Precognition from Bob Graham for the ‘Policy’ Session of the Dorenell Public Inquiry
Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) dated February 2010 para 8 states (amongst other things) that

1) The primary responsibility for the operation of the planning system and service is with local and national park authorities.

2) Confidence in the planning system needs to be reinforced through: the efficient and predictable preparation of plans and handling of applications; transparency in decision-making and reliable enforcement of the law and planning decisions. 
3) There should be a clear focus on the quality of outcomes, with due attention given to the sustainable use of land, good design and the protection and enhancement of the built and natural environment.

By objecting to this proposal Moray Council has clearly upheld these 3 extremely important fundamentals. 

As one works ones way through the SPP it quickly becomes apparent that there is strong emphasis all the way through this document on the need to protect and enhance the built and natural environment.

Para 14 states that 

Development plans should provide clear guidance on what will or will not be permitted and where. 

Moray Council has more than complied with this principle and having provided ‘clear guidance’ have understandably objected to an application to build a giant electricity generating plant which covers more than 20 square kilometres with 410 foot turbines which have an average tip height of 2200 feet above sea level, miles of access roads, drainage ditches, and underground cabling etc all in the middle of an Area of Great Landscape Value (ALGV) It beggars belief that the applicant has the temerity to challenge Moray Council’s policy.
Para 24 states that

Prospective applicants are required by legislation to consult communities before submitting planning applications for major and national developments. The purpose of pre-application consultation is to allow meaningful consultation to take place before development proposals are finalised and applications for planning permission are submitted.

Para 31 states that

 Effective engagement with the public can lead to better plans, better decisions and more satisfactory outcomes and can help to avoid delays in the planning process. It also improves confidence in the fairness of the planning system. 
The Scottish Government expects engagement with the public to be meaningful and to occur from the earliest stages in the planning process to enable community views to be reflected in development plans and development proposals.

Infinergy has cynically ignored the true spirit of these 2 statements. They (in the tradition of all wind farm developers) showed up in Moray with their team of ‘snake oil salesmen’, and set about buying the local people with false promises, false presentations and a bag of money. This had the desired effect of splitting the local community right down the middle. 
Para 37 states that

Decision making in the planning system should contribute to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions in line with the commitment to reduce emissions by 42% by 2020 and 80% by 2050. 
Para’s 41 and 42 make further reference to 
The need to address climate change and reduce emissions.

Moray Council have more than taken this onboard in their 2008 Local Plan (policies ER1 and ER2).
However, despite claims to the contrary, by the developer, there is absolutely no evidence that this (or any other wind farm) can make a meaningful reduction to greenhouse gas emissions. There are no records of any carbon dioxide savings associated with wind farm developments. Even the Scottish Government Consents Unit admits this (see emails from the Consents Unit). 

E.ON’s has stated that because of intermittency in supply, wind power would need 90% of any installed capacity as backup from coal and gas plants, this clearly shows that there is distinct possibility that instead of reducing our dependency on fossil fuelled generation, wind power will in fact increase it. Research shows that there is little or no evidence of any reduction in co2 emissions as a result of wind farm development anywhere in the world. Denmark and Germany are prime examples. (see the conclusions in the article by David J White on wind power in Denmark, and the Darmstadt Manifesto).Without exception there is no evidence to show that any fossil fuelled power stations have closed as a result of wind farm development. A visit to the www.bmreports.com website will quickly show why.
Interestingly Para 37 also states that
Decision making in the planning system should protect and enhance the cultural heritage, protect and enhance the natural environment, including biodiversity and the landscape, maintain, enhance and promote access to open space and recreation opportunities.
Para 140 states that

The purpose of designating a local landscape area in the development plan should be to:

• safeguard and enhance the character and quality of landscapes which are important or particularly valued locally or regionally, 

• promote understanding and awareness of the distinctive character and special qualities of local landscapes,

• safeguard and promote important settings for outdoor recreation and tourism locally.

Moray Council has met these criteria by the establishment of this Area of Great Landscape Value (AGLV)

Para 182 states that
The commitment to increase the amount of electricity generated from renewable sources is a vital part of the response to climate change. 
Once again Moray Council has responded positively and currently just 2 of the wind farms in Moray, Paul’s Hill and Rothes are numerically producing approximately 154% of Moray’s domestic needs (based on 40,000 households using 4.7MwH per annum). In other words Moray is already doing more than its share towards government targets.
Para 255 (final sentence)
When conflicts between objectives arise, decisions should be made in line with local priorities and needs as identified in the development plan.

Para 257 states that

The planning system should be judged by the extent to which it maintains and creates places where people want to live, work and spend time. This is a major challenge which will require permission for inappropriate development to be refused, conditions imposed to regulate development and agreements reached on actions to mitigate impacts on amenity, natural heritage, historic environment and communities. 
I respectfully call on the Reporter to support Moray Council’s decision to refuse this application. 
