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Meeting  Beauly Community Liaison Group  

Date  29th Aug 2023 

Time & Venue 7pm @ Lovat Hotel & Teams 

 

Beauly CLG Attendees and Apologies: 

 

Attendees Representation 

Cllr David Fraser Cllr and Chair of Beauly CLG 

John Stewart Kilmorack Community Council 

Steve Byford Kilmorack Community Council 

Bill Fraser Kiltarlity Community Council 

Graeme MacKay Kilmorack Community Council 

Cameron Kemp Kirkhill and Bunchrew Community Council 

Seona Fraser Beauly Community Council 

Paul Stirling Strathglass Community Council 

Duncan Fraser Kilmorack Community Council 

Lee Wilson SSEN Transmission (Teams) 

Kelly Scott SSEN Transmission (Teams) 

Greg Clarke SSEN Transmission 

Rob Slaughter SSEN Transmission (Teams) 

Sally Cooper SSEN Transmission 

Simon Johnstone SSEN Transmission 

Claire Goddard SSEN Transmission (Teams) 

Sophie Cheney SSEN Transmission 

Gillian Hurding SSEN Transmission 

Steven Miller SSEN Transmisson (Teams) 

 

 

Note of abbreviations. 

 

CLG – Community Liaison Group 

SSEN T – SSEN Transmission 

OHL – overhead lines 

GI – Ground investigation 

SO – System Operator 
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Minutes  

 

1.0 Introductions and agenda 

1.1 

 
 CLG member challenged June 2023 Meeting Notes and did not accept them.  The member previously requested a 

paragraph was changed which SSEN T had noted differently and advised the Notes are not verbatim and are a summary.  

Chair suggested and SSEN T agreed to update June Meeting Notes as requested and to re-issue. Completed Action 

SSEN T offered to record meetings going forward to have a reference back, this has been agreed going forward.  
2.0 

 
 Actions 1, 2, 6, 7,8 now Closed Additional Note – re Action 8, The Chair advised the Highland Council is setting up a working 

group to look at wildfires, to which he will part of and will update the Group. 



 

3 

3.0 

 
3.1 Action 9: CLG asked whether each new Loch Buidhe substation would not just be a substation but also have 

series of OHLs from onshore renewable generation. SSEN T explained that is correct in theory and depends on 

which Generators require a connection to the Grid and to be connected to Loch Buidhe Substation (SS) – 

these being either overhead line (OHL) or underground cable (UGC) connections. Due to the volume of power 

required to be transmitted additional infrastructure is required and a new substation to house it. 

SEEN T explained existing substation is 275/132kV and new one will be 400kV. A 400kV line will go from 

Spittal to Beauly. An additional busbar is needed at 400kV and needs to connect into existing 275kV 

connections so new transformers are going in to connect to the existing connections.  Approx. size of new 

substation as of Feb 2023 consultation booklet – 463m x 311m. 

4. 

 
4.1 

 

 

 

The CLG asked if SSEN T proposals are assessed or challenged? SSEN T explained that the Energy Supply 

Operator (ESO) and the regulator Ofgem independently assess and oversee the approval of projects. SSEN T 
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4.4 

 

 

confirmed that its` Transmission engineering teams have a series of meetings with Ofgem who review and 

assess design decisions put forward.  Both the technical and economical processes are checked by Ofgem.   

SSEN T further explained that National Grid ESO (NGESO) will become a public body and going forward will be 

called the Future System Operator (FSO), this new body will be separate from National Grid PLC and will have 

additional responsibilities – it is currently going through the legislative change.  NGESO is not currently a 

public body.  

The CLG enquired about the battery storage applications coming through in the area saying it didn’t make 
sense that SSEN T say they have no influence as to where battery storage (BS) is located. SSEN T explained it 

has nothing to do with the provision of BS which is part of the Pathway to 2030 process based on the Holistic 

Network Design (HND). SSEN T went onto say it is about enabling forecast changes in generation and demand, 

with provision of storage for surplus electricity a massive element in predicting what Transmission 

infrastructure is needed in places where it’s saved to where its required. The CLG said they find this illogical 

and not sure what the answer is, but it didn’t make sense.  

SSEN T responded that as the Transmission Owner differentiating between energy sources does not take 

place, whether it is a connection for a windfarm, hydro power station, coal generator, nuclear station, battery 

provider.  A battery operates as a customer taking power from the system and operates as Generator putting 

power back into the system. So, if battery provider wants to connect to the network, as with all other 

generators, SSEN T is obliged under its licence to provide a connection, this is a legal requirement. The System 

Owner has established system planning processes and looks at the System in its entirety, so the supply and 

demand including battery storage and pumped storage and review the amount of energy from different 

sources that is coming online.  This is all considered in the network planning processes that identify the Need 

for the Grid reinforcements that the Transmission Owners must take forward to meet the future changes in 

generation and demand. This includes System Operator factoring locations of battery storage in their network 

planning processes, SSEN T don’t define locations or where they connect to the network. As Transmission 

Owner it is obliged to provide a connection offer and if they accept connection offer SSEN connect them to a 

network notwithstanding the process to get consent for the infrastructure needed to enable the connection 

or approval from the Regulator for the expenditure. 

With regards to location of these, closest to established infrastructure is not always best. 

(For the Generator it depends on what part its closest to on the network, as there are different voltage lines, 

different substations (SS) and different transformer ratings so it might be close to a particular line  into a 

particular SS but if an upgrade is required to facilitate the additional power from the Generator it might be a 

more expensive and complicated connection than if the Generator were to locate in a different direction and 

connect into a bigger substation. This is factored into different options.) 

The CLG added if HND not required to provide location of storage, then it’s not a good design and who can 

provide the answer. 

SSEN T again reiterated that the SO (System Operator) already considers these factors in their network 

planning processes and these processes have informed this HND. Advising the CLG that the question is better 

directed towards the SO.  The CLG said the area is inundated with BS applications; the Chair interjected that 

this question should be directed to SO to find out what allowance is made for battery storage and where. 

The CLG said at the recent Kate Forbes MSP meeting, community said that Ofgem approving cheapest options 

needs to be addressed and thought that KF requested SSEN T to find way of opening of dialogue with Ofgem 

for them. The CLG stressed communities don’t want the cheapest option they want the most acceptable 

option. 
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UPDATE - On checking back Meeting Summary from KF confirmed that KF office were taking forward this 

Action to write to Ofgem, ESO and UK/Scot Govt. 

The CLG wanted to know what the situation would be if a BS generator wanted a connection which involved 

going over private land, SSEN T explained that would try to find a suitable/alternative route. There is the 

Compulsory Purchase Order option if unable to find alternative route, though SSEN T prefer not to use this 

power, preferring instead to come to an agreement.   SSEN T reiterated it does not dictate the locations for 

connection offers. 

The CLG said there is perception that SSEN T proposals are not just the cheapest but one that provides most 

profit for SSEN T and they require reassurances that communities will be provided with the best solution, 

irrespective of profit. 

SSEN T again explained that independent SO carries out the assessment of Need and the independent 

Regulator provides the approval of Need and again referred the CLG to pick this up with these bodies if they 

still question this process. SSEN T have put forward the solutions required to meet the changes in electricity 

generation and demand based on what is planned for 2030 with potentially more after this to reach net zero.   

SSEN T said they had already explained this process and shared Initial Response to Consultation in May. This is 

also on the Spittal – Beauly website,  Spittal – Loch Buidhe – Beauly 400kV Connection - SSEN Transmission 

(ssen-transmission.co.uk) 

Even though the CLG want SSEN T to explain these processes which they are trying to do, SSEN T advised 

having explained this already that there is a huge amount of info in public domain about these processes. 

The Chair stressed the need to build the trust which the communities require on the proposals being 

developed and highlighted that the meetings are very good with the open-ness of scepticism people have so 

that it can be fully discussed at these times and there`s also this opportunity with the working group with Kate 

Forbes.   

The CLG said the Scottish need already met by renewables and they don’t understand why anyone can put in 

an application for a battery farm and SSEN T is duty bound to connect whether required or not? SSEN T 

responded that in theory that is correct, obligated under licence to provide the connections, where the 

connections trigger the need to provide reinforcements SSEN T have to develop with the SO and possibly with 

other Transmisson owners the wider reinforcements, if Regulator does not approve the Need SSEN do not get 

the expenditure so the project is not built.  In the case of the 2030 HND the regulator has approved the Need 

for these projects. The power might not all be needed in Scotland today, but if Scotland is going to reach Net 

Zero it needs to decarbonise heat, transport, so the generation that is getting built and is being transported 

will go to Scottish needs as well as England and Wales.  It is an integrated GB transmission system, power will 

flow in both directions so when there is low wind output in Scotland, power will be imported from South and 

vice versa.   

SSEN T explained they are one part of this energy jigsaw and do not determine the mix or the generation 

locations.  

CLG said they wish to have a clear picture of how many windfarms, turbines etc are required to meet the 

targets, SSEN T informed them it’s difficult to answer because technology is developing so wind 

turbines/engines are getting bigger,  there`s less of them and their output is larger, their  location depends 

where the Generators decide to locate them.  These are policy decisions needed at a political level, SSEN T 

have to provide the connections irrespective of generation location and if that involves building strategic 

reinforcements to transport that power that is what has to be done. SSEN T went on to explain that there is 

movement towards Spatial planning of the system so where in theory new generation is one place, an 

https://www.ssen-transmission.co.uk/projects/project-map/spittal--loch-buidhe--beauly-400kv-connection/
https://www.ssen-transmission.co.uk/projects/project-map/spittal--loch-buidhe--beauly-400kv-connection/
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example of spatial planning is Scotwind. SSEN T are now required to develop the network infrastructure to 

enable transportation of power from this area of generation to areas of demand. 

SSEN T repeated the point that a lot of the CLG concerns re offshore wind farms etc are policy based and not 

for SSEN T to answer.  

CLG asked policy related questions such as when the wind is not blowing and then relying on nuclear power, 

nuclear being very expensive it will be very costly to provide non fossil power when wind not blowing. SSEN T 

stated as Transmission Owner it’s not its place to answer and said SO is asking what nuclear is expected to be 

built in the UK and where is it to be located, how will it affect supply/demand. The Climate Change Committee 

forecast electricity demand to increase 50% by 2035 and double by 2030.  

The CLG said the perception is that SSEN is 1 company with 1 part of the company services the other part and 

the proposals are being unilaterally decided by SSE and driven by what they can see by maximising future 

profit opportunity for SSER to connect onshore wind farms. SSENT responded they do not set these industry 

rules nor make decisions on behalf of independent SO or independent Regulator.  The process is underpinned 

by regulatory framework by UK Govt.   

5.0 

 
5.1 SSEN T stated that the reason for removing the automatic trigger is to accelerate Grid to achieve Govt targets 

and went on to explain that the formation of the CLG and the focus of it is on local projects and impacts such 

as the Beauly – Denny etc. SSEN T have never previously considered the CLG forum appropriate to share 

business strategy, not for reasons of secrecy but for reasons of not being appropriate for the CLG as the focus 

of the group is on local projects. SSEN T added that staff working at local project level are not involved in 

strategy discussions and are not party to those conversations.  

 In the above it has been explained why these policy changes have been proposed and the reason is its widely 

acknowledged that Grid and the lack of infrastructure is seen as the biggest barrier to reaching Net Zero 

targets, there is not enough infrastructure to double electricity by 2050 as told by the Climate Change 

Committee. SSEN T is asking how a quicker way can be found to get Grid on the system. This is also outlined 

by Nick Winser`s independent recommendations.  

The CLG asked to be informed of any policy changes. Community Councils (CC) said they consider applications, 

the framework is a process that exists where they have a system that lets them know it`s going to go to PLI 

allowing it to be explored in a legal environment. With the removal of a trigger then control is removed from 

CCs and the local authority and continued to say it is not playing different ballpark but playing a different 



 

7 

game. SSEN T agreed it is for the UK Govt to make any changes, they might not make these changes, it sits 

with them to decide. 

Action - Chair to feedback on the stance of The Highland Council.  The Chair stated that the CLG need to be 

informed and kept updated about legal reforms to achieve Govt ambition.  
6.0 

 
6.1 SSEN T explained that it is not a straightforward request for maps showing the energy flows etc which needs 

to be worked through.  ESO forecast supply and demand which necessitates the new infrastructure being 

taken forward.  CLG said they asked for map last April showing the energy flows currently and required in 

2030, CLG don’t feel it’s their job to find the information and they want to see proof its required. SSEN T 

provided a holding response and are trying to present this info for them in a useful way– it includes 

consideration of different technologies. 

• ACTION – SSEN T to inform when this map will be available. Update  Maps will be available end of Oct 

System planning team can provide the map comparing electricity transmission now and what is 

planned by 2030, showing the trunk network what is required around the UK/Scotland including 

ACDC. To show what’s connecting where and the volume of power and what is planned to connect at 

and the current capability limits of the existing network that’s preventing the existing network 

accommodating that power. 

SSEN T advised the CLG to read the ESO 10-year statement. This clearly shows the network requirements and 

arrows showing general direction of power south. SSEN T will show map showing 2030 network plan for 

Scotland in the type of format to the one available in this slide pack.  CLG agreed that’s what they would like 

this and the UK map sitting on top, so the CC can explain to those in the Communities who question the Need 

by seeing how and why its required. 
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7.0 

 
  

7.1 Map above shows current electricity network across GB, It is to be noted that in England /Wales 132kV 

infrastructure operated by DO`s not TO`s, which is why no black lines on England/Wales map.  As map shows, 

lots more 400kV inf in England/Wales to reflect the bigger demand and historical heavy generation assets on 

the system -e.g., coal, gas, nuclear etc.  Holding response for now.  SO and the independent Regulator would 

not have recommended or approved these if not needed.  

Post Meeting Note – please note that overall design is not just about the power flows, but also about 

the network interconnectivity. One of the key drivers for a transmission network is reliability 

(‘keeping the lights on’), so SSEN T have to design for at least any one part of the system being out of 

service at any given time (either due to planned maintenance or unplanned failure of some sort) and 

still deliver power. In practice, multiple projects / maintenance activities mean we usually have 

multiple parts of the network out at any given time, but in a carefully controlled and coordinated 

manner, with contingencies in case there was then an additional unplanned fault elsewhere. (From a 

project perspective, SSEN T are closely scrutinised on this and it is common for some design options 

to be rejected due to potential outage requirements being too onerous.) without this additional factor, 

the power flows in isolation may appear as overdesigning the network. 
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8.0 

 
9.0 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.1 

Recess   - SSEN T were asked to leave the room while the CLG conferred. 

 

Part 2 The Chair stated that the CLG meetings are not working, trust needs to be built. Going forward 

meetings need to be effective, and the Group needs the opportunity to influence,  

Chair asked to think for solutions how meetings can be more effective. 

SSEN T explained that its communications are required to be coordinated and we have an obligation to all our 

stakeholders not just the CLG, so if advance information is shared ahead of going into the public domain SSEN 

T also require trust from the Group  to respect a degree of confidentiality so as not to confuse our messaging 

or put SSEN T on the back foot, the CLG need to understand these challenges. SSEN T said that finding the 

solution for the format of meetings should be shared with the CLG, as SSEN Tand they need to know what the 

CLG is looking for to make the format of meetings work.  

Action – CLG to feed back on how they see these meetings being more effective. 

 

Community benefit – The CLG suggested any community benefit should be money spent on projects 

producing fair results and commented that putting it up front is just a bribe that will divide communities. SSEN 

T responded that the aim is to provide both community benefit and a fair project design for communities, 

stressing that SSEN Twish to work with communities during the development of these projects to achieve this 
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12 

 
12.1 

 
12.2 The CLG said previous weekend, noise heard at 2am and 3am was loud and tends to fluctuate, it was quiet the 

weekend prior. Noise still there and not as loud.  

SSEN T reiterated as explained at previous CLG meetings the point will not be reached whereby there will be 

no noise at any time.  The CLG confirmed it is occasional and roughly the same level, saying it depends on 

wind direction, if west wind noise is worse and if low cloud.  It is heard under certain meteorological 

conditions. SSEN T understand from what is said that there is less fluctuation of noise as previously heard, 

when there is less `human` noise, for example when there is less traffic it is more audible. 
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13 

 
13.1 
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13.2 

 
13.3 
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13.4 

 
14 

 
14.1 SSEN T informed the CLG that dates for these next consultation events have the potential to change due to 

design delays from Distribution colleagues. There has been programme slippage with designs and layouts 

more difficult than hoped.  It is reacting to feedback at Kilmorack by moving the proposed site away from 

road and trying to avoid ancient woodland to underneath OHL so diversion work may be required. 
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15 

15.1 
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15.2 

15.3 
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15.4 

15.5 

 
 Map showing SSEN T projects required to take forward with the Scotwind leasing round outcome, not all 

these sites will be taken forward as part of the HND process, SSEN T will try to visualise on the map requested 

by the CLG the Scotwind sites taking forward to 2030 and where they are connecting to on the onshore 

system that driving these reinforcements. 

 

Note -This is partly why a map showing power flows possibly still would not demonstrate the need as clearly 

as CLG might expect as it might be assumed everything is in service, so potentially it might look like over-

designing. 

 

 

 SSEN T want to share the information in a helpful and simple way so all can understand.  ACTION by SSEN T 
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15.6 

 
 Map above shows Ofgem approved sites to reach 2030 targets. 
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17 

  

-The CLG replayed drilling works recorded as part of the GI works at Fanellan to which SSEN T said they were 

fully aware of the noise intrusion; apologised and said they should have anticipated the noise levels and will 

be visiting properties concerned. 

-SSEN T informed the CLG that they are meeting with GI contractors and will highlight the sensitivities of the 

area around the cottages, be expected to act. Community asks re supply a contact number.  

Action to provide contact number for contractor. This has been Actioned and shared with the nearest 

residents 

 

SSEN T explained that detailed GI is only carried out on 1 site initially to verify what the geological maps tell 

us.  A vast amount is already known about the quarry. SSEN T informed the Group that feedback shows there 

is not a uniform community view on site selection and there is conflicting feedback. 

 

 Kiltarlity Community Council voting - The CLG said the Kiltarlity CC held a vote on the following 

 1. A. whether the Fanellan site is acceptable or 1b. who does not consider it acceptable? Not a single person 

out of 50 supported it. 

 2a. Whether the site at the substation (quarry) at low lying area was more acceptable? The result of this was 

not unanimous but.  

 

 

SSEN T explained that detailed ground investigation (GI) works are initially being carried out on 1 site initially 

to verifying what geological maps inform.  SSEN T informed the Group that feedback shows there is not a 

uniform community view on site selection and there is conflicting feedback. The CLG asked whether 

communities had been factored into site selection. 

SSEN T responded that community consideration is certainly part of the site selection process, adding that 

considering feedback received to date and including the technical, environment and engineering factors at 

present, Fanellan still performs as the best site option based on our initial assessments and the GI works will 

help to further inform.  If the GI inform us otherwise, then GI works will be required at different site locations 

to determine a better site.  These GI investigations are ongoing; therefore, the final site selection is still to be 

concluded. 

CLG said they do not feel this is proper consultation. SSEN T clarified that from considering feedback from the 

Stat Consultees and the public the quarry area is being investigated, various options at the quarry have been 

looked at, the option to extend the quarry, the split site which came out of the Kate Forbes meeting and the 

site west of Broallan.  This information and outcomes will be detailed in SSEN T Site selection report once its 

concluded. 
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This will be completed around Sept/Oct and SSEN T. SSEN T stressed that they are fully aware of the impacts 

that these projects have on communities and are trying to mitigate impacts, by taking on board feedback  

SSEN T explained they will not always be able to respond favourably to feedback and will need to  justify to 

communities why decisions are made with reasoning set out and stressed that they are keen to work with all 

stakeholders in the design development 

ACTION SSEN T will explain what has been concluded, which site and why it is being taken forward and why 

others are less favourable. 

SSEN T offered to present findings to Kiltarlity CC and were not taken up on this, adding that they can reflect 

on this. 

 

 

SSEN T updated the CLG of vandalism carried out on plant used for the GI works at Fanellan, explaining that it 

is a CDM area, so it is in the interest of public safety for them not to access the investigation area.   

CLG said locals use the path up in the area and access should be maintained for those who wish to use it. 

SSEN T stressed it is in the interest of public safety. 
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19 

 
19.1 

 
19.1 Fasnakyle: CLG provided feedback on visualisations and position these are taking from to ensure consistency.  

SSEN T explained that 3DW will be at the consultation event to show images from different points, and at this 

early stage the substation can be shown at different levels in terms of landscaping it’s too early in the process 

to show this in much detail and as the project design develops so will the visualisations. SSEN T will ask 3DW 

to update model to show a GIS example as well as AIS. Non-SF6 will be used if GIS is taken forward.  

The Chair said the event hours should have run for a longer duration and SSEN T agreed that the next events 

will run until 8pm. 
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20 

 
20.1 SSEN T reminded the CLG that the offer remains open to meet SSEN T senior staff in inverness/Perth. 

CLG said they wish to have dialogue with Ofgem to discuss the lowest cost requirement compared to  the 

most acceptable option and continued to say thatthe system needs to be fit for the future. Guidelines need to 

be developed so population can input on what is fit for the future. 

 

 
 

 

Outstanding Actions and Updates 

 

Number Action/Update Owner Open/Closed 

1. Noise monitoring/graphs RS Open 

2. THC Working Group - Fire management Cllr Fraser Open 

3. Feedback on THC stance re removing PI 

trigger 

Cllr Fraser Open 

4. SSEN T to inform when requested maps will 

be available. 

GC Update provided. Maps to be 

available end of Oct 

5. How CLG envision the meetings to be more 

effective 

CLG Open 

6. How SSEN T envision more meaningful 

meetings for the CLG 

SSEN T/SC In process 

7. Request that THC Environmental Health team 

ensure Community involvement in the 2023 

noise review. 

Cllr Fraser Open 

 


