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Function Major Projects 

 

Meeting  Beauly Community Liaison Group  

Date  16/08/22 
Time  7pm 

 
 
Alyth Substation CLG Attendees and Apologies: 
 

Attendees Representation 

Cllr David Fraser - DF Councillor and Chair of CLG 
John Stewart - JS Kilmorack Community Council 
Bill Fraser - BF  Kiltarlity Community Council 
Steve Byford - SB Kilmorack Community Council 
Lee Wilson - LW SSEN Transmission 
Lesley Dow - LD SSEN Transmission 
Rob Slaughter - RS SSEN Transmission 
Lauren Riach - LR SSEN Transmission 
Simon Hall - SH SSEN Transmission 
Matthew McKessick - MMck SSEN Transmission 
Sally Cooper - SC SSEN Transmission 

Apologies Position 
Duncan McCall - DMc SSEN Transmission 

Minutes  
 

 

 
  1. Safety Moment – SSEN T warned of blue-green algae being prevalent in water bodies. This has recently caused the death 

of 2 dogs; this is a warning of the potential dangers of taking in or being in water where the algae is present. 
2.0 Previous Meeting Notes, Outstanding Actions 
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 • Action 2 – Link re-sent, CLOSED 

• Action 3 – SSEN T informed CLG of the creation of a 3D model which will be available at the next consultation 
showing appearance, size, and scale of the proposed substations. OPEN 

• Action 4 – SSEN T confirmed a full archaeological excavation carried out to reveal an Iron Age hut circle. Analysis 
is being carried out and the report will be in the public domain together with the `finds`.  Once it is recorded the 
hut circle will be demolished, the `sister` hut on the other side of the track will be preserved.  CLOSED 

3.0 

 
3.1 Update – Bureau Veritas will be installing the single monitor, there have been delays to its` installation due to the 

challenges to co-ordinate this as people have been on holiday. Agreement that the monitor will be in place before the 
end of September. 

3.2 The community expressed concern around the initial period of 1-year of monitoring, continuing to say that the 
Redevelopment project will not be completed within this timescale. The Chair explained the lengthy noise discussions 
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held at the Planning meeting, saying the new equipment will be noise tested once commissioned.  
 
SSEN T clarified that there are two complementary sets of noise monitoring planned: 

• The first monitoring is the (soon to commence) initial year, which will use a single monitor located within the 
substation boundary to identify any trends, anomalies or changes in noise levels from the existing substation 
arrangement. 

o After the initial year, the output information will be reviewed with THC Environmental Health (EH), 
who will engage the Community for their feedback. The Chair emphasised that the community 
require assurances that their voice will be heard by EH. SSEN T explained their understanding that 
EH will liaise directly with the community. The Chair has taken the Action to speak with EH to ensure 
the community element of the CLG participate in the 2023 noise review. 

o SSEN T confirmed continued reporting on noise through the CLG moving forward, including 
information from the monitoring. 

o Whether monitoring is extended or curtailed after one year will be a mutually agreed decision, 
dependent on the information produced to that point and opinion on whether there would be value 
in extending i.e. it is providing useful data. 

o SSEN T reinforced the value of the community in keeping noise diaries (of even identifying specific 
instances of high or low noise), which could be correlated with other sources such as the monitor. 

• Separately, there will be monitoring of the post-construction noise levels, with there being no value in 
measuring noise levels to ascertain impact of the new equipment until that equipment is commissioned. At 
this point the owners of Glengarry may be asked to again accommodate a monitor. This monitoring is 
specifically associated with the new development and will be compared with the predicted levels detailed 
within the planning submission. 

3.3 The community asked whether there is an established protocol for re-setting the SVC, to save the community from 
reporting any noise? 
SSEN T stated that there was an existing process based on recalibration after maintenance periods, with the previous 
occurrence being an unfortunate consequence of a miscommunication. This has since been addressed and moving 
forward, there will be continued calibration after maintenance, plus additional calibration on a periodic basis, subject to 
ESO operating requirements for the SVC. 
The community stated noise can be heard at times of low wind and dry conditions, when the wind picks up it comes and 
goes and there is not a lot of leeway to the established baseline.   SSEN T acknowledges this and is confident that the 
Redevelopment project will contribute to lower noise levels on site. 

3.4 The community asked what the reporting process is for noise.  SSEN explained as in the last meeting that first contact 
should be made via Sally who will escalate this internally, reminding them that there is an internal Noise working group 
chaired by a director, the previous incident was addressed and closed out promptly. 

4. 

 
4.1 The Council have granted planning permission, subject to conditions. To help improve road safety SSEN T have 

committed to providing a financial contribution of £133,000 to go towards the delivery of two council-led active travel 
improvements schemes along the A862. One of these projects is enforcing a 20mph speed limit through Beauly and the 
other project is the delivery of a pedestrian and cycle route between Dunballoch and the A862.  
The community questioned this agreement, the location of the active travel improvements and why the community 
council were not involved in these agreements.  It was clarified to the community that this is a developer contribution 
required by the Council and is not community benefit which is why the community council were not involved in these 
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discussions.  SSEN T stressed that this was not a negotiation, it is a requirement of The Highland Council placed on SSEN T 
to assist with road improvements, the Council decided on the figure., the Chair also emphasised the point that this 
Condition is not a `trade-off`.  
The community thanked for the explanation saying they were not seeking to interfere with the process. 
 

4.2 The community asked (as some of the earlier conversation was missed due to lack of broadband signal) how the access 
road will lie following investigation of the round house, and will there be a retaining wall to preserve the structure?  SSEN 
T explained the sketch (Action 4) showing the location of the round house in relation to the ownership boundary. The 
existing track needs widening back towards the boundary so will cut into the round house, which is why the excavation 
and analysis have been carried out. Standard practice of cost versus benefit was assessed and it was concluded there is 
no justification for it, and it will be removed, while the `sister` round house on the other side of the track will remain. 

4.3 The community enquired whether there is additional fencing planned when works are complete and asked how wide the 
existing track will be? SSEN T believe there will not be additional fencing and will check.  The community added that any 
additional fencing would cause them concern, adding that when the quarry leaves the area, they would like this to be a 
recreational area. 

4.4 Main Works – SSEN T explained the aim of the Meet the Buyer event is to provide opportunities for local businesses.  The 
community asked about the comms plan when works commence.  SSEN T will be offering 3-month look ahead 
programmes and additional comms as and when required. 

4b. 

 
4b.1 The community again complemented SSEN T on the fencing project and for listening to and for acting on the community’s` 

original concerns about the appearance of the fencing. 
4.c  

 
i SSEN T discussed the project name change, which is to be West of Beauly – Asset Replacement Projects 

ii SSEN T summarized the challenges of these asset replacement projects, particularly in the Aigas area which has limited site 
options. Comments were made by both parties on the good turn-out and the community`s willingness to engage and 
understand SSEN T`s explanations of how the selected sites were chosen. The Chair suggested that it would be useful to 
explain at the next consultation why some sites the community wanted aren`t on SSEN T`s preferred short list. 
The community said the offer was there to engage re site locations and come up with options and their preferred option, 
the community are not in agreement that SSEN T`s preferred option is the best option. Another community member went 
on to say that they understood why SSEN T are initially required to determine the options and then share findings with the 
community and there should be a stage where feedback affects options to show that people`s views are being considered. 
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SSEN T confirmed that at the next consultation it is planned to cover how feedback has been considered and explain why 
some sites aren`t suitable. 
 

5.0 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 SSEN T explained the required 8 new schemes to meet `The Pathway to 2030`, with new substations required in the vicinity 

of existing infrastructure and the Beauly-Denny upgrades to 400kV with substation works at Fasnakyle.  The community 
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were informed that Lee will be the Development PM for the collective Beauly and the proposed new `Beauly` substation.  
Assessments are ongoing with existing substations and exploring potential new sites, efforts are being made to  get away 
from Wester Balblair. 
 The community were informed that this is very challenging work with very tight timescales. The first stage of site selection 
for all the proposed new substations us targeted to be completed during Q1 next year.   If a new site is found away from 
Wester Balblair there will be infrastructure tie-ing into the existing substation.  SSEN T continued to say that new software 
is being used for the site selection process which determines locations of overhead lines.  Funding is still required and SSEN 
T are to present programmes to Ofgem and Scottish Govt – there is a large volume of work to be done. 
The Chair commented that its good to hear on Lee`s continuity and understand SSEN T`s area of concerns and asked about 
the monetary value of these investments? 
SSEN T explained that the projects 1-4 on the above list - following land purchase, the development costs amount to approx. 
half a billion pounds. (£500m) with overall investment circa £12billion, the main driver is Scotwind.  Initial expectation was 
that Scotwind would provide 10GW power though following the leasing round this has increased and 25GW has been 
awarded to offshore developers which is driving requirements for the huge infrastructure works. 
The community commented on the magnitude of obligations on SSEN T on the transmission of power to the rest of the 
country and requested a resume/schematic showing the volume of energy that is planned compared to what is currently 
being transmitted so the public can see and get an understanding of these huge requirements. SSEN T agreed to investigate 
this with BF offering his assistance. 
 
The Chair asked how to achieve maximum employment with these projects now and beyond 2030 with the need to build 
on our engineering expertise and to have support staff such as cleaning, cooking etc and to help local companies gear up 
for this.  SSEN T suggested an item on the agenda to discuss at the next meeting.  The community and the Chair commented 
on the usefulness of this information about the works ahead and commented that the required amount of investment for 
the 8 projects puts what is ahead into some context.    

6.0 

 
 The Chair reiterated that this item has been added to the agenda, with the community at the heart of these meetings. 

6.1 The community reported that there are community concerns re Beauly Cluster site selection, they are keen for other 
options to be explored. The Chair repeated that the reasons why some sites are not on SSEN T`s short list should be 
explained at the next consultation. 

7.0 

 
 Some of the Community discussed broadband frustrations, suggesting holding face to face CLG meetings a few times each 

year. SSEN T responded that its understanding was that the community preferred online meetings and would welcome in-
person meetings and will leave it to the CLG to decide. 
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8.0 

 
 Next CLG meeting due in November and the Chair and community asked to bring this forward, so that it is held ahead of 

the next consultation and to be an in-person event.  SSEN T informed that currently trying to coordinate hall bookings 
and once dates are confirmed it will then try to set the next CLG meeting date ahead of/around these dates. 

 Additional Information   
The following may be of interest for further reading around plans going forward; 
Scottish boundaries | National Grid ESO  This info is only based on the National Grid ESO 10 year statement from 
2021 

’Pathway to 2030’ – Delivering 2030 Government targets and the transition to net zero (ssen-
transmission.co.uk) 

ScotWind - Our projects - Crown Estate Scotland   Includes more background information 

Useful information - Key statistics - by 2030 Scottish generating capacity 30-41 GW, Scottish demand 
around 6 GW, therefore 24-35 GW to be exported to England via terrestrial and marine connections. There 
is currently 8.2 GW of generation on SSEN's T network.   

Network capacity needs increasing from 8.2 GW to 30-41 GW, a five fold increase if they all come to 
fruition 
For reference, a large wind farm like Stronelairg is around 200 MW, Coire Glas pumped storage is 1.5 GW 
(1.5 GW = 1500 MW) 

Actions.  
Number Action / Update Owner Open/Closed 

1. Re-sent link re planting around substation entrance SC Closed 
2. Aim to have noise monitor in-situ before the end of Sept 2022 RS Open 

3. To request that Environmental Health ensure community involvement 
in the 2023 noise review. 

DF Open 

4. To ensure at next Asset Replacement consultations info is provided to 
the community as to why their preferred site/s are not on the SSEN T 
short list and to include an explanation as to the chosen search area. 

LW/SC Open 

5. To create a visual showing current power levels around the main nodes 
– e.g., Beauly, Spittal, Blackhillock and onwards transmission to what is 
planned for `The pathway to 2030` with the aim of helping 
communities and those non-technical understand SSEN T`s obligations.  
BF kindly offered to assist. 

BF/LW/SH Open 

6. Discussion at next meeting on how to maximise local employment and 
ensure that local companies are geared up for the work ahead – to 
include both engineering related positions and supporting roles. 

LD Open 

7. To find out whether there will be any additional fencing? 
 
ii. To confirm width of the access track 

SH/MMck Closed 
 
 
 
 

https://www.nationalgrideso.com/research-publications/etys/electricity-transmission-network-requirements/scottish-boundaries
https://www.ssen-transmission.co.uk/information-centre/pathway-to-2030-delivering-2030-government-targets-and-the-transition-to-net-zero/
https://www.ssen-transmission.co.uk/information-centre/pathway-to-2030-delivering-2030-government-targets-and-the-transition-to-net-zero/
https://www.crownestatescotland.com/our-projects/scotwind
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Open 

 


