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Willow Wind Farm: Introductory CLG 

Meetings: Post Meeting Notes 
 

Date    Wednesday, 24th June 2015, 7-9pm  

Location  Tayinloan Village Hall, Tayinloan, PA29 6XG 

CLG Attendees Simon Wheeler (SW), Good Energy; James Ryle (JR), Good Energy; 
Emma Megaughin (EM, Chair) and Caroline Henderson (CH), Bellenden; 
Amanda Card (AC), Kintyre Recycling; Margaret Wallace (MW), Argyll 
Voluntary Action; Hugh Thomson (HT), South Knapdale Community 
Council; Christine O’Hanlon (CO), Kintyre Turbine Watch; Cllr John 
Armour (JA), Argyll and Bute Council; Cllr Anne Horn (AH), Argyll and 
Bute Council; Margaret Pratt (MP), West Kintyre Community Council; Lee 
Bastow (LB), West Kintyre Community Council; Ishbel Mackinnon (IM), 
South Kintyre Development Trust; Kyle Renton (KR), Member of Scottish 
Youth Parliament; Katie Evamy (KE), ALIEnergy; John Fryer (JF), 
Muasdale Parish Church; Patricia Johnstone (PJ), Tayinloan Village Hall. 

 
Apologies Neil McKnight (Tarbert Academy); Anne Martin (Kintyre Way); Dhonna 

McCallum (Argyll College).  

Overview 

1. Welcome and introductions 

EM welcomed both CLG members and the audience to the meeting. All CLG members then 

introduced themselves. EM indicated that all attendees were welcome to ask questions at the 

appropriate time on the agenda. 

2. Apologies for absence  
 

Apologies were noted for the following people: 

 Neil McKnight (Tarbert Academy) 

 Anne Martin (Kintyre Way)  

 Dhonna McCallum (Argyll College) 

3. Role of liaison group & terms of reference 

EM explained that the aim of the CLG is to provide a forum for discussion and a channel of 

communication between Good Energy and the members of the CLG. EM explained that 

membership of the CLG does not represent support or objection for the proposed development.  

EM then invited members to review group membership (2.1 of the Terms of Reference) and to 

indicate if they are happy with that or would like others added. EM said she appreciated it might 

take time to have a think, so happy for members to get in touch after the meeting. She indicated 
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that there was one organisation Bellenden had tried to get in contact with but lacked a phone 

number for: Transition Kintyre. Members indicated that the organisation was related to Power to 

the People Kintyre, who had also been invited, so to be left at that.  

4. Election of Chairperson 

EM moved on to the election of a chairperson. She indicated that Bellenden would chair the first 

meeting because they had been facilitating community meetings to date. EM asked if there was 

anyone who would like to put themselves forward to chair future CLG meetings. No member 

showed an interest. Through a show of hands, there was a unanimous decision that Bellenden 

should continue to chair the CLG meetings in the future. 

5. Good Energy’s project update 

The Chair then handed over to SW from Good Energy to provide background to the proposed wind 

development, the Willow Wind Farm. SW provided a background to Good Energy, saying it had 

been set up in a bid to tackle climate change, with the idea of supplying people with electricity from 

100% renewable sources. He explained Good Energy was an alternative to the ‘Big 6’, that they 

had been operating for 15 years and that they had grown in terms of customer numbers in that 

time. He said the company was based in Chippenham and that they developed both wind and solar 

farms; as well as investing in other projects and sourcing energy from 800 independent generators. 

He said Good Energy had 2 wind and 6 solar farms which were operational.  

SW then introduced the project. He said ecology and bird surveys were informing environmental 

considerations. He said the company had recently received the scoping response back from the 

Council. He explained that over the summer they would be doing investigatory work on geology, 

land conditions and noise surveys. He explained that submission of a formal planning application 

would likely be Q1 of next year.  

SW then explained how consultation was something that Good Energy takes very seriously, 

referring to their Development Charter. He explained that the first public exhibition would likely be 

in September 2015 and a second public exhibition later in the year or possibly in early 2016. He 

said wind resource still had to be measured and studied, and that Good Energy had recently 

submitted an application for a grid connection to the National Grid. He reaffirmed that the purpose 

of consultation was to help shape the proposals.  

The Chair then invited members of the CLG to ask questions if desired at this point in proceedings.  

JF asked how one would access the site. JF indicated that one way would be through Tayinloan 

and another would be through his garden.  

HT asked if the scoping application response was on Good Energy’s website. SW indicated that it 

was on the Council’s website. JR suggested the response be sent to members. It was agreed this 

be actioned.  

MP asked when Good Energy would have viewpoints ready to show the community. SW 

responded that the Council would want certain viewpoints, but that Good Energy was open to 

doing more. MP noted that there were certain viewpoints important to the community but perhaps 

less to those on the Council. SW confirmed that a number of viewpoints would be shown at the first 

public exhibition.  

HT asked if Good Energy planned to hold regular CLGs. SW indicated that the frequency of 

meetings and communication was up to the CLG membership.  
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JR remarked that he would be happy for the members to pinpoint locations on the map tonight, 

from which they would desire a viewpoint, if they desired.  

MP noted the number of applications for wind farms off the A83, saying road access could become 

an issue.  

PJ asked if Good Energy also developed solar farms. SW confirmed that they did. PJ then asked 

why wind was being looked at locally, as opposed to solar, noting there were quite a lot of wind 

farms in the area. SW responded that Good Energy was also associated with a tidal project, but 

noted that wind was the most cost efficient and reliable renewable technology at the moment. PJ 

suggested that it was maybe not always an acceptable form of electricity generation for people 

living near sites. JR indicated that Good Energy sourced a mixture of renewables and that the 

breakdown of the renewables energy mix Good Energy offers customers can be found on the 

Good Energy website. He said he would be happy to circulate such.  

IM asked the background to the site and how it came to be that Good Energy was looking to 

develop in the area when they were based in the south west of England. SW indicated that he was 

not privy to information on early discussions, as that pre-dated when he had joined Good Energy. 

JR added that Good Energy had bought power from Gigha since the community-owned windfarm 

was set up and that Good Energy had customers in the Kintyre area. He mentioned the Power 

Purchasing Agreement in place as well with the tidal project on the Sanda Sound.  

A member of the audience then asked if the site Good Energy was looking at was the same site as 

that for which an application had gone in for a wind development 15 years ago. He also asked if 

Good Energy would continue to pursue the project if the UK Government withdraws subsidies for 

onshore windfarms. SW indicated Good Energy would be keen for it to go ahead without subsidies, 

saying wind farm development was still a viable business model.  

JF commented that Good Energy really had to do something to improve the quality of life of people 

locally. He said Good Energy and the Largie Estate would be making a lot of money and that there 

was a lot that Good Energy could assist with, including improving roads, mobile phone coverage, 

building a cycle path along the A83 or working with BT to ensure broadband actually works. He 

asked if community councillors agreed. LB explained there was insufficient information at present 

to give official feedback on behalf of West Kintyre CC.  

LB indicated a preference against discussing community benefit during the CLG meetings. MP 

indicated that there are two strands, one being the planning application, and the other being 

community benefit. She said it was not acceptable to discuss community benefit concurrently with 

the planning application pending, as community benefit is not taken into account in the 

consideration of a planning application. She said it was perhaps necessary to have two different 

kinds of meeting, so people were not put off coming along to the CLG. KE commented that she felt 

in a personal capacity that community benefit will not reach every single person. She then invited 

members of the CLG to think about wider benefits, including work experience for those in S5 and 

S6, rather than simply community benefit.  

SW gave some examples of other benefits Good Energy had implemented with other 

developments, including a local tariff for homes close to a Good Energy development; and 

supporting schools with the installation of solar panels. He added that Good Energy was also in 

discussions about an outdoor learning centre related to a project. He said moving such ideas 

forward required trust and dialogue, which he hoped the CLG would provide. 
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MP commented that Freasdail offered a local electricity discount scheme to nearby residents, a 

scheme which applied to all of the developer’s developments across the UK. MP indicated that 

during the consultation on that wind farm, community benefit had not been discussed at all. She 

said she was keen for the CLG not to get side-tracked on community benefit discussions, but 

rather discuss planning considerations. She said she felt more people would come along to CLG 

meetings if community benefit was not discussed.  

LB asked how the list of those Bellenden had invited to the CLG had been arrived at. EM indicated 

that it was through research undertaken. LB suggested that it could be welcome to have members 

from Clachan as well, and potentially Muasdale. MP suggested using the local electoral roll. LB 

suggested the invitee list was perhaps not local enough. PJ said it was important for local people to 

know that their views mattered. JF wondered who else might be invited, remarking that 50% of the 

people in the community were already present. LB reiterated that she felt a closer list of local 

people should be involved.  

A member of the audience remarked that Gigha would have high levels of visibility and asked how 

Good Energy was engaging with the island community. EM explained that due to ferry times, they 

were unable to attend CLG meetings, but that separate meetings were being held with Gigha CC. 

The audience member remarked that he objected to another windfarm on the mainland. SW said 

the CLG was a forum for dialogue, and those in attendance did not need to be for or against the 

proposals.  

EM then asked people’s views of topics for future meetings. KE suggested access, while LB 

suggested visibility. MP confirmed access and visibility were both very important topics. She 

commented that she would welcome more information on visibility from Clachan, Clachan Hill and 

the roadside. LB felt there would be high visibility. KE asked if there were any visibility studies to 

date. SW said Good Energy had a very early ZTV, but said small changes in the design could have 

considerable impact on visibility.  

JF then asked if Good Energy had been to the site. SW said he had. JF commented that one could 

see Northern Ireland from the site. LB asked from which access SW had accessed the site, to 

which SW said the northern side [access route behind JF’s garden].  

JR commented that iPad technology can now allow people to see the site from all viewpoints, 

though it is not yet industry standard. MP commented that she had seen similar uses of technology 

for viewpoints in the past, saying that they help give people a handle on how a development would 

look and how it affects people in their day to day life: at home, at work, driving etc.  

MP asked if it was confirmed to be an application of 13 turbines. SW explained that had not been 

finalised as yet, nor had the height of the turbines nor the layout.  

6. Proposed consultation activities 

EM asked members for their comments on venues for the public exhibitions. She confirmed that 

one should take place in Tayinloan and another on Gigha, but asked if members would be keen to 

see a third public exhibition. LB and MP said they felt Clachan would be a good place for a third 

exhibition. KR commented that there would not be visual impact from Glenbarr. MP said it would 

be advertised, so people from surrounding areas would be able to come if they wanted. KE 

suggested putting up posters in local shops as well as doing neighbour notification. MP added that 

posters could also be put up on community noticeboards in West Kintyre, as some places had no 

shops. JA commented that he felt wider consultation was best, given that even people in 

Campbeltown would be affected by use of the A83. AH suggested personal invites to local people 
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and a general invite to those further afield. EM confirmed those in the immediate area would 

receive a newsletter. MP asked for that to be sent to all those in the surrounding area. PJ 

expressed her opinion that many on the peninsula would be affected due to roads, and that it was 

thus important to consult with them. JR said it was important to note there would be consultation 

beyond the public exhibition, and that Good Energy was happy to go out to meet people where 

they are, rather than have them come to a project-specific event etc. He added that Good Energy 

would be happy to give talks at community groups or other groups, if this would be useful. PJ 

suggested a stall at MOK. MP suggested the Seafood Festival in Tarbert, however it was noted 

this may be too soon to take a stall. JA suggested the Kintyre Agricultural Show.  

HT then stated the reason he had attended was to represent South Knapdale CC. He said that 

from the southern part of that CC, it was possible to view West Kintyre and Gigha. He said people 

came to the area to enjoy scenic views, and that people locally have started to be concerned about 

cumulative impact. He noted that the proposed Willow Wind Farm was not likely to have a lot of 

projected impact, however. He then asked for a viewpoint from the A8024. 

EM then asked what days and times were best for the public exhibitions. LB suggested 2pm – 

9pm. MP confirmed these timings. EM asked if there was a preference amongst members in terms 

of days. MP, LB and KE all said they had no preference.  

MP then asked for an indicative map which mapped out potential cumulative impact. HT asked that 

this could include wind farms both consented and built. MP commented that Clachaig Glen, 

Muasdale and Ronachan were all near the proposed development. A discussion then ensued 

regarding Stewartfield. HT confirmed that the developer might still go ahead, even though the 

project was currently on hold. CO commented that cumulative impact was now excessive. JF 

commented that the last application on the site was turned down due to concerns around local 

geese populations. CO said she felt the Scottish Government overturned too many Local Planning 

Authority refusals.  

EM then asked how best to engage with young people. KR suggested primary and secondary 

schools. KE suggested the Kintyre Youth Enquiry Service and the use of social media. JR said the 

CLG was perhaps not the best group, but that Good Energy was happy to go out and meet young 

people where they were. IM confirmed the Youth Enquiry Service would be a good port of call, as 

would the Kintyre Youth Hub.  

JF asked if Good Energy would be willing to take on young people or volunteers of all ages for 

work experience purposes. KR commented that any apprenticeships would be welcome. KE 

confirmed that work experience was important for people to boost the skills on their CV. SW 

confirmed that Good Energy would be open to such.  

7. Future meeting topics 

As topics had already been covered, EM moved the meeting on to a discussion of future meeting 

dates.  

8. Future meeting dates 

HT commented that he would welcome for the CLG to have a say on site design and layout of the 

proposed Willow Wind Farm. He requested a CLG meeting before the first round of public 

exhibitions, in order for the CLG to input into the design. KE agreed.  

9. Public questions 
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The meeting moved on to public questions. Mr David Spy asked if the proposed wind farm would 

be visible from his house. SW said Good Energy would be happy to do a viewpoint from his door 

once the design had been firmed up. MP asked if Good Energy would be coming to the public 

exhibition with the design. SW confirmed such. CO indicated that the area was one of scenic 

quality and said she felt windfarms were inappropriate. DS added that he felt land had not been 

chosen because it was less visually intrusive, but because it was ‘spare’ i.e. not with another wind 

farm proposed on it. SW acknowledged a need to find viable, acceptable projects. EM said it would 

really be the public exhibitions at which Good Energy would find out the views of local people, and 

invited the CLG to provide more suggestions on the best ways to consult people locally. LB agreed 

that it was necessary to really find out what the local community thought.  

An audience member proceeded to indicate how he used to work in the wind industry; and had 

also lived near a nuclear and a coal-fired power station. He acknowledged that there would always 

be people who objected “for some reason or another”. He urged optimal information in order for the 

public to make informed decisions, adding he would welcome a map of all consented, operational 

and possible wind farms at the first public exhibition. He then raised the fact that wind turbines did 

not always turn and thus did not always generate electricity. A conversation then ensued as to why 

turbines were sometimes shut off. KE pointed out such could be down to maintenance failures.  

10. AOB 

KR asked if the turbines would be clustered, noting it was large area of land being looked at for the 

site. SW reiterated that no decision on design had yet been finalised. PJ asked about alternative 

turbine designs, including those without “wings” – SW said others were still at an R&D stage of 

development. PJ noted these seemed to disturb the landscape less.  

JF asked the number of turbines being proposed, and if Good Energy might extend the number. JR 

confirmed 13 was the maximum number currently being looked at. JF commented that other 

developers had erected extensions to their original sites.  

KR raised the question of the effect wind developments had on tourism. He said if the public 

exhibition would be during the summer holidays, perhaps mid or late August, it would be possible 

to catch some tourists, to ascertain their thoughts. EM said often people locally would be on 

holiday at that time. JR said there was some research related to tourism and wind developments 

and that he would be happy to send on links if of interest. KR said Cruachan was a tourist 

attraction. He noted that in Inverary there were wind farms on either side of the town and that the 

tourists quite liked them. He added that he had been overseas and felt windfarms looked good, 

mentioning Norway and Denmark. He said often farmers would sell their excess onto the grid and 

to their neighbours. There was some critique of this view, but KR added that he felt these places 

were quite comparable with Scotland, as they had scenery, mountains and islands. He said people 

loved to go to windfarm sites. IM commented that she felt this was very valid, mentioning the mini-

bus tours that go to Allt Dearg near Ardrishaig. IM felt a discussion around the associated 

economic and community benefits was important, adding that Argyll and Bute Council was looking 

to create a framework for developers in order that developments helped the local community. She 

said a conversation was necessary regarding contractors to be used, local economic impact, if the 

development would bring jobs locally, and so on. She followed on, saying she did feel it was valid 

to discuss wider community benefit at the CLG. MP indicated that although she felt community 

benefit should not be discussed, she agreed that it was worth having a conversation about issues 

such as the use of local contractors.  
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A member of the audience commented that he felt the Council obtained too much money from 

community benefit. MP said it was 50% the Council was allocated. HT said he felt planning 

considerations were the most important issue. He commented that in a previous CLG, 4-5 people 

were really affected but community benefit went to the larger area and that the opinion of the latter 

group outweighed the former group. JR said Good Energy would be happy to discuss the wider 

economic impact of the proposed development.  

JF reiterated his desire that young people were involved, mentioning school leavers specifically. 

EM said she took on board the comments related to wider economic impact as a potential future 

topic of a CLG. MP then asked the date of the next meeting. EM confirmed it would be two weeks 

before the first public exhibition, but that members were very welcome to get in touch to ask any 

questions in the meantime. PJ urged a hall booking sooner rather than later to ensure desired 

dates were available. 

The meeting then closed.  

 


