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Dawn Sutherland

From: James MintoF
Sent: 27 October 2 :
To: devplans

Cc: David Cowie
Subject: Local Development Plan Consultaton

Dear Sirs,

Please find attached our response to the consultation on the Main Issues report for the Local Development
Plan. Itis restricted to the questions which relate to marine energy development in which the firm is
engaged.

Kind Regards,

lames Minto
Marine Developer

International Power Marine Developments Ltd
T3UK Building

Janetstown Industrial Estate

Thurso

KW14 7XF

International Power plc, registered in England with number 2366963. Registered office Senator
House, 85 Queen Victoria Street, London EC4V 4DP.

Throughout the year International Power support Crisis, Sight Savers, Queen Elizabeth Foundation
and The Koru Foundation as part of their Charitable giving policy.

Please note that neither International Power plc nor the sender accepts any responsibility for any
viruses that may be contained in this e-mail or its attachments. This message and any attachments are
confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please telephone or e-mail the sender, delete this
message and any attachment from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you must not
copy this message or attachment or disclose the contents to any other person.

This email has been scanned by Netintelligence
http://www.netintelligence.com/email
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Highland Council Local Development Plan
Response by International Power Marine Developments Ltd

27" October 2009
Caithness & North Sutherland
We think we should:

identify the key development priorities for Caithness in the Proposed Plan
put in place policies which support the growth of marine renewables in the Pentland Firth
and the facilities and industry required to support them; and

e provide updated guidance in the form of an updated Dounreay Planning Framework which
will be adopted as Supplementary Guidance.

Q.8 Do you agree with our Preferred Option? If not, please tell us why. Are there any other
alternatives that should be considered?

The Local Development Plan showld specifically reference Nationol Developments under NPF 2 # such
as the Beguly — Dounreay electricity grid reinforcements.

“The Local Development Plan must enable and support the delivery of on-shore facilities,
services and sites to ensure that this important inward investinent opportunity is capable of
being delivered (p23)”.

We welcome this statement and the inclusion of Nigg Development Master Plan (p26). We think the
Plan should also specifically reference the development of Pentland Firth ports of Scrabster and Wick.

Renewable Energy
We think we should:

e set out updated targets for energy developments of different types — these
targets will be a guide, and not a “ceiling”;

¢ identify broad areas of search where different types of renewable energy technology
developments, especially larger on-shore wind and the location of land based supporting
development for marine renewables, could take place. This will be included within
supplementary guidance;

e identify areas to be given protection from these types of development and this will also be
included within this supplementary guidance;

e set out criteria for consideration of proposals in the rest of the Highland area for these types
of development and this will also be included within this supplementary guidance;

o identify the opportunities and potential locations for any supporting infrastructure relating
to manufacturing, assembly, servicing and maintenance; and

e support smaller developments for micro-renewables.



Q.23 Do you agree with our Preferred Option? If not, please tell us why. Do you prefer the stated
alternative? Are there any other alternatives that should be considered?

We agree with upduted targets for energy development, These should be consistent with the targets
of other agencies for instance the Crown Estate’s target that 700MW of tidal energy should be
deployed in the Pentland Firth by 20207

We ogree thot broad areas of seorch for renewable energy should be carried out. We welcome the
Scottish Government’s recognition in NPF2 that “The potential of some renewable energy
technologies has o strong spatiol dimension” (parg 146). Good areas of tida! resource are only found
in certain locations therefore it is importont that the Development Plan takes account of this.
Furthermore, once the Crown Estate leasing round is settied in 2010, developers will not be permitted
to develop outwith the designated leased aregs.

We see that there is glready o robust system of SPA’s, SAC’s, 555F's, AGLY, GCR’s and an emerging
network of MPA’s through the Scottish Marine Bill. The case for any further areas to be “given
protection from these types of development” should be explicit in the Development Plan.

Although the Council’s Renewable Energy Strategy is primarily focussed on creating o spatial
planning framework for onshore wind in response to SPPS, it is important that emerging marine
energy developments are included. There should be o joined up approach between the Renewoble
Energy Stroaregy, the Coastal Development Strategy and the Scottish Governments Marine Spotial
Plans.

We strongly object to the alternative option that renewable development should only take place
“where there Is capacity in the notional grid to toke the gdditionol electrical lood”. NGET and SHETL
will only proceed o grid connection upgrade where there is an application submitted by o developer.
Developers will not be able to post the required financiol security if there Is no route to gchieving
planning consent for the development. This “chicken and egg” situation must be avoided at all costs.

We welcome the statement “'We will be working closely with the Scottish Government to ensure
that the proposals in the marine spatial planning activities fit well with the aims of our Highland
wide Local Development Plan.”

We ask for clarity on how this will be incorporated in the Development Plan particularly in regard to
ensuring that share based and littoral zone development required for marine energy is in kept in step
with offshore development.
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