assessed against the 
high level mapping that SNH has already undertaken, but should be assessed on a case 
by case basis to test the effects of each project on the landscape, the wild qualities of 
which can be considered at that time.  It should then fall to the determining authority to 
carry out a balancing exercise to determine if the effects are acceptable or not. 
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This scenario is not merely theoretical; RES has submitted a scoping opinion request for 
the Culachy Wind Farm in the Monadhliaths which partly falls within an area described as 
‘wild land’ despite also being within an Area of Search identified by the Highland Council.  
Our submission to SNH included detailed assessment of this proposed site which found 
that the extent of modern influence on the landscape at the site and surrounds, including 
construction of the Beauly-Denny  400kV overhead electricity line directly adjacent to it, 
strongly suggests that this area should not be considered a ‘core area of wild land’.  A 
presumption against development in this area on the basis of the SNH map would 
contradict the existing Highland Council designation for wind development and constitute a 
significant risk to this project which has the potential to contribute 75MW of highly 
productive wind power to the Scottish Government’s targets and an annual community 
benefit fund of £375,000, of which £225,000 would be directly paid to local residents’ and 
businesses’ electricity bills through our Local Electricity Discount Scheme.  

If the SNH Core Areas Wild Land 2013 Map became a tool to protect areas is would 
effectively amount to a statutory designation for the areas, even though the proper 
consultation process for designating land has not been followed.   This has the potential to 
give disproportionate weight to Core Areas given their non-designated status, resulting in 
an inflation of their importance when their character and quality are demonstrably variable, 
and otherwise acceptable development would be precluded without detailed analysis being 
considered.  

It is for this reason that RES is strongly of the opinion that the ‘Core Areas of Wild Land 
2013 Map’ should be renamed ‘Core Areas of Search for Wild Land’.   

If the Scottish Government is overly restrictive of wind farm development on higher ground 
(by mapping and protecting it as wild land), where wind speeds often allow for highly 
productive and high yield wind farms, then the projects needed for the 2020 target for 
generating 100% equivalent of electricity demand from renewables, and for maintaining 
employment opportunities in the renewables sector, may not come forward and to that end 
we urge a more proportionate approach to wild land protection as advocated above. 

The proposal to extend the boundary between settlements and areas of search for 
wind farms from 2km to 2.5km.  

RES commends the Scottish Government in the change of position implicit in the question 
above in that the separation distance between settlements and wind farms will only apply 
to areas of search to be included in local authorities’ spatial plans.  The previous wording 
in the SPP that recommended such separation distances should be applied to individual 
wind farms would have been overly restrictive on the industry and posed a significant risk 
to the attainment of the Scottish Government’s renewable energy targets. 

RES has, in its submissions to the consultation on SPP and NPF3, set out compelling 
reasons why separation distances between wind farms and settlements should not be 
fixed, but should instead be a matter for Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and 
subject to the balancing exercise by the appropriate decision-maker.  We have provided 
empirical evidence which demonstrates that no wind farms have been found to be 
unacceptable on the basis of residential amenity where there is a separation distance of 
900m or more, it is therefore unnecessarily restrictive to impose a fixed separation 
distance as previously proposed. 
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Given the above and the findings of the recent study by the University of Dundee2 RES 
does not accept that there is any justification even for a 2km separation distance 
recommended for spatial plans – the distance is arbitrary and not based on actual studies.  
For that reason we do not agree that the separation distance should be increased to 
2.5km: to do so would be to perpetuate an unsubstantiated recommendation.   As noted in 
the University of Dundee study, the proposed increase in separation distance is based on 
a rationale that a ratio increase of X in turbine height will correlate to a ratio increase of X 
in separation distance; this has not been corroborated with empirical evidence or been 
subject to proper landscape and visual assessment.  Furthermore, not all sites will use the 
largest turbines available, for instance RES’ Meikle Carewe project constructed in 2013 
used G52 turbines with a tip height of 70m.  We instead recommend that separation 
distances remain a subject for consideration in EIA and the decision-maker on a site by 
site basis. 

The settlement-wind farm separation distance for spatial plans has been the subject of 
much debate with many people misinterpreting the existing guidance as being applicable 
to individual projects rather than as aimed at local authorities for areas of search in their 
spatial plans; it is therefore paramount that the Scottish Government provide clarity on this 
issue with a policy that reflects the government’s ambitious vision for renewables and 
ensures projects are considered on their merits and not prejudged on unsubstantiated 
separation distance recommendations. 

The proposal to develop the capacity for storage of energy to be exported. 

RES welcomes the support the Scottish Government intends to give to storage capacity, 
and in particular ‘other storage technologies’ referred to at 3.29, as this is a field RES is 
actively pursuing in other countries and we consider Scotland to have considerable 
potential for such technologies in the near future.  We would note that there is significant 
scope for hydroelectric power throughout Scotland, and not just in the north and we would 
suggest that 3.29 is amended accordingly. 

RES also notes that Anaerobic Digestion (AD) is not explicitly mentioned in the NPF3 and 
we would suggest that this should form part of the Scottish Government’s strategy for low 
carbon and secure energy.  It is our view that small scale AD has the potential to be 
deployed on a wide scale which would help bring down fuel costs for homes and 
businesses (ambition set out at 3.25) as well as contribute to renewable energy targets. 

Views on the proposed national developments.  

RES supports the inclusion of enhancements to the transmission and distribution electricity 
networks as a national development (paragraphs 3.27 and 3.39).  As the Scottish 
Government recognises, these upgrades will be necessary to facilitate the level of 
renewable generation envisaged and will need government support at all levels to ensure 
renewable energy projects are not subject to lengthy delays. 

In conclusion, RES applauds the Scottish Government’s ‘clear strategic vision for 
developing renewable energy, which is reflected across other policy areas’ 3.  However, 
RES is of the view that directing wind farm development away from high ground by 
imposing excessive protection of ‘wild land’, at the same time as directing development 
away from lower ground by imposing a 2.5km settlement separation buffer, will 

                                                           
2
 University of Dundee, 2014.  Review of the 2Km separation distance between areas of search for onshore wind farms and the edges of cities, towns and 

villages.  Available from: http://www.climatexchange.org.uk/files/5313/8496/4510/CXC_Report_-_Separation_distances_for_Wind_Farms.pdf  
3
  Audit Scotland, 2013.  Renewable Energy.  Available from: http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/central/2013/nr_130912_renewable_energy.pdf  

http://www.climatexchange.org.uk/files/5313/8496/4510/CXC_Report_-_Separation_distances_for_Wind_Farms.pdf
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/central/2013/nr_130912_renewable_energy.pdf
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significantly reduce the potential for deployment of the most cost effective renewable 
technology capable of meeting Scotland’s renewable energy targets.  Such constraint at a 
time when ‘average annual increases in installed capacity need to double’ 3 fails to reflect 
the Government’s heretofore strong policy support for renewables and shall jeopardise the 
ambitious world-leading targets set.   

Should the Committee wish RES would be willing to provide additional information in 
relation to our submission if requested. 

Yours faithfully, 

Simon Peltenburg 
Head of Development – Scotland 
January 2014 


