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Written submission from RES UK & 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 
all disciplines 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 RACCE Committee shall consider first the renewable energy 
issues relating to the questions set out in the call for views, and then how the draft 
NPF3 might affect renewable energy. 

 
The delivery of a sustainable rural Scotland  

With over 11,000 people already employed in the renewables sector in Scotland, this 
industry already makes a significant contribution to the national economy and has 
the potential for future growth.  It is RES’ view that appropriately sited onshore 
renewable energy projects should be promoted throughout rural Scotland to deliver a 
more sustainable rural economy and achieve wider sustainability in the form of low 
carbon energy generation.  NPF3 states an ambition that: ‘In our more remote areas, 
this [renewable generation] will bring new employment, reverse population decline 
and stimulate demand for development and services.’ 

As the most cost effective and rapidly deployable renewable energy technology, 
onshore wind clearly has the greatest potential to deliver these benefits.  RES 
considers that the proposed constraints to onshore wind in the form of buffer zones 
from settlements and exclusion of ‘wild land’ for development as proposed by NPF3 
and Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) will jeopardise the ability of NPF3 to deliver a 
sustainable rural Scotland.  We comment further on these matters below. 

Scotland’s climate change targets  

NPF3 reiterates the need for renewable energy generation to reduce carbon 
emissions and hence reduce the potential for climate change.  It is therefore 
imperative that the most readily available forms of renewable generation are 
promoted and not unnecessarily hindered.  RES considers that the newly proposed 
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constraints to onshore wind in NPF3 have the potential to prevent Scotland from 
achieving its target of 100% equivalent of renewable electricity generation by 2020, 
which in turn would result in our climate change targets being missed. 

The Policies and Proposals Set Out in the RPP2 

The language of NPF3 generally complements RPP2’s ambitions for renewable 
energy and the need to reduce carbon emissions.  However, the Scottish 
Government’s achievement of 40% equivalent of electricity generation from 
renewables risks being undermined by an excessively precautious approach to wild 
land and settlement buffers in the Draft SPP, which could result in the industry 
declining to the extent that the 2020 targets might not be met.  These risks must be 
considered alongside those presented by a currently uncertain future renewable 
energy support mechanism under Electricity Market Reform. 

NPF3 Core Areas of Wild Land Proposals and Use of SNH Mapping  

SNH has confirmed that the proposed Core Areas of Wild Land – which suggest that 
all Core Areas are of equal value - originated from desk based studies and were not 
subject to field surveys.  However, RES has provided a study1 to the Scottish 
Government that finds land uses contrary to wild land constituents (such as power 
lines, tracks, coniferous plantations, reservoirs and buildings) in the proposed Core 
Areas but not reflected in the proposed scheme of protection.  RES is therefore of 
the view that the mapping undertaken by SNH should only form a starting point for 
consideration of effects of projects on wild land: the maps should identify where wild 
land assessments are likely to be required, not where projects should be precluded 
without further consideration.  This would be achieved by changing the name from 
‘Core Areas of Wild Land’ to ‘Core Areas of Search for Wild Land’.   

We consider that this change would also result in the maps being used in a more 
dynamic manner, reflecting the evolving nature of the landscape which should be 
what is considered when determining a planning application.  It is noted that at 
present applications for onshore wind farms are already determined with reference to 
wild land assessments where appropriate. It is therefore RES’ view that the 
necessary control of onshore wind farms in relation to wild land is already available 
to decision-makers and that wild land should be a Group 3 area of spatial 
frameworks rather than Group 2. 

Furthermore, RES would like to highlight that whilst the wild land provisions of SPP 
are aimed at onshore wind farms, it is clear that wild land protection must also be 
pertinent to all other forms of development as wild land is defined by the absence of 
man-made features.  Therefore the Committee must consider whether the current 
proposed use of maps showing Core Areas of Wild Land to preclude development 
will have the potential to constrain rural sustainable development of all forms and 
undermine the objectives of NPF3. 

 

                                            
1
 Available upon request 
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The proposal to extend the boundary between settlements and areas of search 
for wind farms from 2km to 2.5km 

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. It is also clear that there is no justification even for the 2km separation 
distance currently recommended for the identification of areas of search within 
spatial plans. 

RES has 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.  As noted in a recent 
University of Dundee2 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; however 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. 

The evidence is therefore clear that the recommended 2km separation distance is 
arbitrary and not based on actual studies. For that reason RES does not agree that 
the separation distance should be increased to 2.5km: to do so would be to 
perpetuate an unsubstantiated recommendation. We instead recommend that 
separation distances remain a subject for consideration in EIA and the decision-
maker on a site by site basis so that appropriate projects can be consented and not 
precluded by an inflexible policy based on unfounded assumptions. 

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’, while at the same time 
directing development away from lower ground through the imposition of a 2.5km 
“settlement” separation buffer, will significantly reduce the potential for deployment of 
the most cost effective renewable technology with greatest potential to reduce our 
carbon emissions and promote a sustainable rural economy.  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.   
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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.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

