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Windfarm could earn community
£37m a year – but it will cost more

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Shetland could earn £37 million a year from 
its proposed giant windfarm, according to 
revised figures in Viking Energy’s planning 
application, lodged this week. The projected 
profit from the 150-turbine complex is 
significantly greater than the £25m-£30m 
indicated previously. Shetland Charitable 
Trust alone could bank over £23m a year, 27 
per cent higher than previous estimates.

The huge potential profits could strengthen 
the financial justification for sacrificing part 
of the landscape in return for a new cash cow 
industry to replace dwindling oil revenues.

The revised figures show the four private 
Shetland businessmen from the Burradale 
windfarm, who have a five per cent stake in 
the Viking windfarm project, stand to earn 
£3m a year while £2.6m would go to the land 
owners and crofting tenants whose ground 
would be affected by turbines and roads.

Local companies could share in £8m a 
year from supplying services to the windfarm 
and a further £1m would be earned annually 
for community benefit payments, the nature 
of which is to be discussed with the Shetland 
community shortly.

While the expected profits from the 
windfarm have leapt so has the cost of 
building it, up from £552m last year to £800m 
to provide turbines, cables, roads and sub-
stations on four sites in the central Mainland, 
eventually covering 623 acres from Sella 
Ness to Weisdale. 

Viking Energy project manager Aaron 
Priest said changing market conditions, 
including a steep increase in commodity 
prices and the volatile wholesale price of oil, 
gas and electricity, had led to the rethink. 
“Combined, these fluid market conditions 
have resulted in the projected capital cost and 
returns of the revised Viking Energy project 

increasing. These figures remain estimates 
until firm contracts are prepared but the latest 
modelling supports the continuing trend of 
the project becoming increasingly viable.”

Viking Energy expects the windfarm to 
supply two billion units of electricity to the 
National Grid each year, supplying 20 per 
cent of Scotland’s domestic energy con-
sumption. It would also bring the Scottish 
government 12 per cent closer to its target of 
sourcing half the country’s energy from 
renewable sources by 2020.

The forest of matt pale grey turbines would 
produce up to 540 megaWatts and each tur-
bine would stand 145 metres in the air from 
its base to the tip of the blades at their highest 
point.

Once in operation, the business should 
create 49 permanent jobs and a further 26 
in support services, according to Viking 
Energy’s projections. The five-year con-

struction period should yield 221 jobs, 
peaking at 400 for one year.

The new information is contained in the 
40 chapters and supplementary documents of 
the environmental statement which provide 
backing evidence for the planning bid and 
were made available on Viking Energy’s 
website www.vikingenergy.co.uk on 
Wednesday. 

The mass of documentation has been 
compiled by an army of consultant firms 
engaged by the Viking Energy Partnership, 
which is a business alliance between the 
council’s charitable trust and Scottish and 
Southern Energy.

Submission of the application, nearly a 
year later than hoped, will kick off one of the 
biggest and bitterest debates in modern 
Shetland history with a deep divide already 
evident in the community from acrimonious 

(Continued on page six)

 New estimates published in planning application documents  Opponents maintain the project is too big and too expensive

New council boss wants ‘go-getter’ spirit
By NEIL RIDDELL

The son of 1970s council chief 
executive Ian Clark has been chosen 
as the successor to Morgan Goodlad 
as the top official in Shetland 
Islands Council. He immediately 
vowed to try and cultivate a “go-
getter, entrepreneurial spirit” in the 
isles.

Convener Sandy Cluness an-
noun ced at a meeting of the Full 
Council in Lerwick Town Hall on 
Wednesday morning that David 
Clark, 43, had been chosen from a 
shortlist of five candidates follow-
ing interviews and presentations 
held on Monday and Tuesday.

Mr Clark has his own Lanark-
shire-based consultancy firm, Dal-
zell Projects, which has worked 
with a number of local authorities, 
particularly in the London area, and 
boasts experience of having worked 
on several multi-million pound 
capital projects.

His father was credited with 
helping to navigate the council 
towards a favourable deal with the 
oil industry when it first arrived in 
the isles in the mid 1970s, giving 
him a legacy as a man who played 
a major role in securing a long-term 
oil fund for future generations.

Mr Clark, who is married to wife 
Maureen and has no children, told 
The Shetland Times he was 
“excited” and “thrilled” about the 

prospect of returning to the isles. 
He was educated at Bell’s Brae 
Primary School until leaving with 
his family shortly before his 11th 
birthday. He said: “I’m delighted to 
be given the opportunity and I’m 
really looking forward to making 
the move back with my wife.”

He said his father was “proud 
and excited” that he was following 
in his footsteps, but stressed that the 
people of Shetland shouldn’t look 
to the past for clues of what to 
expect. Mr Clark said: “While I’m 
very proud of what my father 
achieved, I come now on my own 
terms, as my own man who’s made 
his own way in the world – they will 
be getting Dave Clark, not Ian 
Clark.”

An individual whose own com-
pany’s website describes him as a 
“no-nonsense” character, out side of 
work he cites a strong interest in 
sailing (“working in London my 
feet haven’t touched the deck of a 
sailboat for about five years, so I’m 
looking forward to getting back into 
that again”), Scottish history, 
collecting antiques, motor sports, 
sports cars and Cuban cigars. 

If all goes well he should be in a 
position to start on 1st June, three 
days after Mr Goodlad departs the 
hot seat. After making the announ-
ce ment before a packed council 

(Continued on page five)
David Clark, son of the isles’ first council chief executive Ian, said that while he was proud of his 
father’s achievements, he would be his own man in the post.  Photo: Tom Eadie
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SIC says no to 
slaughterhouse
An appeal may be lodged after the 
full council threw out a last-ditch 
attempt to move through the 
controversial abattoir at East Voe, 
Scalloway, which has met with 
huge opposition locally.

 Full story, page 2

Bairns get to grips 
with science
The world of science and 
technology was opened up to 
school children this week with 
a fair designed to allow them to 
have fun playing with a series of 
exhibits while they learned.

 Full story, page 3

Tavish denies 
dodging the issue
MSP Tavish Scott has distanced 
himself from national media 
claims that he had been milking 
the expenses system at Holyrood 
by claiming for the mortgage on 
his Edinburgh home, arguing 
that it was a gross invasion of his 
privacy.

 Full story, page 8

Independent 
ambulance plan
A group of people hope to provide 
three extra ambulances for the 
isles in a bid to improve cover, 
with the aim of setting up a private 
service with vehicles based 
respectively in the north, south 
and west Mainland.

 Full story, page 13

Textile graduates 
display their work
A contemporary textile degree 
course at Shetland College is 
currently displaying the work of 
this year’s graduates, with a broad 
range of creativity on show.

 Review, page 17

Ness put paid to 
Delting hopes
Senior football champions Delting 
suffered an unexpected blow 
when they were knocked out of 
the Madrid Cup last Friday by 
a resurgent Ness United side at 
Boddam.

 Full story, page 56
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CUTTING 
EDGE

Last day of trading
Saturday 30th May at 2pm

Elaine, Lynsey, Diane and 
Liz wish to thank all clients 
for their business over the 

past 10 years.

● Elaine & Lynsey will be 
trading from HAIR 2000 from 

Monday 1st June, 
tel. 01595 693322

● Diane will be trading from 
JON STONE HAIR 

01595 695595

● Liz can be contacted on 
01595 840353

Deep muscle tissue 
massage and Rolf’s 
method of structural 

integration
                                         
Relief from:
● Back Pain
● Sciatic Nerve Pain
● General Stiffness Aches &  
 Pains
● Sports Injury
● Stress
● Work related issues such   
 as Repetitive Strain Injury  
 & Manual Handling

For further information or 
to book an appointment 

please contact 
LAURA POLSON:
(01595) 830 307 
or 07900181994

(Continued from front page)
exchanges which have left opponents already 
alienated from the council and Viking Energy. 
The views of the majority are unknown with 
many still undecided or even indifferent.

Some objectors speak of the rape of the 
Shetland wilderness and there has even been talk 
of direct action to sabotage the construction if 
necessary. Others accept with some reluctance it 
may be a sacrifice worth making to keep the 
community coffers healthy and able to pay for the 
services demanded by the community in the 
future.

The main opposition group is Sustainable 
Shetland, which declares it is not against 
windfarms but believes Viking Energy’s is too big 
and damaging for the landscape and too risky a 
venture for public funds. Group chairman Billy 
Fox said the debate could now begin in earnest 
following a state of limbo over the past year or 
so. He is glad that the planning process will 
prompt statutory bodies such as Scottish Natural 
Heritage and the Scottish Environmental 
Protection Agency, to enter the arena.

The group is to ratchet up its campaign locally 
and nationally with a view to harnessing what 
it believes is growing opposition. He said on 
Wednesday: “We are finding that more and 
more folk are now getting upset about it because 
I think there was a big element of the Shetland 
public that thought it wouldn’t even go to 
planning. Now that there is something tangible 
and it is going to possibly become more of a 
reality I think there is more concern going to 
come out.”

Sustainable Shetland has gathered over 2,500 
signatures on a local petition with up to 300 more 
signatures still to come in. The signatories are 
to be divided up into local and non-locals but 
Mr Fox was confident at least 95 per cent 
were local. “The whole aim of this petition is 
that it is addressed to the local councillors and 
community councillors to show the level of public 
concern.”

Once it has been presented to the council in the 
next few weeks the group will launch a second, 
separate e-petition to the Scottish Parliament 
which is intended to widen the campaign. Mr Fox 

said the protest had to become a national one 
because that was where the planning decision 
over the windfarm would be made. He maintained 
that Viking Energy was also more interested in 
shaping opinion down south than pitching the 
proposal to the people of Shetland who it will 
affect. 

The group is considering a mail drop to each 
household in Shetland with new information and 
a suggested wording for people to write letters of 
objection to the planning application.

The most commonly voiced objection is about 
the scale of the turbines and how they will intrude 
on the views of thousands of islanders and visitors 
every day for at least the next quarter of a century. 
Viking Energy’s environmental impact assess-
ment for visual impact of the turbines concludes 
that “the majority of significant effects” would 
occur within 9.3 miles (15 kilometres) of the 
windfarm.

The issue is highlighted in communities like 
Aith and Brae where people whose houses face 
west will not see the turbines all day but those on 
the opposite side will face onto them. When 

Opposition group plans to step

In Brief

Seaman’s ‘stupor’
A man who fell into a “drunken 
stupor” while navigating a 
boat escaped prison when he 
appeared at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
yesterday.

Tobjorn Riise, 37, of 
Undirhoul, Scalloway, pleaded 
guilty to culpably and recklessly 
navigating the Joanne B while 
drunk between Blacksness Pier 
and Trondra, endangering his 
own life and posing a danger 
to maritime traffic using the 
approaches to Scalloway Harbour.

Procurator fiscal Duncan 
MacKenzie said that Riise, who 
worked on a salmon farm and 
skippered the 38ft work boat, had 
been drinking heavily the previous 
evening, from tea-time until the 
early hours of the morning, before 
going to work at Blackness Pier at 
6.30am on 12th October.

Some time after 7am the boat 
was “steaming on its own” going 
out into open water with no auto-
pilot and Riise unaware of what 
was going on. Eventually the boat 
ran aground at Trondra with the 
engine running and the propeller 
forcing it onto rocks.

The incident was seen by two 
people who thought the skipper 
had gone overboard and told 
the coastguard. The two people 
headed out in their own vessel to 
assist and found Riise pacing in 
the wheelhouse. They took him 
to the shore where they were met 
by the coastguard. Police arrested 
Riise shortly afterwards.

Defence solicitor Neil 
McRobert said Riise had been in 
the industry long enough to realise 
the seriousness of the incident.

Riise had offered his 
resignation to his employer, which 
had been immediately accepted. 
He had “lost everything” as he had 
not worked since. Mr McRobert 
asked for Riise to be allowed his 
liberty, because although he had 
two drink-driving offences, the 
last had been in 2002 and Riise 
had not offended since then.

Sheriff Graeme Napier said a 
message had to be sent to people 
in charge of vessels that drinking 
and vessels do not mix. He said 
Riise could have collided with 
anyone and said it was a “major 
issue” and he should be under “no 
illusions about how seriously I 
take this”.

The sheriff said he had 
previously sent the master of 
a vessel, albeit a larger one, to 
prison for a similar offence.

However, taking into account 
Riise’s circumstances he placed 
him on probation for 12 months 
and ordered him to carry out 
200 hours of unpaid work. Riise 
will also be tagged and placed 
on a curfew for six months, the 
first three months of which will 
prevent him going out any night 
and thereafter just at weekends.

Riise pleaded not guilty to 
two further charges of assaulting 
a police officer and failing to 
provide a specimen of breath, both 
on 12th October, and these pleas 
were accepted.

Theft charges
Three women have been charged 
with twice breaking into the 
Mossbank Shop and stealing 
goods and money and once 
attempting to gain entry. 

Two of the women appeared 

at Lerwick Sheriff Court on 
Wednesday – Laura Nelson, 22, 
and Rachael Holmes, 28, both of 
the same address in Burgadale, 
Brae. They pleaded not guilty.

The third woman, Sandra 
Grant, 28, of Ockragarth, Brae, 
failed to appear and a warrant was 
issued for her arrest.

The women are charged with 
breaking into the shop on 16th 
March and stealing 75 packets of 
cigarettes, four bottles of spirits, 
food and £650 cash.

They are also charged with 
breaking in again on 5th April and 
stealing 147 packs of cigarettes, 
32 packs of rolling tobacco, 
lighters and cigarette papers, four 
bottles of spirits, one bottle of 
wine, cleaning agents, toiletries, 
food, electricity meter tokens 
worth £750 and £190 cash.

They are further charged with 
attempting to remove a wire 
grille from the external door and 
a wooden panel that would have 
afforded access to the shop on 
11th May. In addition Nelson is 
charged with breach of the peace 
on 11th May.

The women will go to an 
intermediate diet on 29th July and 
to trial on 22nd August.

Man had heroin
A man who was found in 
possession of heroin and also 
admitted two driving offences 
appeared at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
yesterday. 

The court heard that Alwyn 
Cheyne, 27, of Hoofields, 
Lerwick, had been searched 
by police who found four 
underweight score wraps 
weighing 0.5 grammes, with 
a total value of £50, on him at 
Sandveien on 19th February.

His two driving offences 
comprised driving at Gulberwick 
without L plates and without a 
qualified driver on 31st January, 
and driving between Gulberwick 
and the Black Gaet without 
insurance on the same day.

Sheriff Graeme Napier said 
he would fine Cheyne £70 for 
the first driving offence, £250 
for the second, for which he also 
disqualified him for six months, 
and £350 for possession of heroin, 
an offence of which he took a 
“serious view”.

However, he said that as 
Cheyne had no money, and 
already had two outstanding 
fines, there was no prospect of his 
paying this fine, so he imposed 
80 hours of supervised attendance 
order instead. He warned Cheyne 
that if he failed to carry it out he 
would face imprisonment.

Sentence deferred
A man who had admitted 
possessing an amount of heroin 
so small as to be “unweighable” 
appeared at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
yesterday.

The court heard that Angus 
Williamson, 45, of Nordavatn, 
Lerwick, had appeared nervous 
when stopped by police in South 
Road on 7th September. They 
found a tin foil wrap containing 
an extremely minimal quantity of 
heroin in his pocket.

Defence solicitor Tommy Allan 
said Williamson had struggled 
with drink but was now keeping it 
under control and heroin was not a 
feature of his life.

Sheriff Graeme Napier 
deferred sentence for six months 
for Williamson to be of good 
behaviour.

Windfarm may take half its
carbon dioxide emissions

By JOHN ROBERTSON
The windfarm could take more than 
half its lifespan to pay back the 
carbon pollution it causes if more 
peat bog becomes dried out during 
its construction and operation 
than the developers expect. Viking 
Energy has come up with a worst-
case scenario of 14.9 years to 
pay back the carbon dioxide 
emissions resulting from 25 years in 
operation. 

The scenario has emerged be-
cause Viking Energy is not confident 
about the so-called floating roads 
over deep peat in the hills which it 
would build on top of a plastic 
membrane instead of digging down 
to hard rock. It is considered “highly 
likely” roads will sink over time and 
require drainage ditches, greatly 
increasing the amount of peat which 
would dry out. Roads cut into the 
hill could also lower the groundwater 
level, increasing peat erosion. 

The uncertainty means Viking 
Energy cannot predict whether it 
will take as little as 2.3 years to pay 
back the carbon or up to 14.9 years. 
In its environmental statement it 
deduces from its study results that 
the most likely payback time will be 
3.7 years. It concluded: “The results 
indicate that it is crucial that the peat 
bogs on site are disturbed as little as 
possible to prevent extensive loss of 
peat.” 

The chairman of Sustainable 
Shetland, Billy Fox, said it was a 
major concern for objectors. “The 
jury is seriously out on whether or 
not we should be building windfarms 
on peat. There is a huge body 
of scientific opinion globally now 
that says we should not be touching 
it.”

The average depth of peat across 
the proposed windfarm site is around 
1.5 metres but it reaches up to six 
metres deep in places. The floating 
road technique would be used for 

stretches of over 75 metres where 
the peat is more than one metre deep, 
which could amount to 53 miles of 
the total of 73 miles of new roads 
required for the turbines.

One plan for preserving the vast 
quantities of peat which will have to 
be excavated is to remove it in large 
clumps to prevent it drying out and 
releasing carbon then reinstating it 
again as soon as possible.

However, because of the amount 
of erosion and drying out of the peat 
that is already taking place on the 
hills, Viking Energy has said that 
more carbon could be released 
naturally if the windfarm is not built 
because the partnership intends 
carrying out a range of measures to 
preserve the moor.

The environmental statement 
concludes: “The overall effect of the 
Viking windfarm on climate change 
is determined to be beneficial for the 
best and intermediate scenarios and 
neutral for the worst case scenario. 
Overall ... it would reduce carbon 
dioxide emissions associated with 
electricity generation in Scotland by 
between 2.8 per cent and 6.3 per 
cent and in the UK by between 
0.29 per cent and 0.65 per cent 
respectively.”

Campaigners against the Viking 
proposal have also warned about the 
dangers of a catastrophic peat slide. 
Viking Energy said it had avoided 
areas of deepest peat or risk of peat 
slide and it has had 54 “locations of 
concern” assessed. It considers a 
peat slide due to windfarm con-
struction “unlikely” but the impact 
of one happening would be signifi-
cant due to the high sensitivity of the 
soil and watercourses.

Where there is considered a 
potential risk of peat slide Viking 
Energy pledges to have measures 
put in place to reduce the danger “to 
an acceptable level”. 

As well as the 150 turbines, three 

substations will have to be built to 
step up voltage from 33 kilovolts to 
132kv. They are proposed for Wester 
Scord, near Voe; Moo Field in the 
Nesting hills; and at Upper Kergord, 
which will be part of a large central 
converter station joined to the 
underwater cable from the head of 
Weisdale Voe to Scotland.

Electricity from the substations in 
Delting will be taken to the Kergord 
converter station by wooden poles 
whereas the power from Nesting 
will travel by underground cable to 
Kergord.

The converter station and the 
high-voltage direct current seabed 
cable are separate projects to the 
windfarm with their own planning 
applications and environmental im-
pact assessments, although without 
either the windfarm could not go 
ahead. Equally, the cable would not 
be economically justifiable if there 
was to be no windfarm to produce 
power to send through it. 

The windfarm is likely to cost 
£40m a year to run plus £65m a year 
in charges paid for transmitting the 
power down south.

As well as the network of roads 
in the hills to build and service the 
turbines, improvements will be 
needed to existing public roads, 
which will be paid for by the Viking 
Energy Partnership. These will 
include improving road junctions at 
Firth, Voe and Sand Water to enable 
abnormally long loads to navigate 
the corners. The turbine nacelles and 
other heavy components will be 
imported to Sullom Voe and Sella 
Ness. 

The construction is expected to 
pump £70m into the Shetland 
economy alone over its five years 
with the first four spent preparing 
the sites and roads and the final 
year for erecting the turbines. VEP 
estimates on average 221 workers 
will be needed in Shetland during 

each year of building the giant 
complex, bringing in £5m a year in 
wages, although workers will be 
recruited from outside Shetland as 
required. The peak workforce will 
be over 400 for the third year and 
may require an accommodation 
barge to be brought in to house 
them.

Little or none of the turbine 
manufacture will take place in 
Shetland with the construction jobs 
limited to labouring, road building, 
civil engineering sub-contract 
work, accommodation and other 
services. 

During the construction period 
eight compounds will be needed of 
around 100 square metres each to 
provide offices, workers’ canteens, 
toilets plus areas for mixing concrete 
and keeping materials and equip-
ment. Three of the compounds are 
proposed for Delting, the biggest 
being at Sella Ness to include a 
laydown area where turbines and 
their gigantic blades will be brought 
ashore from ships at Sullom Voe and 
stored along with other farm 
components.

The other seven compounds are 
at Houb, Scatsta; Fili Field, near 
Brae; Susetter Hill; Hamarigrind 
Scord, Nesting (one on either side of 
the road); one across the main road 
from Sand Water; and Scord of 
Sound near Kergord.

Concrete mixing for the turbine 
foundations will be done on the 
windfarm sites using water from 
lochs and burns to avoid heavy 
ready-mix lorries hammering up and 
down the public roads.

The environmental statement 
envisages no major damage to tour-
ism and recreation although some 
income could be lost. A moderate 
impact is expected on visitors’ per-
ceptions of the landscape character 
and visual amenity during construc-
tion and, during operation, the 

How the proposed windfarm would look from Brae ...
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McTIMONEY CHIROPRACTIC
NOW AT

CRYSTAL CLEAR HOLISTIC 
07825 338768

STUART BROCK is here
Saturday, 30th & Sunday, 31st May 

For appointments contact
01856 878444 or 07731 891658

GIANT BIGwindfarm numbers

£800m price tag to build over a 
period of at least five years.

 £37mincome to the Shetland community 
each year including £23m for 
Shetland Charitable Trust.

£3m a year for the four private investors 
from Shetland Aerogenerators who 
would own five per cent of the project.

 221jobs a year in Shetland during 
construction.

150 turbines of 3.6 MegaWatts each in 
four quadrants referred to as Delting, 
Collafirth, Nesting and Kergord.

 145metres is the height from the ground to 
the tip of each rotor blade at its highest 
point. 

700 cubic metres of concrete poured into 
each of the 22-square metre bases for 
the turbines and set 1.5 metres into the 
hillside.

 11permanent wind monitoring masts will be 
erected of up to 90 metres in height to ensure 
the windfarm is efficient.

3 substations to step up voltage from 33 kilovolts 
to 132kv at Wester Scord, near Voe; Moo Field 
in the Nesting hills and at Upper Kergord, which 
will be part of a large central converter station 
joined to the underwater cable from the head of 
Weisdale Voe to Scotland.

 73miles of new 6-12 metre wide roads which, in 
areas of deep peat, will be so-called floating 
roads built on top of a geotextile membrane.

8 construction compounds of around 100 square 
metres each needed during construction to 
provide offices, workers’ canteens, toilets plus 
areas for mixing concrete and keeping materials 
and equipment. 

 14quarries or borrow pits needed to avoid 
trucking in stone over public roads. They will 
be reinstated afterwards. 

travelling on the roads, the majority of significant 
visual impacts would be from within 3.1 miles of 
the edge of the windfarm. Of course, the main 
road between the north and Lerwick runs right 
through the middle of the proposed turbines from 
one end to the other.

A period of public consultation by the planning 
authorities will follow today’s submission of the 
application, which will then be considered by the 
SIC at the behest of the Scottish government’s 
energy consents unit, which is currently assessing 
23 applications for windfarms.  

It could be up to two years before the planning 
application is decided upon by the Scottish energy 
minister if a public inquiry is triggered by 
opposition to the plans. If not, a decision should 
come next year, allowing construction to start in 
2011 and finish in 2016 when the windfarm 
would become fully operational. 

The SIC, as well as passing its view to the 
minister, will also have to give the go-ahead to 
raising the estimated £360m the community will 
have to put up from its own funds and borrowings 
from private investors to match the finance 

required of Scottish and Southern and the 
Shetland businessmen.

The project cannot go ahead without an elec-
trical connection cable to the Scottish mainland. 
Scottish and Southern Energy’s trans mission 
network operating division (SHETL) will submit 
proposals for a 600MW sub-sea connector 
between Shetland and Portgordon, near Buckie, 
over the coming months. It is also dependent on 
planning permission being granted for the large 
power converter station in Upper Kergord. 

Viking Energy chairman Bill Manson said the 
SIC had become involved in the project early on 
when it realised a number of energy companies 
were interested in siting a large windfarm in the 
islands.  He said: “We have been able to ensure 
the interests of local residents are central to the 
development proposals and that the community 
will benefit economically to an extent unseen 
before.

“Just as we have great oil reserves, Shetland 
has an unrivalled wind resource and it makes 
sense that it should be harnessed to the benefit of 
those living here.” 

Scottish and Southern’s chief executive Ian 
Marchant said: “I hope the people of Shetland 
will embrace the unique opportunity they 
have to share in the potential this project has to 
offer.”

The Scottish government has said it will not 
approve projects “anywhere and at any price to 
the environment” but Sustainable Shetland does 
not feel reassured by that stance. Mr Fox said: 
“We do feel that the political agenda in Holyrood 
is very much to see this planning consent going 
ahead.”

If consent is gained Mr Fox questioned how 
the charitable trust could find £360m to fund its 
share of the £800m project cost, raising fears of 
the community interest and control being sold off 
to an outside business. “If they get [consent] and 
they can’t invest in it are they going to be silly 
enough to try and make a go of it and take the 
financial risk or are they going to sell it off to the 
highest bidder in which case the community 
element would disappear either wholly or in 
part?”

Editorial comment, p.9

up campaign with mail drops
John Holden from the SIC’s planning services receives the packages from Viking Energy.  Photo: Gary Sandison.

... and the view from Sae Water towards North Nesting.

25-year lifespan to pay off 
caused by its construction

visibility of the turbines will lead to 
a loss of landscape value and visual 
amenity.

“The effects of these impacts 
could lead to a loss of tourist income 
in Shetland as well as a loss of 
recreational amenity to the local 
residents. The creation of recre-
ational amenity by increased access 
provision was perceived to have a 
positive impact.”

Viking Energy is undertaking to 
promote Shetland as a sustainable 
community and green energy tourist 
destination. It will also develop 

walk ing routes and mountain biking 
routes as well as encouraging public 
access on the new roads and organis-
ing tours. 

There has been controversy 
across the world about bird deaths 
from windfarms, particularly from 
flying into turbine rotors. During the 
investigation stage for the Viking 
project, Viking Energy moved tur-
bine sites to help provide flightpaths 
for bird colonies. Its studies now 
conclude “non-significant long-term 
adverse effects of negligible or low 
magnitude on all species except 

whimbrel”. It is estimated that about 
10 whimbrel will die in the rotors 
each year and there are only about 
40 breeding pairs in or near the 
windfarm site, which represent 
7.5 per cent of the UK breeding 
population.

Among other issues considered in 
the statement published this week 
are the effects on television signals. 
With the analogue switchover taking 
place in 2010/11, only the digital 
signal which will be of concern, 
which is stronger and less prone to 
interference. Viking Energy accepts 

there will still potentially be issues 
and it has committed itself to 
monitoring reception and sorting out 
problems, perhaps by improving 
digital reception equipment. Noise 
from the working windfarm is not 
expected to be an issue.

After 25 years if there is no 
extension to planning permission 
the windfarm will be decommis-
sioned. All the bits above ground 
would be removed but the founda-
tions, roads and buried cables would 
be left in place to avoid more 
disturbance to the environment.

Europe’s largest 
windfarm opens
Viking Energy lodging its planning application on Wednesday was 
somewhat overshadowed by the opening the same day of Europe’s largest 
onshore wind farm in the Central Belt of Scotland.

Scottish Power’s 140-turbine windfarm at Whitelee, 10 miles from 
Glasgow, has cost £300 million and employed over 500 people in its 
construction. 

First Minister Alex Salmond announced that permission had now been 
granted to extend the windfarm from 322 MegaWatt to 452 MW capacity. 
The aim within a few years is to expand to 600 MW capacity, bigger than 
Viking’s 540MW proposal. 

Mr Salmond said the Scottish government had now approved 
22 renewable energy projects since it came to power in May 
2007 and is currently considering 23 windfarms and five hydro 
projects. 

Scotland now has almost six gigaWatts of renewables capacity installed, 
consented or under construction. 

Meanwhile, the Western Isles Council has granted planning permission 
for the first community wind turbine in Lewis. Income from the Horshader 
Community Development’s 900 kiloWatt turbine on the west side of the 
island will go towards helping fuel poverty in the area, providing 
affordable housing and housing plots, especially for young families, and 
laying on essential transport.
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Brussels in spring. What could be 
nicer? It’s certainly better than those 
dark, damp days in December wait-
ing for the latest terrible pronounce-
ment from the fisheries ministers 
over the deal they have patched 
together which achieves nothing.

On Monday I arranged to meet 
three separate European Commission 
departments to pursue a variety of 
Shetland and national issues.

I met Neelie Kroes, the Com-
petition Commissioner responsible 
for fair competition across Europe, 
whether it be the price of cars, 
mobile phone charges, airline mono-
polies or first time fishermen’s 
grants in Shetland. In other words 
she is the State Aid lady.

There is somewhat of a difference, 
I suggested, between allowing 
nation al governments such as the 
UK to invest billion into failing 
banks and stopping a grant to a small 
business in Shetland.

She agreed. “Ah but Mr Scott, the 
issue is for you.” Not me personally, 
but the member state and in this case 
that means Edinburgh.

The EC state aid rules have a 
num ber of categories. If an applica-
tion for grant assistance can fit into 
the category it will be fine. Every 
other part of Europe bends over 
back wards to use these rules 
creatively to help business and local 
authorities get things done. It’s what 
we need to do as well. 

The UK Government has put 
billions of taxpayers’ money into 
RBS and the Lloyds TSB. But what 
we the customer face is less banking 
competition. At some stage towns 
across Scotland, including Lerwick, 
will lose either their TSB or Bank 
of Scotland. So, as one goes, there is 
less competition.

Does this matter? Well for small 
Shetland businesses, mortgage pay-
ers or individual customers it’s one 
less place to get financial services.

Will the Commission be looking 
at this, I asked on Monday? Yes, 
very closely, was the reply. I hope 
that scrutiny will be a force for good 
in protecting bank customers from 
facing ever rising bank charges and 
the like.

I met the European agriculture 
commissioner’s right-hand person 
and asked about sheep tagging and 
the Less Favoured Area scheme. I 
was briefly in the quiet lambing park 
last Sunday. But, as 400-ish Suffolk 
lambs charge around the Keldabister 
parks, I wondered how, and more to 
the point why, an electronic chip in 
each lamb would help prevent the 
spread of animal disease. That ap-
pears the main motivation for this 
mad plan. 

I put this to the Euro powers that 
be. They promised that these prac-
tical issues were being worked on. 
That’s fine but it’s more than just 
practice. We also talked about the 
revamp of the LFASS which is 
potentially very important to 
Shetland agri culture. It’s some way 
off but the Scottish government are 
drawing up new maps. Our local 
agriculture leaders need to get those 
maps and make sure we’re on them 
and not in a box in the Moray Firth 
as usual.

LETTER FROM 
EDINBURGH

Tavish Scott MSP

“
”
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Let the debate begin

Now that the documents making the case 
for a colossal 150-turbine windfarm in 
Shetland have been published, as part of 
the Viking Energy Partnership’s planning 

application, the debate over the worth or otherwise of 
the project, on environmental and financial, if not yet 
public health grounds, can begin in earnest. 

There is much to commend the project, although 
the scale of the investment for such a small community  
(the cost has risen from £552 million to £800 million, of 
which Shetland must provide half) will be nauseating 
for many. Firstly, the revenue: £37 million a year for 
the isles. Secondly, the jobs: 49 permanent posts, 
26 supporting posts and up to 400 posts during 
construction. Thirdly, the environment: with a 
suggested carbon payback time of 3.7 years (for a 
project with a lifespan of 25 years) and with it able 
to provide up to 20 per cent of Scotland’s domestic 
energy consumption, the windfarm, if built, would 

in its own small way help in the battle to save the 
planet.

The trouble is its scale. Most of the objections centre 
on the aesthetics: how it will ruin the unique look 
of Shetland and the view from many householders’ 
windows. No amount of documentation is likely to 
alter that sentiment. In deciding as a community how 
we want to proceed, we all should at least look at and 
consider the huge amount of expert work that has 
been done.

The choice of David Clark as the SIC’s new chief 
executive looks to be a shrewd one. It’s not only 

that he is the son of the legendary Ian Clark, the 
council’s first top official. His experience on major 
capital projects with other local authorities will 
greatly be required. And he sounds as if he is a good 
public communicator, a much needed attribute in the 
upper echelons of the council.

There is much to 
commend the project

25 Years Ago
A museum could be set up in Unst – eventually in an old 

house in Hamar, Baltasound. At a meeting on the island last 
week it was agreed to lease Mouat’s shop in Haroldswick as 
a temporary exhibition space until a permanent museum 
could be set up. The meeting was attended by islanders and 
representatives of the Shetland Islands Council. 

The Museum should include displays on fine lace knitting, 
the herring industry, agriculture, minerals and quarrying and 
Shetland boats. There should also be a study area/meeting 
place, toilets and a tourist information office.

The proposals are to be submitted to the next meeting of 
the Amenity Trust so that it can give financial support.

50 Years Ago
Should the Diana Fountain at Lerwick’s pierhead – already 

shifted once from its original site so that it would not be a 
nuisance to traffic – be shifted again to make way for the 
erection of a plaque commemorating the opening of the new 
pier by HM the Queen on 10th August?

Lerwick Harbour Trust are thinking along these lines. Not 
all trustees agree, and neither do some members of Lerwick 
Town Council. But small committees from both bodies are 
to get together to consider the best way of dealing with the 
problem.

The matter arose at the Council meeting on Tuesday night, 
when a letter on the subject was read from the Harbour Trust. 
It pointed out a suggestion had been made that the fountain 
should be re-sited and incorporated elsewhere in the works. 
The observations of the Council were sought; similarly 
alternative suggestions.

Mr G H Burgess, Trust chairman, said the Trustees realised 
there was no building actually on the harbour works suitable 
for the erection of a bronze plaque of the type that should be 
used to commemorate the Queen’s visit. The proposal was 
to put it on a pedestal in a central position.

That came to be difficult if it was in the immediate vicinity 
of the Diana fountain, for which the Trust provided a site, 
although the memorial was the responsibility of the Town 
Council.

The Trust would be prepared to provide a site, within 
reason, that would be suitable to the Town Council. It had 
been suggested moving it across almost on the same line to 
the south side of Victoria Pier, near the Bressay slipway.

Alternatively it could be incorporated in some of the new 
walls further to the north. But the Trust were prepared to 
consider any proposal submitted by the Council.

Mr W K Conochie proposed appointing a committee 
consisting of the magistrates to meet the Harbour Trust and 
discuss the proposal.

Mr R A Anderson said the Council should express an 
opinion, so that the committee could go knowing what the 
councillors thought. Personally he would regret seeing the 
fountain moved from its present position.

In the first instance he did not see why they should shed 
the old to such an extent to take on the new. It seemed quite 
unnecessary. Surely somewhere in the new works a pedestal 
suitable for a memorial plaque could be incorporated.

The fountain had been familiar to Shetlanders, and it 
should not be set at the end of the works, but maintain its 
position in a central place. The commemoration plaque to 
Her Majesty could get a very prominent place in the new 
works at some point adjacent to the walls, as suggested for 
the fountain.

Mr Conochie said he did not intend the sub-committee 
should have powers to deal finally with this matter – they 
would report back to the Council.

Provost Blance said he hoped the Council would agree to 
clean up the fountain itself. It was nine years since the 
lettering was done.

Mr J A Daniel seconded the motion to appoint a committee. 
But Mr Burgess said that if the Council were opposed to any 
question of moving the fountain the necessity for a meeting 
did not arise. Mr Alex Morrison backed up Mr Anderson. He 
would not like to see the fountain moved. The works were 
big enough to accommodate a new plaque.

Mr Burgess reminded the councillors that the fountain was 
not in its original position. Previously it was in the middle of 
the Harbour Trust highway, and to facilitate traffic 
arrangements on the enlarged county highway the Trust 
agreed to erect it on its present site.

Bailie Ollason agreed that if Mr Anderson’s opinion was 
the opinion of the Council there was no need for a committee. 
But Mr Anderson had not made a motion. Let him do so and 
see how it was received.

Mr Anderson said it was senseless making a motion to the 
effect that the fountain should remain exactly where it was. 
The Council could express that as their opinion and desire, 

but if the Trust, as custodians and as the people who had to 
agree finally, found it was impossible then it was senseless 
for the Council to pass such a motion. The only motion he 
could make was that in the opinion of the Council the 
fountain should not be moved – but even then there would 
be reservations on that.

Mr Arthur Johnson felt as Mr Anderson did. Another 
removal would tend to suggest it had become an unwelcome 
guest.

Provost: I think we should agree to the committee meeting 
representatives of the Trust in the first place and discuss the 
whole question.

The Council did agree, and Mr Anderson was added to the 
members of the sub-committee. 

100 Years Ago
About five years ago a young man named James Morrison, 

son of Simon Morrison, crofter, Laxfirth, Nesting, left 
Shetland and joined the sailing ship Milverton, at Leith, as 
an ordinary seaman.

After he reached America he seems to have thought he 
had had enough of the sailing ship, as he deserted her at New 
York. Subsequently, he joined a steamer trading on the 
American coast, and was cook onboard her for some time. 
Then he entered a New York restaurant as an assistant, and, 
shortly after opened a small shop on this own account.

Being steady and persevering, he succeeded in business, 
and sold out of the smaller shop to go into larger premises. 
Soon he found that he would require an assistant, and, in 
answer to an advertisement a young lady named Athelia Bost 
applied and got the appointment. Shortly afterwards, 
Morrison married the girl.

Not long after the marriage she became heiress to some 
money, from a distant relative. The amount is not known 
locally, but it was sufficient for her to suggest that he should 
give up business, and, as a matter of fact, he did sell the 
business, and proceeded to New Jersey, where they settled 
near her family. 

Morrison, however, secured a situation in a rubber works, 
with good wages and steady employment, when quite 
recently Mrs Morrison received a letter from a legal firm 
stating that her uncle, a distinguished lawyer there, had 
died very suddenly while entering his office in New York. 
The letter ainstructed her to come to New York as her uncle 
had left her sole heir of all his property. The estate consists 
almost exclusively of house property; and is valued at 
£100,000. 



Friday, 29th May, 2009 • 75 pence Established 1872 Printed and published in Shetland

features

arts
NIMMO

SENSATION
FOR BLUES
FESTIVAL

page 44 page 31 page 19

RARE GULL PAYS VISIT

CYCLIST 
CHRISTINE

DOES IT
AGAIN

sport

LBC
WWW.LERWICKBUILDINGCENTRE.CO.UK

UP TO 50%50% OFF STOVES, LIGHTING 
AND DINING ROOM FURNITURE WITH 

A 10%10% DISCOUNT GUARANTEED

Convener digs first ‘turf’ of Mareel venue
Supporters of Mareel gathered to 
witness the launch of the building 
phase of the £12 million cinema 
and music venue project at North 
Ness on Wednesday evening.

Shetland Arts director Gwilym 
Gibbons, who again expressed his 
relief that the project had come 
this far, thanked those present for 
their support in helping to get 
things off the ground before 
welcoming council convener 
Sandy Cluness to the site. Mr 
Cluness described Mareel as “one 
of the most exciting projects 
we’ve seen in Shetland for a very 
long time”. 

A series of attempts by his 
fellow councillors to get the 
project halted last year 
culminated in Mr Cluness 
delivering the casting vote in 
favour of Mareel after a 9-9 tie. In 
what he is likely to look back on 
as one of the high points of his 
time as the SIC’s political leader, 
Mr Cluness told supporters then 
that they could “go ahead and 
build Mareel”. 

In an amusingly kitsch 
moment, he then donned a hard 
hat and clambered into a digger, 
to the strains of Europe’s 
impossibly cheesy 1980s hit The 
Final Countdown, to dig the first 
of the foundations.

Local construction firm DITT 
was awarded the building contract 
earlier this year and it is hoped the 
building will be ready to open in 
late 2010 or early 2011, but an 
exact opening date will only 
become clearer around six months 
into the construction phase.

AT the ceremony to begin work on Mareel were, from left, Roy Leask of DITT, Shetland Arts director Gwilym 
Gibbons, Kathy Hubbard of Shetland Arts, Peter Tait of DITT, councillor Rick Nickerson and Gibby Irvine of 
DITT. Driving the digger is council convener Sandy Cluness. Photo: Dave Donaldson

Viking rules out windfarm referendum
By JOHN ROBERTSON

Viking Energy has ruled out a referendum 
to gauge whether Shetland is for or against 
the giant windfarm. 

Chairman Bill Manson said this week he 
believed islanders should make their feelings 
known to their SIC councillors instead 
because they, as elected members or trustees 
of Shetland Charitable Trust, will ultimately 
decide if the community risks up to £360 
million in the £800m project.

In the early days of the windfarm proposal 
there was at least a verbal commitment 
given by councillors that the Shetland 
community would retain the ultimate power 
to stop it or allow it to proceed. But the 

vehicle for exercising that power has never 
been clear. 

It remains to be seen whether the SIC, 
the Charitable Trust, which Mr Manson 
also chairs, or another more independent 
organisation decides to mount a referendum 
but it is not on the agenda for Viking Energy, 
which is hoping to build the 150-turbine 
windfarm. 

Mr Manson told The Shetland Times: 
“I’m not one for referendums. On a national 
basis it’s not the way we do things. At the 
time when somebody has to make a decision 
about it – to invest the money or not, or to 
take any of the other courses of action – that 
decision will be taken by either the 

councillors of Shetland or the trustees of 
Shetland Charitable Trust.”

The group campaigning against the 
development, Sustainable Shetland, supports 
a referendum and believes it has the majority 
on its side. Chairman Billy Fox dismissed 
the notion that people could not rely on their 
councillors on this issue. “They are not 
representing the electorate of Shetland. 
What is going on just now is a total affront 
to democracy.”

The £800 million question which will 
have to be resolved if the windfarm gets 
planning consent is whether islanders are for 
or against it. Both sides firmly believe they 
are in the majority. 

Mr Manson is not particularly impressed 
by protest group Sustainable Shetland’s 
petition with as many as 2,800 signatures 
gathered over the past six months, which he 
said was before the full information on the 
windfarm became available. 

“It doesn’t strike me as a mass popular 
movement. There is a huge mass of the 
population that has never said a word,” he 
said, before recalling the advice of former 
councillor John Nicolson who said coun-
cillors had to try to hear the voices of those 
that were saying nothing. 

He has received calls from people in his 
ward and from elsewhere asking when 
Viking Energy is going to start its own 

petition so those in favour have something 
to sign but he said that was up to somebody 
else not connected to the developer to start 
that if they wanted to.

Mr Fox is equally adamant that many 
people have yet to record their opposition. 
“I have no doubt in my mind the majority of 
Shetland folk are against this and I have no 
doubt that most of the councillors know it as 
well. If Bill Manson thinks there is a silent 
majority out there that is not being heard 
then why doesn’t he hold a referendum?”

Of course, both sides are also wary of 
how the wording of a referendum question 
could be loaded or slanted to encourage a 

(Continued on page five)
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(Continued from front page)
particular answer. In Mr Fox’s view it has to 
be a simple Yes or No to the Viking Energy 
project.

While Scottish ministers will rule, possibly 
next year, whether the windfarm gets planning 
consent, it will fall to Shetland Charitable 
Trust to decide whether to move to the next 
stage, seeking the finance, which is likely 
to come mainly from large-scale private 
investment or banking institutions. 

Mr Manson said Viking Energy and the 
trust had not started looking seriously at the 
possibilities yet, having put all its energies 
into producing the voluminous environmental 
statement accompanying the planning applica-
tion, the culmination of five years of research, 
analysis and writing. 

He said moves are now afoot to expand the 
local Viking Energy team so it can begin 
looking at the next stages. 

The leap in costs since last year amount to 
an incredible 45 per cent, from £552m to 
£798m. More accurate figures will not be 
known for several years, but Mr Manson 
said: “The cost of building a windfarm has 
gone up, albeit it may have steadied up 
recently. The cost of electricity has gone up by 
even more and the potential return has gone 
up.”

Previously it was mooted that the trust 
might put up £50m of its funds to lever in the 
rest from other investors. But the soaring cost 
means potentially around £360 million 
might have to be raised by the trust, greatly 
increasing Shetland’s exposure to risk and 
possibly eroding the confidence of councillors 
and other trustees. 

There would be a number of options to 
weigh up, including perhaps following the 
example of Scottish and Southern Energy 
which has stated its intention to seek funding 
from the European Investment Bank, the EU’s 
long-term investment bank which it has 
used previously. SSE has built giant energy 
schemes all over Europe and could surely 
offer advice to its novice windfarm partner in 
Shetland.

Potentially, a large investor could act like a 
bank does when providing a house mortgage, 
taking the property as security, which, if 

applied to a lucrative-looking windfarm, could 
save the trust having to fork out a large chunk 
of its own reserves. 

If trustees do get cold feet over such an 
expensive project another option might be to 
sell off part of their 90 per cent holding in 
Viking Energy Limited (it owns 45 per cent of 
the Viking Energy Partnership) to raise some 
of the required funding, greatly reducing the 
amount to be sourced from the money markets. 
That would obviously cut the level of income 
to the trust when the windfarm starts turning 
a profit.

That scenario raises the politically sensitive 
issue of the trust selling out entirely if, once 
planning consent had given the project a 
life and a much enhanced value, the 
community and/or the trust baulked at further 
involvement. 

The agreement which brought the SIC and 
SSE into their partnership, signed at Busta in 
January 2007, has remained confidential and 
it is not clear whether SSE retains first refusal 
to buy the trust’s shares.

Mr Manson dismissed as “plain wrong” a 
claim by Viking’s opponents that he had said 
Shetland’s community interest could be sold 
off. He acknowledged the possibility exists 
but restated the intention that the community 
interest be retained. However, if it was 
eventually to prove more lucrative to sell part 
or all the trust’s share for a large sum in return 
for no further risk it would have to be 
considered at least.

“I am going forward here in the confident 
belief and desire that the best thing for 
Shetland would be to retain a holding in this 
and to profit from it in the long term, but if 
somebody came to me in 18 months or a 
couple of years time when the financial 
decision has to be made, the one which is very 
difficult to slide back from, that the calcula-
tions say that if this price is available for it 
and the best financial move is to sell it, it 
would be wrong if it wasn’t seriously 
considered.

“Once we can crystalise the bulk of those 
unknowns – 18 months or so – consent, 
lenders of money, quotes for turbines and 
infrastructure, the selling price of our power 
– then is the time to assess the risk and whether 

Shetland can afford to carry that level of risk 
or whether we should be selling some or all of 
that share.”

Some will say the development must be 
stopped at all costs if there is no guarantee it 
will remain under community control. Mr 
Manson believes that outlook is simply not 
realistic because there was going to be at least 
two applications for large windfarms in 
Shetland anyway before the council decided 
to get involved itself. It could, of course, 
prevent anybody erecting the 43 turbines out 
of the 150 which are on SIC-owned land in the 
Busta Estate. 

“Whether there was local involvement or 
not, Scottish and Southern were pursuing a 
windfarm and there were others coming along 
who were going to do the same. They might 
have pursued two separate applications, they 
might have combined. I can’t say. But there 
would have been an application or applications 
on the table today even with no local involve-
ment. That’s one of the arguments I would 
advance to our detractors – it doesn’t matter 
how strong or how weak our hand is, at least 
we have got a seat at the table.”

He does not accept that such a sell-out in 
future would be to perform a deception on 
people in the community who are prepared to 
support the windfarm now if it is part-Shetland 
owned but might be against it without local 
control. “I don’t think we’re being deceptive 
to the Shetland public. I think the Shetland 
public would want us at each stage, when we 
have a degree of certainty of the next step, to 
give the widest consideration to the financials 
of this and if we felt the best way for Shetland 
to profit from it ... was to sell part or all of our 
shareholding I think we would be in dereliction 
of our duty if we did not put the options before 
them. We are not saying that we should do it. 
We should let folk know that there are these 
choices available.”

The windfarm debate has stirred up a lot of 
emotion so far, some of which has verged on 
the nasty in the letters pages of The Shetland 
Times, but Mr Manson said he had experienced 
little of that in public. He did admit to feeling 
depressed when people claim the hills are 
going to be destroyed and peat slides will 
wreak devastation.

He said he was faced with accusations that 
councillors were steaming headlong towards 
another “train wreck” financial investment, 
which he finds hard to reconcile with the 
criticism, sometimes in the same breath, that 
it is wrong that four private Shetland investors 
could rake in millions from its financial 
success. “If windfarms are not a good financial 
spec, why is it that the energy industry, which 
in the main are private companies, are rattling 
ahead and building them as fast as they can get 
permission for them. Why is it that they can 
get financing for them?”

The £800m potential cost was first revealed 
last week. Viking Energy project manager 
Aaron Priest said 70-75 per cent of expenditure 
would be for the turbines themselves. 

The main beneficiaries from the huge spend 
would be non-UK companies, expected to 
earn around £413m from the project, including 
the turbine manufacture. Local consultants 
AB Associates estimate the five-year wind-
farm construction would see £98m spent in 
Shetland with £67.5m of the total injected 
directly by the project and a further £30.6m of 
spending as a result of the windfarm work.

Meanwhile, the deliberations of the SIC 
and the Scottish Government will ultimately 
count for nothing if the subsea cable to the 
National Grid in Scotland and a large 
electricity converter station for the windfarm 
to go at Upper Kergord, fail to get the go-
ahead for planning or financial reasons. It 
seems likely their fate will be known long 
before the windfarm’s planning verdict is 
announced. 

SSE is due in Shetland on 10th June to give 
out the latest details on that project at a public 
roadshow in the Whiteness and Weisdale hall 
but it would not divulge any new information 
this week other than to say that the planning 
application by its subsidiary SHETL (Scottish 
Hydro Electric Transmission Limited) is 
expected to go in “later this year”. The cost 
last year was estimated at £200m-£300m and 
no new figure was available.

It is understood there is already early 
interest from at least one significant renewable 
energy player in developing wave or tidal 
power in Shetland by taking advantage of the 
subsea cable to export its power.

Travel costs 
no surprise

By RYAN TAYLOR
It may come as no surprise to either 
his party or his constituents, but MP 
for Orkney and Shetland Alistair 
Carmichael has come under the 
glare of the national media for his 
high travel costs.

During the last financial year Mr 
Carmichael claimed £40,841 in 
travelling expenses, the highest 
among Westminster MPs.

The figure has been published 
in both The Daily Mail and The 
Guardian and follows an ongoing 
campaign by The Daily Telegraph 
revealing how much many of the 
country’s MPs claim for on their 
expenses forms.

A breakdown of the total shows 
Mr Carmichael claimed £31,724 on 
travel, including £26,051 on air 
fares, £1,680 on mileage, £3,155 for 
train travel and over £500 travelling 
to Europe.

He also claimed £2,740 for 
member’s spouse travel, £2,979 for 
member’s family travel and £3,398 
for staff travel.

Mr Carmichael said he was bound 
to have the highest travel costs, 
because he has a further distance to 
travel than all other members at 
Westminster from his constituency. 

“It will surprise few people in 
Shetland that the MP for Orkney and 
Shetland should have the highest 
travel costs,” he said.

“Local people expect me to be in 
the House of Commons to put the 
case for local people, communities 
and businesses. They also rightly 
expect to see me in the isles, so that 
I can stay in touch with local views 
and events. Money spent on travel is 
an essential part of doing my job.

“Local people will also under-
stand that the cost of travel goes to 
airline and ferry companies, it cer-
tainly doesn’t go into my own 
pocket.”

Last week Mr Carmichael was 
forced to defend himself against 
news paper reports he was among a 
number of Scottish MPs who claim-
ed the maximum second homes 
allowance at just over £23,000.

He said he used the allowance to 
fund second homes in both Shetland 
and London, because his main home 
is in Orkney.

Burradale to open to public as part of festival
The Burradale windfarm is taking 
part in a festival to celebrate the 
breadth and diver sity of renew able 
energy in Scotland, laun ch ed on 
Monday by green energy body 
Scottish Renewables. 

The Scottish Renewables Festival 
2009 will run over the weekend of 
13th-14th June and will see for the 
first time a wide range of renewable 
energy projects open their doors to 
the public from Shetland to the 
Solway coast. Burradale, which has 

one of the world’s most productive 
turbines – named Betsy – will be one 
of the projects involved.

The festival will involve wind-
farms, hydro power schemes, marine 
energy devices and wood fuel power 
stations demonstrating their role 
in tackling climate change and 
delivering fuel security.

Around 20 events are being 
planned out with event details being 
posted on the Scottish Re newables 
Festival website. A number of small 

scale schemes using solar panels, 
wood fuel boilers, stoves and heat 
pumps suitable for households will 
also feature.

The festival also links in with UK 
Wind Week which will see wind-
power-themed events hap pening 
across the UK from the 13th to 21st 
June, building on the success of UK 
windfarm week ends in previous 
years.

Scottish Renewables chief execu-
tive Jason Ormiston said: “We all 

recognise the positive im pact that 
renewable energy is having on Scot-
land and for the first time Scots will 
be able to help us celebrate an indus-
try we can all take pride in be cause 
it taps into our talent for excellent 
engin eering and the blessing of 
energetic weather.

“Festival goers will be able to see 
large and small renewable energy 
technologies and perhaps be inspired 
to get involved and do their own 
thing to tackle climate change.”

Need to sell part share may arise

One month deadline for objectors

By JOHN ROBERTSON
The team in charge of the planning 
process for the Viking windfarm 
applica tion has confirmed that 
objectors have just one month to 
make their submissions. 

There has been considerable con-
fu sion about the process, prompting 
the protest group Sustainable Shet-
land to complain about the lack of 
time to digest and comment on 
the mass of information made 
available only last week in 
support of Viking Energy’s planning 
application.

Advice yesterday from the Scot-
tish Government’s energy consents 
unit in Glasgow is that comments 
have to be lodged with it by 30th 
June. Clarification was sought by 
the SIC planning department and 

How the Lang Kames, looking south, will appear if the windfarm is built. Photo: Courtesy of Viking Energy 

 Confusion over time 
limit is cleared up

 But Viking chief says 
extensions available

head of planning Iain McDiarmid 
issued new guidance in an attempt 
to clear up the confusion.

Shetland Islands Council is 
carrying out the official consultation 
on the application on the consent 
unit’s behalf and it has four 
months to give its response to the 
proposals.

Comments to the unit from mem-
bers of the public can be made online 
as well as by letter and comments 
can also go to the SIC planning 
offices at Grantfield in Lerwick and 
will eventually be accepted by email 
once a link is set up.

Viking Energy chairman Bill 
Manson urged anyone with concerns 
about not having enough time to 
approach the planners to seek 
extensions.

The SIC is one of the statutory 
consultees under the rules of the so-
called section 36 consent process 
and, according to the consent unit’s 
website, it is entitled to apply for an 
extension, which would have to be 
agreed by Scottish ministers and the 
Viking Energy Partnership.

The consents unit website contra-

dicts the advice given to the council 
on submissions from the public, 
stating that they will be accepted and 
considered by it up until the date the 
SIC submits its official response.

Sustainable Shetland chairman 
Billy Fox said the group hoped to 
have its objections lodged within the 
statutory time limit and was not 
making a big issue of the short time 
frame. But he warned other oppo-
nents that failing to object would 
be seen as support for the 
windfarm. “Silence is sanction,” he 
stated. 

The group’s website will carry 
a sample letter for objectors to 
copy and one will be included in a 
leaflet being sent to every house in 
Shetland.

Outlining his opposition to the 
windfarm, he said: “The spectre of 
this development is, in my view, the 
most serious and damaging proposal 
I have seen in Shetland in my life-
time, in terms of environmental 
damage, financial risk and quality of 
life for us all. This project simply 
must not happen.”

Mr Manson expects it will be at 

least a year before the outcome of 
the planning process is known, 
possibly two years. He said: “Scot-
tish ministers are now beginning to 
work towards a target of nine months 
for these things. History says nearer 
two years. I think the intentions are 
good but I will be pleasantly sur-
prised if it appears in a year to 15 
months. If there is a public inquiry, 
add nine months or a year.”

A Scottish Government spokes-
man declined to speculate this week 
whether ministers were likely to be 
minded to call a public inquiry into 
the windfarm application.

According to the consent unit’s 
website, if the SIC or another statu-
tory body (Scottish Natural Heritage 
and the Scottish Environmental Pro-
tection Agency) object to the wind-
farm, Scottish ministers would refer 
it to a public local inquiry, a process 
they might also choose to invoke 
if they considered it in the public 
interest.

The section 36 process differs 
from the normal planning application 
process in a number of ways, one of 
which is the extra room to allow a 

proposal to be rejigged to take 
account of particular objections. It 
is widely expected that the Viking 
proposal will draw most flak for the 
visual intrusion of the giant turbines 
on the landscape and the daily 
lives of locals and people passing 
through.  

Although the scale of the develop-
ment has already been reduced from 
192 turbines to 150, Mr Manson 
admitted there was potentially still 
scope for more pruning of turbines. 
But by how many is not known at 
this stage because it is not clear what 
the minimum power output will be 
to make the transmitting cable a 
viable project for the builders, SSE’s 
subsidiary Scottish Hydro Electric 
Transmission Limited (SHETL), 
and to secure permission from the 
electricity market regulator Ofgem, 
which keeps prices to a minimum 
for consumers.

He said there was clearly room 
to reduce turbines but major 
surgery could mean having to revisit 
the whole environmental impact 
assessment with all the work that 
would involve. 
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readers’ views
Not a good 
investment
Setting aside all the issues of the visual 
appearance, environmental concerns and 
impact, risks to wildlife, the financial 
risks of the windfarm project are 
considerable. 

New technology for wind turbines 
may soon render the current options 
ob solete; future alternative energy 
options could make wind energy 
uncompetitive.  

Already despite the considerable sums 
expended on the consultancy stage of the 
project, the initial costs have virtually 
doubled.

There is no certainty that the costs 
have now been clearly defined or even 
capped, opening up potential further 
risks of underfunding and viability.

Crucially though, after all the com-
mercial considerations are made, without 
even taking into account factoring in the 
risk exposure sensitivities, the windmill 
project is simply not a good return on the 
investment.
 Frank Johnson
Helenlea,
27 Hillhead, Lerwick.       

A month left 
to object
Now that the windfarm planning appli-
cation has been lodged it is vitally 
important that folk understand two key 
issues. 

Firstly, apart from the right to object 
to a planning application at the initial 
planning application stage, there is no 
due process that allows individuals or 
the community most affected by a dev-
elopment any further say in what 
happens.

The developer, on the other hand, has 
the right to appeal a planning decision, 
making the Scottish planning system 
heavily skewed in favor of the developer. 
In addition the Viking Energy application 
is of a planning magnitude that takes it 
out of local planning control and will be 
determined by the Scottish Ministers 
in Edinburgh with little regard for 
local democracy, community aspirations, 
needs or opinions, other than the number 
of individual objections they receive, in 
the relatively tiny timescale.

That being the case, the Shetland 
community (born here or otherwise) and 
anyone outside but with connections or 
interests, have only this one chance to 
voice or record their individual opinion 
or concerns. The only way to do this is to 
register your individual objection to the 
application within the next four weeks 
– after that there is no other legal option 
open to the general public. Those that 
support Viking Energy’s application 
along with folk that don’t know or don’t 
care one way or the other, only have to 
remain silent as this automatically means 
you support the development. 

Secondly, Viking Energy and the SIC 
have constantly referred to this dev-
elopment as a community-owned project. 
Not so! As someone that has taken an 
active interest in the global co-operative 
movement for years and followed the 
progress of a number of community-
owned projects in the UK and elsewhere, 
including smaller windfarms, Viking 
Energy/SIC’s mischievous and ambigu-
ous interpretation does not fit with the 
spirit of the term “community owned” 
and is grossly misleading. 

“Community-owned projects” are 
projects that involve the community or 
at least a large part of the community, 
owning individual shares or a paid up 
membership of the organisation that 
owns the assets of the project and its 
operation. It also involves an individual 
democratic voting right and/or partici-
pation in the decision-making process 
that relates to the project’s development, 
present and future operation and man-
agement. Anything else is not a com-
munity-owned initiative.

If the majority of the Shetland public 
supports this development and has had 
all the relevant, correct and factual 
information in order to understand what 
Shetland will look like over the next 30 
or so years, then so be it as that is how 
democracy works. However, in order to 
arrive at a proper democratic decision 
certain boxes need to be ticked.

These key boxes are: Has the Shetland 
public been properly asked if it supports 
the development? Has the decision been 
democratic and taken the public with it? 
Is the debate open and fair? Is the 
information accurate and honest?  

Up until now we have had Viking 
Energy’s well-funded PR machine, sup-
ported by the SIC (with our money), 
local and not so local captains of industry 
and some vested interests setting HMS 
Shetland out into uncharted waters.

Against this formidable industrial 
conglomerate are Sustainable Shetland 
and a few concerned and outspoken 
individuals trying to counter balance the 
debate, seek answers to some of the 
questions and attempting to gauge public 
opinion.

As it stands right now none of the 
boxes have been ticked and do not look 
like they will be. In addition the dev-
elopment has been bolstered by our local 
elected politicians that have collectively 
failed the community for not ensuring 
that the process thus far has not been 
done democratically, openly or fairly 
as well as enabled the process to move 
along with the essential tick boxes 
remaining blank.  

If you have any concerns about the 
windfarm then you only have until 30th 
June to have your say. To that end I am 
quite willing to assist anyone unsure how 
to object, explain what is involved with 
this very simple process or just to give 
some advice.

I can be contacted by email at 
vic.thomas@btopenworld.com or by 
telephone on (01595) 810445 or 07765 
617305.
 Vic Thomas
Clousta.

Pertinent 
questions
Questions for Bill Manson as chairman 
of Viking Energy: How will he decide if 
the people of Shetland are for or against 
Viking Energy and when will he decide? 
Where will he be borrowing, maybe, 
£400 million from and at what rate of 
interest? When will the profits roll in? 
Can Shetland afford Viking Energy?

This mad scheme now rests with the 
Shetland public to object to planning 
permission. This must be done before 
June 2009.

This is the most contentious scheme 
ever in Shetland. Do not depend on your 
elected representatives as they appear to 
pay no attention to a large body of 
opinion against this scheme.
 Robert Anderson
West Gate, Tresta.

Opposition 
is vital
I recently asked Viking Energy Ltd why 
they had placed the Shetland flag at a 
jaunty angle on their new website banner 
so that it resembled the Scottish saltire.

How wrong I was. It is the Scottish 
saltire. Just look where they have lifted 
it from.

This is yet another indication of where 
public relations firm Weber Shandwick 
have been targeting their efforts instead 
of disseminating information to the Shet-
land public, as Viking Energy’s project 
officer said they would when they were 
hired last September.

It’s worth bearing in mind that lobby-
ing Holyrood has been done at the 
charitable trust’s expense, using our 
money. How much to Weber Shandwick 
to date, I wonder?

The Shetland public has been disen-
franchised from the debate, with Viking 
Energy saying it will all come out in the 
Environmental Impact Assessment. Then 
and only then should the Shetland folk 
make up their mind, we were told.

Having only until 30th June to digest 
and make official representation on a 
document that has been several years 
in the making is hardly giving us a 
fair crack of the whip, but that doesn’t 
surprise me.

The debate on Viking Energy is now 
going to become very serious. Holyrood’s 
focus must be shifted to address the huge 
level of local and valid opposition there 
is to this project.

Anybody who opposes this must now 
come forward. Individual letters of ob-
jection are the most important thing 
but representations to local councillors 
and MSPs, MPs and MEPs are also 
important.

Remember if you do not object, under 
current planning guidelines you are taken 
as being in favour. Silence is sanction.

Signing the petition draws attention 
to the level of public opposition, but 
individual letters of objection is what 
must go in, only that will be taken as 
official opposition.

The spectre of this development is, in 
my view, the most serious and damaging 
proposal I have seen in Shetland in my 
lifetime, in terms of the environmental 
damage, financial risk and quality of life 
for us all. This project simply must not 
happen. 
 Billy Fox
 Chairman
 Sustainable Shetland
Brekkin,
Quarff.

Massive 
disturbance
The most telling factor against the siting 
of the 145m aero generators on all 
the hilltops of the Lang and Mid 
Kames is the fact that they will have 
an extreme overturning movement at 
the highest wind speeds, even with the 
blades feathered.

Their foundations will each be equi-
valent to the Blackpool Tower or rows of 
multi-storey office blocks.

If you recall the earth moving and 
rock levelling machinery which built 
Sullom Voe, or any modern oil port, you 
will get an idea of what that will do for 
wetland conservation – not that I am a 
great fan, I prefer a bit more shelter and 
plant growth.

A similar degree of disturbance to the 
peat banks and hilltops could set the 
place back 10,000 years. 
 S M Lawrence
Seaview, Eshaness.

Time for a 
referendum
Delighted to see a large letters page, very 
healthy. However, it’s only one indicator 
of democratic activity and no substitute 
for a thriving participative active politics. 
Election of single issue candidates to 
control the oil funds would be the 
surest way to prevent the wind power 
development.

I have followed the debate and pro-
posals with interest and reflected on the 
opponents’ arguments. I am very grateful 
to Andrew, Billy and Ian for their insight. 
I am, however, still not fully convinced 
of the case against. All opponents of 
this development have been significant 
beneficiaries of the oil industry. While 
admiring their values, beliefs and 
approach on this development, is 
there a danger of poachers trying to be 
gamekeepers? 

The issue of sustainability and related 
self-sufficiency have exercised me in this 
debate. Shetland’s decreasing ability to 
live on the oil funds and the interest 
accrued, with the population in decline 
and re-emerging “brain drain”, do not 
bode well. Ideally, development that 
created self-sufficiency in energy supply 
from wind, wave and tide, with every 
house with solar panels and perhaps 
rooftop wind generators, cutting out 
Shetland’s dependency on diesel elec-
tricity generation, rather than become an 
energy factory for the UK to replace oil, 
would be a reasonable (and cheaper?) 
alternative to the development.

Recalling the successful opposition to 
nuclear expansion at Dounreay, through 
CADE, the arguments against industrial 
or human extraction of peat re carbon 
dioxide emissions, I do wonder what 
concept of sustainability is being applied 
by the opposition. A sustainability ap-
proach, as I understand it, attempts to 
balance economic, social and environ-
mental needs, such that there are at least 
neutral impacts but no negative impacts 
across all three criteria.

With a social enterprise model, for 
example, for the development where all 
the people of Shetland would benefit 
equally, both social and economic criteria 
would be met. However investment of 
large sums of public money, which would 
ultimately support substantial amounts 
of private profit gain by a handful of 
individuals – even with the public 
benefits from the public investment 
element – is morally questionable. 

This kind of practice has of course 
gone on throughout the oil years with the 
investment of oil monies, oft times 
misguided, with questionable public 
benefit on occasions, to a number of 
“entrepreneurs”, as well as the continuing 
investment of the public’s oil monies in 
unethical products and industries, such 
as the oil industry itself.

While I support the opposition’s call 
to ensure essential open, honest and full 
debate, the developers’ and council’s 
behaviour on these criteria, never mind 
economic, social and environmental, 
does not help them.

If Shetland was currently at all 
substantially dependent on its natural 
land based environment for its existence, 
the development would again be un-

justifiable on all three sustainability 
criteria. Sustainable Shetland in opposing 
this development do however need to 
strengthen their case against by setting 
out a clear alternative “manifesto” of 
how Shetland’s future can be sustained, 
beyond living off the interest of unethical 
oil income investment in economic, 
social and environment terms and put 
that manifesto to the full democratic test. 
Saying no, solely on environmental and 
aesthetic grounds, is unfortunately not 
enough. Setting out a holistic sustainable 
alternative which addresses the social 
and economic consequences, as well 
environmental, of not permitting the 
development, is required. In the same 
way the developers must heed Andrew’s 
calls for transparency and independently 
verifiable claims on economic, social 
and environmental impacts/benefits. 

Given the potential economic, social 
and environmental impact of the pro-
posals, nothing short of a fully informed 
referendum would suffice. Will the 
Council leadership, and its new chief 
executive, have the courage, which was 
so ably demonstrated in its initial 
dealings with the oil industry in the 60s, 
but which so cruelly escaped councils 
since in the subsequent oil negotiations 
in the late 1980s and beyond? Both wise 
and just leadership is required.
 James Paton
26 Samlewell Road,
Pudsey, West Yorkshire.

Feeling of 
disquiet
For several weeks there has been an 
understandable media obsession with the 
scandal of Westminster MPs expenses.

This has resulted in some other news 
from the London area being neglected 
and has included one news item which 
will affect Shetland.

I am of course referring to the news 
earlier this month that the Thames 
estuary offshore windfarm had got the 
green light from the UK Government and 
the development will be known as the 
London Array.

This will be the largest offshore wind-
farm in the world with 270 massive 
turbines generating some 1,000 MW of 
energy.

The project is backed by energy giant 
Eon (30 per cent), Masdar of Abu Dhabi 
(20 per cent) and Dong of Denmark (50 
per cent); Gordon Brown has congra-
tulated these backers for their work on 
the London Array.

Many Shetlanders will also welcome 
the news of the London Array and will 
be pleased to learn that approval has been 
given for four more sites in the Thames 
estuary which will produce a further 800 
MW of energy, giving a total of almost 
2,000 MW from a single estuary near to 
London.

UK wide, from offshore windfarms, 
about 7,000 MW of energy production is 
being planned.

Recent news regarding UK offshore 
windfarms gives me hope that energy 
needs of the UK mainland can and will 
be met by facilities near to the centres of 
population. This makes much better 
economic and environmental sense then 
producing power in Shetland which 
geographically is the most remote area 
of the UK and contrasts with the London 
Array which is on London’s doorstep.

The scale and size of the proposed 
Shetland windfarm will be an aesthetic 
monstrosity, changing Shetland from the 
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Unworthy comments
We are surprised and extremely disappointed to learn of 
Tavish Scott’s public criticism of Loganair’s Shetland air 
services. We can only hazard a guess at why he should 
choose now – the middle of the worst economic recession 
for 80 years – as we have addressed the many issues that 
were raised with us during the period of transition from the 
BA to the Flybe franchise. Our senior management attended 
many public meetings to help our customers find their way 
round the new Flybe systems. In many cases, also, Loganair 
was able to respond positively to passenger concerns and 
mitigate new or different charges, and Loganair is now 
receiving relatively few complaints from passengers. With 
regard to fares, common to the old and new systems is that 
the earlier the booking, the cheaper the fare.

Mr Scott’s comments about service cuts are frankly 
unworthy of him. The “cuts” in question amount to two 
weekly flights on the Aberdeen route and one on Inverness 
services which were being little used. He omits to mention 
the three additional services each week on the Edinburgh 
route, or the additional flights to Bergen. Despite the current 
economic recession which is having serious effects on all 
airlines, Loganair is now providing 67 external Shetland air 
services each week compared with a modest 36 services 
only a few years ago. Reasonable observers will regard this 
as real progress – Loganair’s services are certainly not 
“going backwards”. As recently as January 2009, Reference 
Economic Consultant’s Report to ZetTrans concluded that 
there was “general satisfaction with existing provision”.

Loganair will collaborate with ZetTrans and Hitrans in 
their in depth look at external air services. The recent 
Halcrow Report concluded that there were positive benefits 
accruing from the Air Discount Scheme. Mr Scott is well 
aware that European aviation rules espouse the principles 
of competition and it is open to any airline such as British 

Airways, British Midland, Wideroe or Atlantic Airways to 
operate on Scottish Highlands and Islands air routes. 
Loganair understands the real concerns and sensitivity about 
fare levels and is always mindful that another airline could 
start competitive services at any time, and that even now we 
are in serious competition with increasingly subsidised ferry 
services.

Mr Scott’s extremely negative comments are a great 
disappointment to Loganair and our many staff who work 
extremely hard to provide safe and reliable air services to 
Shetland often in most difficult circumstances. It would be 
more rewarding for all of us if Mr Scott would use his good 
offices to work in a positive way alongside Loganair to find 
a way to reduce some of our airline costs which cause air 
fares to be higher than elsewhere in the United Kingdom – 
fuel costs at Sumburgh Airport, for example, which are 
rather more than double prices at central belt airports, or 
Sumburgh airport charges which increase annually without 
fail.

For many years now Loganair has shown commitment to 
developing and improving Shetland air services, with some 
success, and this will continue.

 Scott Grier
 Chairman, Loganair.

Shetland Islands to Windfarm Islands 
and will only benefit a small percentage 
of Shetlanders. If the Thames estuary can 
produce nearly 2,000 MW of energy for 
the London area then surely the Forth 
and Clyde estuaries can produce as much 
or more for Scotland’s central belt.

This will mean that Viking Energy’s 
540 MW from faraway Shetland will not 
be required and will never see the light 
of day.

Most Shetlanders would be happy 
however with a much smaller number of 
carefully sited wind turbines, sufficient 
as Shetland’s own energy requirements 
rather than the despoliation of our islands 
to suit Scotland’s central belt.

The sorry state of affairs at West-
minster means that all national and local 
politicians will now have to be seen to be 
squeaky clean. This requirement sits 
uneasily with the directorships bestowed 
on some of our elected representatives 
and the relationship between SIC and 
Viking Energy gives rise to a legitimate 
and understandable feeling of disquiet.
 Arthur Tait
45 Fogralea,
Lerwick.

We need to 
know
The arrogance of MSP “lavish” Tavish 
Scott is astounding. Of course the Shet-
land public need to know his publicly-
funded business.

He says the Scottish system is dif-
ferent. Does that mean unlike London 
MPs he pays tax on his expenses, or is he 
exempt courtesy of Gordon Brown like 
the rest? 

Why does Alistair Carmichael need a 
“home” in Shetland as he is only here a 
few days a month, or are we funding his 
family’s “holiday” home?

They both smell as bad as the rest and 
what about the upcoming EU elections. 
This too is mired in manure with the 
present EU members seeking re-election 
refusing to publish their expenses until 
after the elections. 
 Ian Selbie
17 Twageos Road,
Lerwick.

Republic Day
Like many other people around the 
country I’ll be marking Republic Day on 
Tuesday June 2nd 2009. 

This national day of action is co-
ordinated by Republic, the campaign for 
an elected head of state. It is an oppor-
tunity for republicans across the UK to 
take action and express their opposition 
to the British monarchy. 

The monarchy is unaccountable, un-
democratic and hugely wasteful. It also 
gives almost limitless power to poli-
ticians, who use the Queen’s powers to 
bypass the democratic process. 

I believe the British people deserve 
better than this. That’s why I’ll be 
marking Republic Day on June 2nd. 

For further information on Republic 
Day and the republican movement please 
visit www.republic.org.uk
 David Priest
6 West Hillcrest,
Lerwick.

Avoid snap 
judgments
It quite often happens that people take 
issue with a recent sentencing by a judge, 
sheriff or magistrate, as Gemma Manson 
has done in her letter to The Shetland 
Times last week. 

I do not know either of those involved 
in the two cases to which I suppose she 
is referring and I certainly do not defend 
paedophilia or seal bashing. However, I 
am wondering whether Ms Manson 
actually sat through both the trials and 
listened to all the evidence. If she did, 
then she can base her opinion on what 
she heard. If not, be careful in judging 
too hastily.

My years as a magistrate in England 
before moving up here certainly taught 
me very quickly that things are not 
always what they appear to be, but there 
is usually a good reason why a sentence 
is as it is. 

Rest assured, no-one in the legal 
profession makes decisions re. punish-
ment etc. lightly or without due consider-
ation and it ill behoves us as the public to 
make snap judgments without having 
heard all the facts.
 Ann Longmuir
Shalders, Levenwick,

Lifetime 
scarring
In her letter last week Gemma Manson 
put into print the sentiments of many.

Children are the most precious asset 

we will ever have and, unfortunately, not 
one we can always protect from being 
violated.

The lifetime scarring on the victims 
and their family is beyond comprehension 
and apparently one we just have to live 
with – why?

Does the life of an innocent child 
mean less than that of a paedophile?

Rid our community of all paedophiles 
and let Shetland once again be the 
safe environment we thought we were 
bringing our children into.
 Sandra Conroy
43 St Olaf Street, Lerwick.

Think about 
the abused
It was with horror and disgust I read that 
the sex offender John Milarkie was only 
given a community service order and 
five years on the sex offenders’ register.

What about the girls and their 
families? They have been sentenced by 
him, no getting off lightly for them after 
five years.

[The sheriff] “was influenced by the 
fact that the girls approached Milarkie 
looking for work – there was no evidence 
he had set out to ruin them”.

Anyone else consider the fact that the 
girls were aged 11 and 12 and had not set 
out to be molested by Milarkie?

Those of you who groan while reading 
this and don’t see any problem – think 
about your children, nephews, nieces, 
grandchildren, your friends and neigh-
bours’ children. How would you feel if 
Milarkie had done this to one of them?

I am sick and tired of hearing about 

people who abuse children getting off 
with community service and being told 
the adverse effects on the abusers’ 
families.

Victims of abuse are all affected in 
different ways and no matter how it 
manifests, they and their families are 
affected and can be for many years, long 
after their abusers have done their 
community service and their names are 
taken off the register. 
 Sue Skinner
9 Ockragth, Brae.

Stimulating 
debate
Considering that my erstwhile friend 
Gilbert Robertson dissents somewhat 
from the facts in my letters (8th May and 
22nd May) might I be allowed space for 
a little corrective comment?

Firstly, I don’t disagree with his sum-
mation on mankind’s misdemeanours but 
he is, inadvertently, doing quite a bit to 
lessen his numbers.

If Gilbert would wish to be even more 
pointed in his remarks and suggest an 
officially backed cull of humans he might 
find considerable support for that, but 
while recognising the logic of such in 
some circumstances I could not con-
template supporting it even though Hitler 
had some little success in his attempts. It 
did not improve his public image with 
most people. However, man is not 
exempted from this principle of nature 
and he will be culled by disease, 
famine and war if his numbers become 
excessive.

The reason why there were fewer grey 

seals around previously had not been 
determined or understood; it was just so 
but obviously culling was not the cause. 
It was a natural phenomenon possibly 
influenced by the availability of food or 
water temperature. What is indisputable 
is that its numbers have increased until it 
is deserving of the term infestation.

In closing, what conditions would 
Gilbert accept for culling seals or any 
other animal – whose judgement would 
he accept re. this matter?

I regret that Gilbert thinks my remarks 
“vacuous” and “illogical” but at least 
they may help to stimulate a useful and 
wider debate regarding the principle 
involved.
 Andrew Williamson
13 Anderson Road, Lerwick.

King of skiffle 
in the Grand
I would like to thank those readers of The 
Shetland Times who got in touch after my 
letter was printed (8th May) asking if 
music stars Marty Wilde, Joe Brown and 
Lonnie Donegan had ever appeared in 
Shetland.

While it seems that Marty and Joe, 
still touring today, have never brought 
their acts to the isles I was pleased to hear 
that the late King of Skiffle had – albeit 
unannounced, so to speak.

It appears that Lonnie was doing 
something for an offshore oil company 
in the early 1980s, although what exactly 
I am unsure of – perhaps some reader can 
enlighten me further? 

It meant that he stayed at the Grand 
Hotel in Lerwick and news of this filtered 
through to the local Accordion and Fiddle 
Club and Lonnie was asked if he would 
like to perform some numbers for the 
members – which he duly did, including 
Does Your Chewing Gum Lose its 
Flavour – which he played unusually on 
guitar instead of banjo.

I don’t think there can be many 
accordion and fiddle clubs to have had 
someone of Lonnie’s status perform for 
them; apart from UK successes, three of 
his discs, Rock Island Line, Lost John 
and Chewing Gum, scored well in 
America. He eventually did stints in Las 
Vegas and even recorded with Elvis 
Presley’s vocal group The Jordanaires.

Still on the Donegan theme I was also 
informed that cockney duo Chas and 
Dave – who wrote and recorded a son 
called Return of Lonnie D – have played 
in Lerwick and one of them also followed 
in Lonnie’s footsteps by performing for 
the Accordion and Fiddle Club.

I am pleased to know that skiffle 
surfaced in Shetland with Lonnie’s 
impromptu performance in Lerwick – 
what a shame he wasn’t booked for a 
proper show back then – it might well 
have been around the time that he 
recorded and did telly work with the 
Scottish punk band The Shakin’ Pyramids 
who revived his 1957 hit Don’t you Rock 
Me Daddy-o – co-written by late 
broadcaster and one time leader of the 
Vipers Skiffle Group, Wally Whyton.

Thank again to those readers who 
wrote to me.
 A Wheeler
8 Gainsworth Road,
Bobbingworth, Ongar, Essex.

FOR SALE

Recently refurbished Landing Craft, twin John 
Deere engines, generator, all hydraulics new.

Owner: Flaws, Wyre,
Ctc: Ardmaleigh Boatbuilding Co. Ltd. 
T.   01700 502007

Ness farming family to re-open butcher shop in Lerwick
By RYAN TAYLOR

Efforts to reverse the decline of 
butcher shops in Lerwick will soon 
bear fruit with the opening of a new 
retail outlet.

South end farm operators JK 
Mainland are planning to reopen the 
premises vacated by James S Smith 
Butchers, which closed its doors for 
the last time in January after going 
into liquidation.

Its departure left the Globe in 
Commercial Road as the sole but-
cher shop for the town – something 
those who remember the time when 
Lerwick had 13 butcher shops found 
particularly galling.

The new development, made 
possible following a £45,000 loan 
from the council’s development 
com mittee, will create three full 
time jobs and promises to help main-
tain the commercial status of the 
town centre.

A family venture, the business 
comes as a partnership between 
farmer Ronnie Obern, his wife 
Heather, son Kevin and brother-in-
law Mark Mainland.

Mr Obern said the new shop’s 
unique selling point would be to 
concentrate on promoting food that 
has been produced locally.

“We already have a small farm 
down the south end of the Mainland 
and we supply a lot of Shetland with 
fresh vegetables.

“It’s very hard to get extra land 
and the only way we could expand 
the business was through a butcher 
shop supplying our own lamb 
directly to the customer.

“We’ve been finishing lamb for a 
couple of years now, and Kevin 
[Obern] thought it would be an ideal 
way to go direct to the customers.”

JK Mainland does not produce its 
own beef, but Mr Obern said the 

business would be happy to source 
beef and other produce from outside 
the farm.

The main criteria is that the food 
will be sourced from local 
producers.

“The aim is to sell nothing but 
Shetland produce, even if we don’t 
produce it all ourselves. What we 
don’t produce ourselves we are 
going to try and source from 
elsewhere in Shetland.

“We’ve done a little bit of market 
research, asking folk on the street 
about it, and over the couple of days 
we’ve been here the feedback has 
been tremendous.

 “We are pleased to have received 
financial backing from the council 
to open the premises and sell tradi-
tional butchers’ produce along side 
fresh local vegetables.”

He said the venture would not 
only create new employment in the 

town, but also safeguard the jobs on 
the farm.

Although the family is eager to 
open the shop once again, Mr Obern 
said it would be a number of weeks 
before customers could start coming 
through the door.

“There’s no point in just papering 
over the cracks. We want to get the 
place sorted out properly.”

While the Oberns have bought 
the old Commercial Street shop, the 
deal does not include the separate 
property which used to serve custo-
mers in Commercial Road under the 
old James S Smith banner, as that 
building was rented from a private 
landlord.

Chairman of the development 
com mittee Josie Simpson added 
his support to the new business 
venture

“It is good to see a new Shetland 
partnership come together in busi-

ness and bring quality local produce 
directly to the Shetland public,” he 
said.

James S Smith was closed down 
by Orkney-based owner Graham 

Henry of farming company G&A 
Henry, who bought the premises in 
2006 from former butcher Alex 
Wise man, who retired after 26 years 
of owning and running the business.
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                     Movieline DV5 
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Halibut company 
owes £207,000
An experiment in growing farmed 
halibut by three prominent local 
businessmen has led to their 
company going out of business, 
owing a £207,775 loan to Shetland 
Development Trust.

 Full story, page 5

Wills tries to halt 
AHS progress
Councillor Jonathan Wills, 
who believes his colleagues are 
attempting to “railroad” through 
the £50 million new Anderson 
High School, has written to 
Scottish planning minister Stewart 
Stevenson calling for the plans to 
be postponed.

 Full story, page 2

Cheesy plan for 
smokehouse
A former accountant from England 
who moved to Shetland last year 
with the intention of setting up 
his own cheese-making business 
is one of three parties to have 
expressed an interest in the vacant 
Skeld Smokehouse building.

 Full story, page 7

Polar Bear calls 
into town
A yacht which has circum-
navigated the globe on three 
occasions, including the non-stop 
voyage by solo sailor Dee Caffari, 
stopped off in Lerwick on Monday 
on her way to a different kind of 
adventure in Norway.

 Full story, page 13

Delting crash to 
defeat in Unst
One of the biggest shocks of the 
senior football season occurred 
last Friday when Unst defeated 
reigning champions Delting 
3-2 in an action-packed game 
at Baltasound, David Thomson 
scoring the winner with a few 
minutes left.

 Football round-up, page 54

Fireball fun withFireball fun with
weather just right weather just right 

Times to carry out windfarm poll
By JOHN ROBERTSON

The Shetland Times is to carry out a major 
test of public opinion on the proposed Viking 
windfarm in the absence of any official 
move to gauge the majority feeling in the 
community.

The poll will aim to ask 1,000 people the 
central question “Are you in favour of the 
Viking Energy windfarm?” with additional 
supplementary questions on some of the 
issues.

The decision follows last week’s rejection 
of a referendum by Viking Energy chairman 
Bill Manson, the councillor who also chairs 
Shetland Charitable Trust, owners of the 
community’s 45 per cent stake in the windfarm 
project. 

Yesterday Shetland Islands Council con-
vener Sandy Cluness cast his vote against a 
single-question referendum too, observing 

that had one been staged in the early 1970s the 
community might have voted against the 
coming of oil and Shetland would not be the 
affluent place it is today.

“In 1973 when the great debates were on 
and I stood for the council first, there was a 
very large number of folk thought that oil 
would destroy Shetland, not only because of 
its potential danger for wildlife and fisheries 
but also because of the social impact it would 
have. There was a strong opposition within the 
council as well to the local authority having 
any share in it. It was thought that these 
matters should be left to private enterprise.”

Meanwhile, the call for an extension to the 
30th June deadline for comments for or against 
Viking Energy’s planning application has been 
answered with the developer agreeing to 
double the length of time available. The extra 
28 days, announced late yesterday afternoon, 
sets a new deadline of 28th July.

This week has seen more questions asked 
about exactly how the Shetland public is to 
have its say over whether the £800 million 
windfarm should proceed – a right which is 
widely assumed to have been promised at an 
early stage in the project.

The council convener said he favoured 
leaving the ultimate decision about investing 
community money to the trustees of the 
charitable trust, of whom all but two are SIC 
councillors. But opponents of the development 
say councillors appear unable or unwilling to 
represent constituents’ views on the issue and 
they call into question members’ ability to 
vote on the windfarm due to conflicts of 
interest.

The convener is more relaxed than some of 
his colleagues regarding perceived conflicts 
of interest when councillors wear different 
hats at different meetings, although he said 
trustees who are directors of Viking Energy 

will have to make up their own minds about 
involvement in decisions. “If trustees believe 
the decision they are making is in the best 
interests of the community then I don’t see a 
conflict of interest,” he said.

He warned a simple referendum might kill 
off the entire concept of a part-community-
owned windfarm whereas his impression was 
that although opposition is “fairly widespread”, 
most people seem in favour of a windfarm but 
not on as big a scale as the 150-turbine 
complex proposed for the central and north 
Mainland. “If it was simply a Yes or a No it is 
a difficult question for someone like me who 
thinks we should have a windfarm but maybe 
it shouldn’t be as big as it is,” he said.

He believed a smaller windfarm could be 
possible if the UK government revamped 
its system of charging for the transmission 
of electricity to the National Grid which 

(Continued on page two)

 In absence of official test of opinion, we’ll test mood of isles  Extension granted for comments to planning body as expected

REAL sails in front of the Shetland Museum version as Fireballs run downwind with spinnnakers on 
Friday night in Lerwick Harbour. Leading the way is White Lightning (Willum Mouatt and Neil Fraser), 
followed by Tidal Fire (Scott Nicolson and Roger Goudie). Photo: Kevin Jones
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Councillor tries to delay 
school planning hearing

By NEIL RIDDELL
A Lerwick councillor who believes the community’s 
rulers are attempt ing to “railroad” through the project 
to build the £50 million new An derson High School 
has written to Scottish planning minister Stewart 
Stevenson calling for the plans to be postponed. 

A specially-convened meeting of the SIC’s planning 
board will hear the application on 15th June, but 
Jonathan Wills said this week that the interests of 
objectors are “clearly now being trampled on by what 
can only be described as a political stampede” to get 
the project through as soon as possible. 

Construction firm O’Hare and McGovern were in 
Shetland this week to meet potential subcon tractors 
and said they hoped to be able to source workers locally 
wherever possible to form part of the 150-strong 
building team, though some of the work will have to 
be carried out outside of Shetland. It is anticipated that 
preliminary work could start on the existing Knab site 
as early as July if the planning hearing goes through 
without difficulties.

The project has been around in various different 
incarnations for two decades and in the past year a clear 
political will has emerged to get the school built as 
quickly as possible on what is essentially the existing 
site, with an increasing number of problems cropping 
up with the current school as a result of the dilapidated 
state of some of the buildings.

But Dr Wills’ assertion that the timetable is being 
rushed appears to have some support from within the 
council, with the SIC’s roads depart  ment informing 
planners last week that a detailed assessment of the 
submission would not be possible in advance of the 
hearing.

Head of roads Ian Halcrow said in a written 
submission to the planners that the timeframe “leaves 
the project team at risk of not being able to act 
effectively on my comments prior to any decision 
being made” and, as a result, “the full impact of the 
new school and its construction phase will not nec-
essarily be obvious to either the public, residents or 
members”.

Mr Halcrow said he was not aware of anything to 
prevent the project from going ahead but flagged up “a 
number of outstanding issues” which his department 

felt ought to be addressed, including an insufficient 
provision of 127 parking spaces (less than the existing 
150) when a provision of between 145 and 168 spaces 
would be more appropriate.

He also said the ability to properly accommodate 
future school transport requirements in the event of an 
increase in pupil numbers had not been properly 
worked through: “The information was requested some 
time ago but to date we have had no response. With a 
family population shift out of central Lerwick already 
evident it is possible that the bus facility is undersized 
for future require ments.”

Further potential issues include the location of the 
new school, which Mr Halcrow wrote “ef fectively 
precludes any significant changes in personal transport 
choices” and reduces scope for moving travel away 
from the car towards more sustainable modes of 
transport.

Head of planning Iain McDiar mid said the final 
committee report was still being compiled but his 
department is still aiming for the application to be 
heard on 15th June because officials believe they have 
all the necessary information.

But Dr Wills, who was told by infrastructure 
director Gordon Greenhill this week that there 
would be no postponement of the hearing a week on 
Monday, said he believed the planning application was 
being “railroaded through by local political, financial 
and timetabling pressures rather than receiving a 
proper consideration solely in terms of planning 
law”. 

His letter to Mr Stevenson states that the late arrival 
of amendments and supplementary information 
meant it was not possible for objectors to give the 
“voluminous” new information proper scrutiny in 
time for a deadline (3rd June) which has now 
passed.

“The fact that we have a contractor impatient to get 
on site is no reason to fast-track this hugely significant 
application,” said Dr Wills. “This is why I have asked 
for a postponement, to give objectors time to consider 
new material submitted by the applicant at a very late 
stage, and also for the application to be ‘called in’ by 
the Scottish Government, so that an impartial 
assessment can take place, free from the political 
contamination we are seeing here.”

Sheriff pays tribute 
as court solicitor 
dies after illness

Trust ‘cannot fund share’

The sheriff has paid tribute to 
defence solicitor Greer McRoberts, 
who died peacefully yesterday 
morning.

Sheriff Graeme Napier described 
Mr McRoberts as “one of life’s 
characters”, and added he would be 
sadly missed by the many people 
who came to know him.

Addressing the court in Lerwick 
before proceedings began, Sheriff 
Napier said: “Before we commence 
today’s business it is appropriate for 
me to record news of the untimely 
death early this morning, after a 
long period of illness, of Greer 
McRoberts, solicitor, who regularly 
appeared before this court.

“Greer had a long connection 
with this court as one of the few 
agents who was prepared to act in 
legally aided criminal cases and 
was a stalwart of the Legal Aid duty 
solicitor scheme.

“Indeed I am aware that his 
connection with the court goes back 
many years before my own 
appointment here and accordingly 
he was better known to others than 
he was to me, particularly as his 
health had affected his availability 
to appear here over the past year or 
so.”

He added: “I was thinking how I 
would describe Greer. Each of us 
will have their own memories, 
whether that is of him as agent in 
court, convivial host at his home or 
elsewhere, organiser of so called 
training weekends for fellow 
solicitors or as provider of biscuits 
to the clerks.

“I suspect, however, that nobody 
will disagree with me when I 
describe him as one of life’s 
characters.

Greer McRoberts.

(Continued from front page)
discriminates against far-flung 
places like Shetland. “In other parts 
of the Europe you get a connection 
at the same cost wherever you live,” 
he said. “In the UK the farther away 
you are the more expensive it is.”

He said it might be time for the 
SIC, other Highlands and Islands 
local authorities and the Scottish 
government to renew their campaign 
for equal treatment and equal 
charging which might mean 
substantially fewer turbines required 
for the Viking windfarm to generate 
profits for Shetland. 

It will be several years before 
epic decisions have to be made about 
funding the £800 million windfarm 
by which time he said the situation 
would be much clearer and important 
factors could have changed. It would 
also be several years before a cable 
is laid. “I think there is plenty of 
time for everybody to have their say 
one way or another.”

The jump in costs from £552m to 
£800m in the space of one year he 
does not think will effectively kill 
off the Shetland community’s 
continued involvement in the 
project. 

Indeed, if the power transmission 
costs could be slashed, fewer 
turbines would be needed and the 
price for the windfarm would come 
down. “The bigger it is the more 
expensive it is,” he said. “If the 
government were prepared to make 
it easier for us then perhaps our 
contribution wouldn’t need to so 
large as it is at the moment.”

Exact details of The Shetland 
Times’ opinion poll will be worked 
out in the coming weeks. Editor Paul 
Riddell said the poll would be 
conducted using the methods 
deployed by formal polling 
organisations “to establish what the 
balance of opinion in the community 
is”.

“A new member of staff will be 
appointed to carry out the poll, 
which will be properly weighted to 
take account of geography, sex and 
age, over the summer months. We 
are hoping to enlist the help of 
experts in the field of psephology, 
the study of voting behaviour. Our 
target is to poll 1,000 people – the 
same number polling organisations 
regard as representative of the whole 
country when surveying likely 
electoral voting intentions. A date 
for publication has yet to be 
determined.

“As well as the central question, 
a series of supplementary questions 
will be asked centring on the cost of 
the project, its environmental 
implications and whether there is or 
is not a democratic deficit in the 
planning process.”

News of Viking Energy 
Partnership’s agreement to extend 
the deadline for planning comments 
until 28th July follows pressure from 
Shetland’s MP Alistair Carmichael 
and MSP Tavish Scott who backed 
a call initiated by the campaign 
group Sustainable Shetland for 
submissions to be accepted beyond 
30th June.

The politicians approached 
energy minister Jim Mather with an 
extension request. Sustainable 
Shetland chairman Billy Fox had 
criticised the 28-day response period 
allocated by the government as 
inadequate given the vast amounts 
of information included in the 
windfarm environmental statement, 
which took five years to compile 
and was only published just over 
two weeks ago.

In a letter he told the government’s 
energy consents unit in Glasgow it 
was “totally unacceptable” because 
his group had been told repeatedly 
by Viking Energy that the detailed 
information opponents were 
seeking, on issues such as peat 
removal and road building, would 

only be made available in the 
environmental statement.

Mr Scott and Mr Carmichael 
have also sought an opportunity for 
Sustainable Shetland to put its case 
to Mr Mather, Highlands and Islands 
MSPs and the Scottish Parliament’s 
energy committee. Mr Scott said he 
hoped to arrange the briefings for 
September.

He said he and Mr Carmichael 
were hearing from “many concerned 
constituents” by letter and at 
surgeries voicing worries about the 
windfarm’s potential impact on the 
Shetland landscape and environment 
and regarding the financial questions 
surrounding the gigantic project. At 
least seven Sustainable Shetland 
members lobbied the Lib Dem 
politicians at their hour-long surgery 
in Lerwick on Friday.

Mr Scott said: “The capital costs 
are rising and it is now beyond the 
ability of the charitable trust to fund 
Shetland’s share. 

The project may end up being 
largely, or wholly, owned by a multi-
national energy company, with the 
council’s role reduced to that of 
landlord and most of the promised 
profits heading overseas. People 
need a clear assurance that this 
won’t happen.”

The issue of potential conflicts of 
interest is destined to be the subject 
of exhaustive debate in the coming 
months. 

SIC councillors are elected to 
represent their constituents, act as 
trustees of the charitable trust – 
which not only controls the local 
company Viking Energy Limited but 
may have to put up some of the 
funding – and as members of the 
planning board which will vote for 
or against the windfarm application 
before passing it back to the Scottish 
government for its verdict. 

Mr Scott said: “One of the 
constant themes in the represent-
ations that we have received is a 

frustration that councillors are in an 
impossible position, struggling to 
carry out their duties to represent 
their constituents, because of the 
restrictions imposed by their other 
duties. This is a massive deal for 
Shetland and our councillors must 
be free to represent the views of 
local people.”

In today’s newspaper Sustainable 
Shetland has taken out a full page 
advert urging people to object to the 
planning application. It also includes 
a form to cut out and send to the 
energy consents unit. 

The group’s main objections have 
been well publicised over the past 
year but have been refined in the 
light of the mass of new information 
included in Viking Energy’s 
planning application. They 
include:
● Changing the character of the 

landscape, affecting the view and 
putting off tourists;
● Disturbing massive amounts 

of peat which could trigger landslips 
and causes carbon pollution;
● Noise pollution for residents 

living within two kilometres of wind 
turbines;
● At least 5,700 bird deaths from 

collisions with turbines over 25 
years and other affects on birdlife.

Mr Fox said yesterday the group 
would finally close its petition on 
Tuesday which he said had now 
been signed by over 3,000 people 
since it was raised nearly seven 
months ago. He said he believed 
many more people who work for the 
council would have signed it but 
have concerns about how the 
presence of their names on a form 
might be viewed by their bosses and 
elected members. 

Sustainable Shetland now claims 
560 members who have each paid at 
least £1 to join.

“I know that in his passing he 
will be missed by many people in 
Shetland, not only those of us who 
work in the court but also his clients 
and the many contacts he had made 
in Shetland over the years flying to 
and from Aberdeen.

“Clearly our thoughts are with 
all those people who will miss 
Greer, but particularly they will be 
with his family in Tarland and 
elsewhere who will feel his loss 
most acutely.”

OPEN: 9am-6pm Monday to Friday; 9am-5pm Saturday
71/79 Commercial Street, Lerwick, Shetland ZE1 0AJ   
Tel: 01595 695531 www.shetland-bookshop.co.uk

Following the success of his last 
book, Benny-benny Seawater is 
back in Shetland and ready for 
more fun. Young children will love 
this latest story which is 
beautifully illustrated with images 
that all young Shetlanders or 
visitors can relate to.  

Benny-benny Seawater loves 
helping with the chores on his 
Aunty and Uncle's croft in 
Shetland, especially feeding the 
caddy lambs! 
With the long summer holidays 
stretching out before him,
Benny-benny can't wait to 
explore all his favourite places 
again and  learn how to raise peats 
and clip sheep like a proper crofter. 

Lisa Johnson lives in Lerwick with her daughter Tabitha and their sheepdog Moses.  
Lisa always looked forward to the summer holidays when she was a little girl so she 
could help out on the croft and do all the things that Benny-benny Seawater 
gets to do.  
 
 Katherine Laidlay grew up in Lerwick and now lives and works in Dundee as a 
graphic designer and illustrator. She always loves coming back to Shetland to see her 
friends and family, and looks forward to the first day of her holidays probably as 
much as Benny-benny Seawater does!

978-1-904746-44-7 £6.99 Pbk

Lisa Johnson and Katherine Laidlay will be signing copies 
of their new book in The Shetland Times Bookshop

on Saturday, 6th June, from 12 – 2pm.

NEW BAIRNS’ BOOK
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An illustration of how the converter station buildings might look in Upper Kergord, although various design options are still being worked on.

Electricity firm lays out latest cable plan

Anti-windfarm group to keep pressure on councillors, MSP and MP

Fox urges protesters to put in their objections 

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Scottish and Southern Energy could 
connect Shetland to the National 
Grid for at least £100 million less if 
it is allowed to lay a single cable 
circuit instead of having to provide 
an emergency back-up. The 
company is trying to persuade the 
UK electricity regulator Ofgem of 
its case but is being kept waiting for 
its verdict.

SSE, which is Shetland’s partner 
in the Viking windfarm project, this 
week displayed its latest plans for 
the seabed cables and the large 
converter station at Upper Kergord 
which it would build at a cost of 
£200m-£300m to send power from 
the 150 turbines to customers in 
Scotland. Power from the grid could 
also be sent northwards to keep 
Shetland’s lights on when the 
windfarm was not producing. 

An environmental statement has 
been completed and the planning 
application is expected to be 
submitted to Shetland Islands 
Council at the end of next month. 
Without a cable and converter 
station the windfarm plan would be 
killed off because there is no other 
way of exporting its potential 
540MW of power. Equally, if the 
windfarm fails to get approval there 
will be no need for the cable.

Scottish and Southern’s power 
lines subsidiary Scottish Hydro 
Electric Transmission Limited 
(SHETL) hosted a public roadshow 

 No final cost figures 
for National Grid link

 SSE staff promise to 
reveal more soon

Anita Mayes, who is concerned about the possible effects of the 
cable, with her children Jack (in pushchair), Ben and Ruby. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Anti-windfarm protesters are to 
apply heavy pressure on SIC 
councillors and Shetland’s Lib Dem 
politicians to try to turn them against 
the £800 million Viking windfarm. 

The Sustainable Shetland group 
believes at least 80 per cent of the 
local population is opposed and 
hopes elected representatives can 
be persuaded to reflect that feeling 
and help kill it off.

Sustainable Shetland chairman 
Billy Fox told a meeting of 152 
members this week it was vital they 
each object to the planning appli-
cation and write and write again to 
their councillors until they get a 
response.

However, recent weeks have 
highlighted the possibility that the 
150-turbine windfarm, or a similar 
project, might happen even if coun-
cillors did oppose the Viking Energy 
plan and refused to sanction the 
community’s financial stake. 

Viking Energy chairman Bill 
Manson this week repeated his view 
that a large windfarm may be in-
evitable. He said companies had 
been looking at Shetland for six 
years and had the council not inter-
vened by forming Viking Energy 
there might have been up to three 
different proposals today without 
the community benefits promised.

He said: “Sooner or later energy 
resources around Shetland will be 

A plan to pay for a mailshot to every home in 
Shetland encouraging objections to the wind-
farm planning application has been scrapped 
with Sustainable Shetland relying instead on 
protesters to respond using forms included in a 
series of full-page adverts running in The 
Shetland Times in the coming weeks. 

Mr Fox urged members to submit individual 
objections to the government’s energy consents 
unit before the July 28th deadline. The group is 
using its mainland lawyers to help compile a 
detailed objection to what Mr Fox described as 

a “horrific development” and it may have to 
raise substantial extra funds to pay for the 
work.

The group plans to tour halls and community 
councils to give a presentation on the windfarm 
and intends staging a rally in Lerwick later this 
year when the SIC holds its promised public 
hearing into the planning proposal. Mr Fox said 
if councillors on the planning board were to get 
“cold feet” there would be a public inquiry 
which might help derail the project.

He told members he expected Viking Energy 

would be taken to task by statutory bodies such 
as Scottish Natural Heritage and the Scottish 
Environmental Protection Agency because of 
perceived gaps in the information in the 
environmental statement, such as lack of 
analysis of the effects of windfarm construction 
on lochs and voes. “If they don’t pull this 
environmental statement to bits then con-
servation and common sense is really dead and 
buried in this country and that we are now 
playing politics with the environment, which 
we should not be doing.”

in the Whiteness and Weisdale 
Hall on Wednesday. There was not 
a lot to see apart from a selection of 

wall charts and maps but experts 
from the power company were on 
hand to answer questions from 

the stream of people who popped 
along.

The converter station caused 
some controversy when announced 
last year due to the large size of the 
industrial buildings planned for hill 
land belonging to Hunters of Scatsta 
in the picturesque Kergord valley. 
This week no finalised designs were 
yet available for the station and 
several options are said to still be 
under consideration and due to be 
completed over the coming months. 
For illustration purposes the 
buildings included in images of 
how the valley would look are 
based on the design of a converter 
station which SSE has applied to 
build in the Western Isles. 

The converter station will house 
noisy, giant transformers to change 
the electricity from AC to DC so the 
minimum amount of power is lost 
from the line during its five-mile 
underground trip to the sea in 
Weisdale Voe and the 200-mile 
journey onwards to Portgordon, 
near Buckie.

No up-to-date cost was available 
for the project this week. Last year’s 
price tag was £200m-£300m over 
the course of 40 years, depending 
on whether one or two cable circuits 
is required, but it is only what they 
call an indicative figure and has not 
changed since the last roadshow in 
April last year. Project manager 
Greg Taylor said a more accurate 
costing would be known in the next 
couple of months. 

All the plans for the project have 
been worked out on the basis that 
two cable circuits will be required 
by Ofgem, each consisting of two 
strands. He said the watchdog 
would not commit itself regarding 
SSE’s preferred option of one 
550MW cable circuit until after the 

company’s formal planning appli-
cation is lodged. Last year there 
was talk of three sets of cables 
being required because, according 
to Mr Taylor, no converter station 
existed which could handle more 
than 350MW. Now they can handle 
up to 1,000MW from a single cable 
circuit.

One significant change to the 
plans revealed last year is the route 
of the proposed cable once it makes 
landfall in Weisdale Voe and goes 
nearly three feet underground to 
snake up the valley. It had been 
planned to come ashore at the east 
side of the voe, south of the Swedish 
houses, but following consultation 
it has been switched to Cott on the 
west shore, opposite Kalliness. 

The prospect of high-voltage 
cables near houses and places where 
children play is causing con-
sternation among residents despite 
assurances that there are no health 
risks and the only visual sign after 
construction will be a warning 
signpost. 

One mother, Anita Mayes, who 
visited the roadshow, was worried 
about the potential effects of living 
near high-voltage cables. 

She said she would no longer 
allow her children to play near the 
area where the cable might come 
ashore, close to a beach and local 
beauty spot where the King of the 
Cocos Islands, John Clunies Ross, 
was born.

 “It’s a lovely spot that will be 
ruined,” she said. “We’ll just have 
to keep our fingers crossed it 
doesn’t come.”

There have been claims in the 
press that electrical currents from 
cables could be hazardous to human 
health and could destroy fish stocks 
on the seabed but according to SSE 

representatives at the roadshow the 
twin sections of the cable are of 
equal and opposite polarity and 
cancel each other out, causing a 
negligible electrical field. One SSE 
expert said the Baltic Sea was criss-
crossed by such cables with no 
effect on fish stocks.

Mrs Mayes said there were other 
general concerns in the community 
about the effects on people living 
near high-voltage power lines, 
including those carrying power 
from the turbines to the converter 
station in Kergord. “It’s not 
something you are wanting to take 
a risk on,” she said. Even though 
the windfarm is a long way off, if it 
comes at all, it may already be 
having an effect on house prices for 
properties near turbines. She said 
one family she knows who are 
looking to return to live in Weisdale 
would not consider potential houses 
in Kergord because of their 
proximity to the windfarm.

The proposed undersea cable 
would cross six telecoms cables and 
one oil pipeline during its journey. 
Mr Taylor said it would be buried in 
the seabed for all but two or three 
per cent of its journey and engineers 
are considering the best option for 
covering those remaining sections 
which travel over rock, which could 
include rock armouring and 
concrete “mattresses”. 

SHETL believes the main risks 
to the cable are from trawling, 
anchors dragging from boats or 
fixed fishing gear, boat groundings 
and from fish farm anchors in 
inshore grounds, such as in the 
approaches to Weisdale Voe. 
However, burying the cable and 
informing fishermen of areas where 
it remains prominent on the seabed 
should minimise concerns.

developed – with or without local 
involvement or participation. I 
strongly believe that it will be better 
to have this happen sooner and with 
a real local influence than later with 
no community element.”

The allegiances of Mr Manson 
and some of his councillor col-
leagues are now under legal scrutiny 
by Sustainable Shetland and its 
lawyers, raising the prospect of a 
complaint to the Standards Com-
mission for Scotland over alleged 
conflicts of interest. 

Addressing the group’s first 
annual meeting in Whiteness and 
Weisdale Hall on Tuesday, Mr Fox 
said there were already grounds for 
an official complaint against at least 
one councillor and revealed that the 
group’s lawyers are astonished by 
the “completely improper” arrange-

ment where SIC councillors will 
have multiple roles to play in the 
big windfarm decisions lying ahead.  
The 22 SIC members are elected 
representatives of the people in 
their wards but they are the land-
owners of 43 of the 150 proposed 
turbine sites and they all serve as 
trustees of Shetland Charitable 
Trust, which owns 45 per cent of 
the windfarm development com-
pany Viking Energy. 

The nine members who also sit 
on the planning board and the three 
who act as directors of Viking En-
ergy (Mr Manson, Alastair Cooper 
and Allan Wishart) are in a part-
icularly awkward position in trying 
to mirror public opinion in their 
wards and perform their obligations 
to planning law or company profits. 
It is understood that the issue of 

conflicts of interest is being an-
alysed by council lawyers who will 
brief the councillors in detail in the 
coming weeks.

Mr Fox said councillors’ predica-
ment was “complete and utter mad-
ness”. “It’s a real can of worms and 
I think it’s one that’s going to get 
opened pretty soon.” He also drew 
attention to the fact that Viking 
Energy project officer David Thom-
son is also a private shareholder in 
the Viking Energy venture.

He criticised successive councils 
over the past 30 years for acting 
completely outwith their remit as a 
local authority by operating as busi-
ness people and developers rather 
than simply representing their 
constituents and providing infra-
structure and services. “They are 
not there to play at developers and 

they have made so many ill-judged 
decisions in the past they have lost 
us tens of millions. This project 
coming along now is going to be the 
granddaddy of them all.”

Sustainable Shetland vice-chair-
man Kevin Learmonth said the 
difficulties some people are appar-
ently encountering in approaching 
their elected representatives showed 
“a fundamental failure of local 
democracy”. “This is the biggest 
project ever to face the public in 
Shetland and the councillors say 
nothing!” He urged members to 
force each of the three members in 
their ward to state where they stand 
on the windfarm.

The claim that 80 per cent, or 
more, in the community oppose the 
windfarm was made by Mr Fox, 
who accused Mr Thomson of Vik-

ing Energy of “a blatant untruth” in 
stating on television recently that 
the project had the local community 
onboard.

Membership of Sustainable 
Shetland is expected to climb above 
600 due to new recruits on Tuesday, 
which Mr Fox said made it “pretty 
large” for any group in Shetland. 
The audience was made up largely 
of people from communities which 
would be close to wind turbines, 
including a sizeable showing from 
Aith and other parts of the West 
Side, Brae and Voe along with small 
numbers from Lerwick and other 
places further away. Critics who 
suspect that the bulk of those 
present were probably incomers are 
wrong. 

The group’s petition against the 
windfarm has been signed by 3,558 
people since November and will be 
presented to SIC convener Sandy 
Cluness at a meeting of the Full 
Council on Wednesday 1st July. 
Around 60-70 members are to turn 
up to show support.

The group welcomed news that 
Shetland Bird Club and Shetland 
Anglers’ Association, are to 
object. 

Agnes Leask, one of the mem-
bers who spoke at the meeting, said 
there was little hope of councillors 
supporting the protest so members 
should lobby MP Alistair 
Carmichael and MSP Tavish Scott 
to represent their views.
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Back in court after breach
A “blatant breach” of bail led to an extra court 
appearance for Ebrahim Hassan on 
Monday.

The court heard that Hassan, 46, of North 
Road, Lerwick, had shared a NorthLink cabin 
with a person he had been warned not to 
contact or approach – this was a special 
condition of bail imposed on 29th May.

The two had not been travelling together 
but found themselves on the same boat. 
Hassan had been in custody since the offence 

came to light, thus missing a family event at 
the weekend.

Sheriff Graeme Napier told Hassan that he 
“of all people” should have known the 
implications of the offence, as the person in 
question is to be a witness at Hassan’s 
forthcoming trial.

The sheriff liberated Hassan on bail to be 
of good behaviour and deferred sentence 
until 29th July, asking for reports to be 
produced by then.

Woman charged with assault
A woman who has been on methadone for 
seven years appeared at Lerwick Sheriff 
Court on Wednesday charged with assaults 
on four police officers.

Keri Butler, 29, of Nederdale, Lerwick, 
pleaded guilty to obstructing, molesting and 
hindering three police officers at an address 
in Harbour Street while they were detaining 
a man on 27th May. One of the police officers 
was female and Butler admitted punching her 
on the head.

She also pleaded guilty to kicking a fourth 
police officer, a female, at Lerwick Police 
Station on the same day.

Sheriff Graeme Napier said it was 
disgraceful behaviour and police officers 
should not have to put up with it. He 
questioned the necessity of her being on 
methadone for so long and placed Butler on 
probation for 18 months to address her drug 
issue. She will also be on a restriction of 
liberty order for three months.

Grant for
airstrip
Fears over the future of the air link 
to Fair Isle were eased this week 
when Shetland Islands Council 
agreed a grant of £15,000 for the 
airstrip.

Owned and operated by the 
National Trust for Scotland, the 
airstrip currently makes a loss of 
over £16,000 a year. Incoming 
revenue of £11,400 from flight 
landings is offset by £16,000 in staff 
wages and a further £14,000 incurred 
through maintenance, capital works, 
licensing, admin istration, training 
and travel sub sistence.

In September last year the 
National Trust appealed to the 
council for help, but a decision was 
deferred in February until a meeting 
with the trust and further information 
could be provided.

A statement before Tuesday’s 
meeting of the SIC infrastructure 
committee explained that the in-
creased cost of health and safety, 
annual surveys and training made it 
impossible to continue without an 
annual grant from the council.

The committee unanimously ap-
proved the recommendation to 
provide the £15,000 grant, with 
Shetland South councillor Jim 
Budge saying it was important for 
the service to continue.

Watchdog
accused
The body which investigates public 
spending in Scotland had an 
accusatory finger wagged at it this 
week by Shetland’s own spending 
watchdog, known as Da Flea. 

The Shetland South councillor 
Allison Duncan ripped into an 
official from Audit Scotland for 
charging the “extortionate” amount 
of nearly £260,000 to audit how the 
council spent its public money for 
the past financial year. 

During Wednesday’s audit and 
scrutiny committee, which he is 
vice-chairman of, he said the matter 
deeply concerned him and he called 
for thousands of pounds to be cut 
from the bill because the SIC is only 
a small local authority.

But the East Kilbride-based audit 
manager Mark Ferris, who was 
up visiting Lerwick to answer 
councillors’ queries, said the fee was 
high because Audit Scotland has 
identified a lot of high-level risks 
in the SIC, which includes its 
over-spending habit, huge spending 
plans and the threat of unquantifiable 
equal pay claims from employees 
who have no single status agre-
ement.

Embezzled
from club
An accounts assistant who em-
bezzled £1,210 from Shetland 
Triathlon Club while treasurer of 
the club had sentence deferred 
at Lerwick Sheriff Court on 
Wednesday.

The court heard that Lee 
Moulder, 23, of Firpark Court, 
Glasgow, who did not appear in 
court, had run up debts and the 
money was available to him. The 
offence took place between 23rd 
July and 10th September last 
year, and represented a “significant 
total” of the small club’s funds. 
Moulder has since repaid the 
amount in full.  

Defence solicitor Tommy Allan 
said the events had been “fairly 
disastrous” for Moulder, who had 
lost his job as a result and now 
worked as a leisure centre assist-
ant.

Sheriff Graeme Napier deferred 
sentence until 9th September 
for Moulder to be of good be-
haviour.

MSYP’s taste of Norwegian democracy
Shetland MSYP NICOLE MOUAT reports 
from the International Democracy Project 
planning meeting in Norway, which she 
attended recently with SIC youth 
empowerment and participation worker 
Martin Summers.

Martin and I headed to Sumburgh on 
Thursday 4th June to begin our journey. 
The long six-hour wait at Aberdeen Airport 
gave us even more time to build up 
excitement, and we couldn’t wait to get to 
Norway.

We finally reached Bergen at around 9pm. 
Eager to get some sleep before meeting the 
people we would be spending the weekend 
with, we headed to the bus. Later finding out 
that we were at the wrong bus stop, we missed 
our bus, resulting in us only reaching our 
destination at 11pm. 

On Friday we did some shopping before 
meeting the Lithuanians who were getting 
involved in the project, and a Norwegian who 
was involved in the organising. In the 
afternoon we got a minibus with them, a 
young Greek girl and her father, as well as a 
young Norwegian and two adults. 

That evening we had some tea, and got to 
know each other as a few more joined our 
small group. We had a chat about where we 
were all from and then some of us went out 
to do some kayaking. This was great fun and 
we really got to know each other a lot 
better. 

The work started on Saturday. We had to 
come up with an idea for a project which 
young people in our areas would get involved 
with. We had a brainstorm about democracy, 
and decided we would put all these ideas on 
a website.

Our idea is to produce a website which 
will include information about democracy in 
a few countries around Europe, the history of 
democracy and a “bulletin board” on which 
young people can share their views. From 

this website, we hope to produce a leaflet 
which will contain opinions from the bulletin 
board and how politicians feel about this. 
These ideas are not set in stone and still may 
change, but to date this is the plan. 

The two young Norwegians and I showed 
our true Viking heritage by having a swim in 
the sea. The Lithuanians stared at us in 
amazement as they sat in their jackets and 
scarves, saying how mad we were and 
that they were cold. We had a great time 
splashing around, but soon the work had to 
carry on. 

We got a name for our project: YEP 
standing for Young European Politics. Even 
a slogan to match: “Say YEP to 
democracy.”

When we had to leave on Sunday it was 
very sad. We were only starting to get to 
know each other and it would have been nice 
to have another night together. We put our 
last few hours together to good use, organising 
final arrangements before the application to 
go ahead with the project is written and 
sent. 

On the way to the airport our taxi broke 
down. It was another memory to add to the 
many from the weekend. We all sat in the 
Norwegian sun until we managed to flag 
down the airport bus to pick us up. We all 
caught our separate flights, and went our 
different ways, but hope that the project gets 
the go ahead from the EU, and we’re able to 
meet up in the spring of next year.  

Views that were put across in debates over 
the weekend were really interesting, and give 
us something to think about. The project as a 
whole has given us something to work on 
along with the young people of Shetland. The 
work will benefit them as it will promote 
democracy which is what we need to shape 
our future.

We would like to thank the Youth Action 
Programme, Youth Services and the Shetland 
Islands Council. Nicole Mouat gets ready to kayak.

People urged to back windfarm

BY JOHN ROBERTSON
Viking Energy is urging people to 
record their backing for its £800 
million windfarm, placing a full-
page advert in this newspaper with 
a tear-off slip to send off to the 
Scottish government’s energy con-
sents unit in Glasgow.

The move mirrors a tactic adopted 
in recent weeks by the group 
Sustainable Shetland which has 
been organising opponents to object 
to the planning application in a bid 
to stop the 150-turbine development. 
Both sides in the debate have stres-
sed the importance of islanders 
registering their views by 28th July, 
the volume of which might have a 
bearing on how Scottish ministers 
ultimately view the application. 

Yesterday Sustainable Shetland 
criticised the use of public money 
from Shetland Charitable Trust to 
help fund the advert promoting the 
windfarm cause. Chairman Billy 
Fox said: “It’s a bit ironic that it is 
our own money that is being used to 
try and convince us of something 
that I am absolutely convinced 
a majority of Shetland folk are 
against.”

Vice-chairman Kevin Learmonth 
felt the new tactic was “a bit unfair” 

 Views can be sent to
Scottish Government

 Tactic is similar to that
adopted by opposition

and “a very poor use of public 
money”. He said: “They are very 
good at spending our money on 
promoting their project. Folk in 
Shetland have never been asked if 
they can use charitable trust money 
to support this project but they’re 
just ploughing ahead with it 
regardless.

“On the other side you have got 
Sustainable Shetland, which is a 
voluntary organisation relying on 

folk just putting in their own time 
and their own money and relying on 
donations. We’re up against a pro-
fessional organisation with full-time 
staff using public money. They have 
got literally millions of pounds at 
their disposal to help push this 
through.”

With Sustainable Shetland en-
joying some success with its tear-off 
slips in recent editions of The 
Shetland Times, Viking Energy has 

considered it wise to do the same. 
Viking Energy chairman Bill Man-
son admitted the slips had made 
it easier for opponents to object 
and its version would do the same 
for supporters. “We’re helping them 
rather than them having to compose 
letters from scratch,” he said. “We, 
in common with Sustainable Shet-
land, believe that people who 
wish to make their voices known 
should do so and that people should 

do so rather than just sitting on 
fences.”

Viking Energy said over 300 
people had submitted comments and 
questions about the windfarm during 
its round of public exhibitions on the 
windfarm. It considered the majority 
of comments to be sup portive. But 
Mr Fox said nobody ever gets the 
chance to check any of the responses 
Viking Energy receives.

The company has used its advert 
to answer some of the questions still 
being asked about the windfarm. 
Responding to one of the biggest 
criticisms – that building the roads 
and turbines will badly damage the 
peat-covered hills of the central 
Mainland and their birdlife – Viking 
Energy said it was actually an op-
portunity to provide the investment 
needed to stop the environment in 
the area of the windfarm det-
eriorating further due to climate 
change. “We believe the single 
biggest threat to Shetland’s environ-
ment is climate change. Studies 
show that the condition of the peat 
around the site and the viability of 
wildlife breeding areas are already 
declining.”

Even if planning consent is 
eventually granted by the govern-
ment, there will remain the big issue 
of whether Shetland community 
funds should be risked to help pay 
for the windfarm. The company said 
the funds would only be called upon 
“if the project continues to 
demonstrate confidence of greater 
returns to the community than the 
alternatives”. 

Viking to stick with PR company – for now
Viking Energy has no plans to dump its global PR 
firm Weber Shandwick despite one of its top UK 
employees starting up a nationwide anti-windfarm 
campaign.

Weber Shandwick’s chairman of corporate com-
munica tions and public affairs Jon McLeod has set 
up the National Alliance of Windfarm Action Groups 
(NAWAG), claiming that for too long the “the 
greenwash” of the wind industry has gone unchal-
lenged. 

The move has handed Sustainable Shetland fresh 
ammunition to use in its attacks on Viking Energy as 
well as giving its supporters a good laugh at the 
windfarm company’s embarrassment.

The alliance’s aim is to orchestrate a “grassroots 
revolt” against the “ruthless” and “highly resourced” 
windfarm lobby. Mr McLeod said every landscape 
was at risk from “a wind lobby high on public 
subsidy and hungry for profits”.

The action group is apparently a personal hobby 
and entirely unconnected with his work at Weber 
Shandwick. His interest has been prompted by plans 
for a windfarm near his home in Derbyshire. He is a 
former journalist whose specialities include political 
lobbying campaigns. Among his clients have been 
Microsoft, the BBC, Shell and Coca Cola.

The alliance intends lobbying politicians on 
behalf of 30 anti-windfarm groups in England, 
Wales and Scotland, including groups in Caithness, 
Angus and West Stirlingshire. It hopes to attract 
more than 200 other anti-windfarm groups. 
Sustainable Shetland has not been invited to join 
so far. 

Sustainable Shetland chairman Billy Fox said Mr 
McLeod’s actions could be indicative of a major sea-
change in people’s thinking in that windfarms were 
not the most energy-efficient or cost-effective way 
of trying to produce electricity or combat global 
warming.

Weber Shandwick, reputed to be the world’s 
largest PR firm, was appointed by Viking Energy in 
September last year to help promote the planning 
application, a move which attracted some controversy 
in Shetland. It is not known how long the relationship 
is intended to last but it is understood not to be long-
term. 

Viking Energy chairman Bill Manson said 
yesterday any change in the relationship with Weber 
Shandwick would not be as a result of Mr McLeod’s 
actions nor those of any other single individual 
unless they were seen as “particularly injurious” to 
Viking Energy’s position.
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Dust down your fiddle!
Coming soon . . . 

Tunes fae da Auld Rock
By Thomas Gideon Stove

33 new and original tunes including:

Da Bressay Ferryman, Da Brunt Rift, Get your Rivlins Rockin’, Mary and Tommy 
Isbister’s Waltz and Shetland Butter.

Complete with bonus demo CD featuring all the tunes and played by the author. 

“There are tunes here that will surely find their way into the tradition,                        

and will be played long after our time, and that is surely the greatest

compliment of all.”   Aly Bain.

Thomas Gideon Stove was born into a musical family, his grandfather being the well-
known Shetland fiddler Gideon Stove. Originally from Lerwick but now living in the 
North East of Scotland the author teaches fiddle playing. 

Tunes fae da Auld Rock is his second published collection of traditional fiddle tunes.

978 1 904746 43 0 £14.99 illustrated.

The author will be signing copies of his 
new book from 12 – 2pm on Saturday 4th 
July in the Shetland Times Bookshop.

For a limited period of 1 month from 
publication date if you buy Tunes fae da 
Auld Rock you will be entitled to purchase 
a copy of  Running for a Fry, the author’s 
first fiddle book, for £8 (rrp £14.99).

OPEN: 9am-6pm Monday to Friday; 9am-5pm Saturday
71/79 Commercial Street, Lerwick, Shetland ZE1 0AJ   
Tel: 01595 695531 www.shetland-bookshop.co.uk

soundingoff
 an occasional commentary 

‘Shetland has always been an outward
looking and forward thinking place’

By BILL MANSON
It’s worth considering some aspects 
of the Viking Energy Partnership’s 
recently lodged consent application 
for a large-scale windfarm in central 
Shetland.

Shetland has some of the best 
natural energy resources in the world 
and yet we currently have no means 
through which we can effectively 
put the full potential of those 
resources to use – to do this requires 
a grid connection cable to the UK 
mainland.

The Viking Energy project is 
the key to having that connection 
put in place. A small renewable 
project (or projects) would not 
justify a cable and would therefore 
forego most of the financial 
benefits such a connection would 
bring.

As our energy hungry world is 
turning increasingly to renewables 
to meet its needs, it’s certain Shet-
land’s natural resources will be 
developed with or without our parti-
cipation. The community element of 

The Viking windfarm is designed to exploit Shetland’s natural 
wind resource on a vastly bigger scale than that of the Burradale 
windfarm.  Photo: Dave Donaldson

this project is a huge positive for 
Shetland. 

In 2003 Scottish and Southern 
(SSE), now our partner, was already 
investigating the possibility of 
developing a 250MW windfarm in 
Shet land. A number of other com-
panies were also investigating the 

potential for large-scale wind power 
here in the isles. 

One or more of these companies 
would have taken matters further 
had they not been pre-empted by the 
Viking Energy project, then owned 
by Shetland Islands Council. These 
investigations would certainly have 
led to one, but most likely two or 
three, actual development proposals 
by today, which would be unlikely 
to benefit Shetland on the same scale 
as the Viking Energy project.

There is much more to the project 
than “it would happen anyway, 
so why not” – there are a number 
of potential rewards for the 
community. 

Shetland now has an enviable 
level of service in education, social 
care, roads and transport from which 
all residents benefit. However, in-
come from the Sullom Voe terminal 
is now very much reduced and our 
services are largely supported by 
income from investments. 

We wish to expand upon our 
present standard of provision of 

services but income from oil funds 
is already overstretched trying to 
maintain existing standards. It is 
anticipated that demand for service 
provision will increase; for example, 
there are well-researched estimates 
that provision of care places must be 
doubled over the next decade as our 
population ages. 

Today, we have a chance of 
maintaining a secure financial future 
for Shetland. An equity stake held 
by Shetland’s community funds 
ensures that we have a say in what 
happens in this project and how it 
happens, not to mention a large 
share of the profit estimated at £23 
million per year (after repaying 
inter est and capital). This profit will 
go into helping sustain employment 
and opportunities for future gener-
ations of Shetlanders.

In addition to the financial return 
of the project into community funds 
it’s estimated that when you add in 
rents to landowners and crofting 
tenants as well as wages, business 
opportunities and other local ben-

efits, the annual financial benefit to 
Shetland could be in excess of £37 
million. We’ll aim to ensure that 
much of the money spent on the 
project will be fed directly back into 
Shetland’s economy and will benefit 
the people of Shetland. For example, 
VE have already approached the 
NAFC Marine Centre about devel-
oping an apprenticeship based HND 
course in mechanical and electrical 
engineering.

Payments will be made for local-
ised community benefit. Collectively 
these will amount to well over 
£1 million a year. It’ll be up to the 
individual communities to decide 
how this money is handled. There 
will be prior consultation as to how 
this should be distributed.

For a community of 22,000 
people, this level of benefit is 
very significant and is unlikely 
to be matched by any alternative 
developments.

How the financial returns, includ-
ing those to Shetland Charitable 
Trust, are then used will also have 
significant beneficial impacts.

Irrespective of the economic 
benefits to be gained, many Shet-
landers are very aware that the 
greatest environmental threat to both 
Shetland and the rest of the world is 
climate change. Shetland has always 
been an outward looking and for-
ward thinking place; conscious of 
the world around us and willing 
to play our part. We can make a 
contribution to reducing our reliance 
on fossil fuels and set an example to 
other communities as to the benefits 
of producing clean energy.

Finally, it’s worth commenting 
further on the financial implications 
of the project. Though we consis-
tently check our estimates, as is the 
case with any planning application, 
we cannot finalise these estimates. 

The source and terms of borrowed 
capital can only be arrived at after a 
satisfactory outcome to the consent 
application. However, with the ap-
pli ca tion now submitted and the 
global market starting to settle down 
again after the upheavals of the 
credit crunch, more attention can 
now be concentrated on finalising 
these figures. 

Any project, particularly of this 
size and complexity, cannot be suc-
cessfully achieved unless it’s pur-
sued by committed and enthusiastic 
people. Together with our partners 
from SSE, those working for the 
Viking Energy project have the 
necessary commitment and enthu-
siasm to achieve our goals. However 
we must stress that we will not 
be blindly carried away by said 
commitment.

Final decisions about this project 
will only made at after determination 
of the consent application. At 
that time estimates can be finalised; 
appropriate advice taken; and 
the risks and rewards of the 
final development can be fully 
assessed.

What’s required of the Shetland 
public at this time is to make their 
decision based on the documents 
submitted with the application. 
These documents can help folk to 
weigh up the potential environmental 
effects of the proposed development 
and the measures proposed to miti-
gate them, before commenting (for 
or against) the project.

Finally, I’d like to stress once 
again that sooner or later energy 
resources around Shetland will be 
developed – with or without local 
involvement or participation. I 
strong ly believe that it will be better 
to have this happen sooner and with 
a real local influence than later with 
no community element.

Bill Manson
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July offers of the month @ thecameracentre.netJuly offers of the month @ thecameracentre.net
ENLARGEMENT 
SALE
Buy one
get one free
on 10x8-inch 
prints & bigger

NEW Vodafone 830 
Mobile Phone
Key features: 3.1 Mega-
pixel digital camera, 
Bluetooth, MP3 Player, 
Micro SD Slot
ONLY £59.99
Tesco Direct price @ 
01/07 £68.50 + postage

As seen on TV – Kodak ESP7 All-In-One 
Printer/Scanner/Copier. Key features: 
Low cost inks from £6.99.  Print copy and scan
photos. Wi-Fi and Ethernet con-
nectivity.  CD/DVD Printing. 
NO COMPUTER REQUIRED.
ONLY £169.99 Kodak ESP3 
and ESP5 also in stock

Kodak Express Exclusive Kodak M1063 
Digital Camera Bundle. Key features: 10.3 
Megapixels, HD Still Capture, Face Detection. 
FREE Kodak Case, Kodak 
2GB Card and extra Kodak
lithium-ion battery – 
TOTAL WORTH £60
All for only £129.99

HALF PRICE BINOCULARS

Bresser 10x50 
Binoculars

Were £79.99
Mention 
this advert 
and get £40 
discount

Windfarm opponents buoyed by 
convener’s response to petition

By JOHN ROBERTSON
A petition with over 3,600 signatures opposing 
the Viking Energy windfarm has been greeted 
by council convener Sandy Cluness as “a huge 
representation of what Shetland people 
think”.

In a morale-boosting day for protesters the 
islands’ political leader vowed that as far as he 
is concerned the £800 million windfarm will 
not happen without popular support. He told 
Sustainable Shetland members presenting the 
petition outside the Town Hall on Wednesday: 
“My view is that if the majority of the Shetland 
public are against it then it shouldn’t go 
ahead.”

Based on his own soundings of opinion he 
repeated his earlier assessment that most 
people are not against a windfarm, just one on 
the scale proposed. “The overall response I’ve 
had is that they feel it is too large for the 
islands.”

His view, restated again this week, is that 
“a rather smaller windfarm is a better bet” if 
the right financial circumstances materialise 
in the next year or two to make the project 
viable with fewer turbines, due to advances in 
cable technology and perhaps lower power 
transmission charges. The current plan is that 
150 turbines will be needed to generate 
enough electricity to justify an expensive 
undersea connector to Shetland.

Sustainable Shetland, which organised the 
petition, has taken encouragement from the 
convener’s sensitivity towards its concerns. 
Chairman Billy Fox said it was the size the 
group was objecting to although what number 
of turbines it would consider acceptable – 
and where – was “the 60 million dollar 
question”. 

He said the group needed to come up with 
a view as to what would be an acceptable size 
if Mr Cluness was right in saying a smaller 

project could be proposed if Viking Energy’s 
existing plan failed to find favour. “It would 
be a case of judging any future development 
on its own merits,” Mr Fox said. “Even if there 
was a much smaller project it would depend 
on where it was going to go. We do feel very 
strongly about building windfarms on peat 
moorland and blanket bog. We just feel that it 
is really not on.”

In the meantime the 150-turbine proposal 
is being scrutinised by the planners as it goes 
through the formal planning process. The SIC 
will pass verdict on it but the ultimate decision 
lies with Scottish ministers. The deadline for 
submissions for or against the windfarm 
planning application is 28th July.

Sustainable Shetland believes it already has 
the vast majority of local opinion on its side, 
having previously claimed at least four out of 
every five islanders is against the windfarm. 
Its petition calls on Shetland councillors not 

to support any large scale windfarm planning 
application. The group claims to be the biggest 
community group in Shetland with over 600 
members. It believes the damage caused by 
building the windfarm would actually contri-
bute to global warming and put community 
money at unacceptable risk.

When The Shetland Times examined the 
petition on Wednesday it was quickly obvious 
a number of people had signed it not just twice 
but in a few cases three, four or more times. 
At least a few of these serial signatories might 
be forgiven for forgetting that the petition 
which sat in the shops for six months was the 
same one they had put their name to earlier. 
Some primary-age children have signed and 
some people have not given surnames or 
recorded their signature. 

According to Sustainable Shetland about 
150 of the 3,605 signatories are not resident

(Continued on page six)

 Cluness says project should not be built if majority reject it  Meanwhile, Sustainable Shetland carry out signature recount

Isles put on a good show in fine weather

ALL is serene in Lerwick harbour as the sun goes down on Friday night 
while the Flavour of Shetland festivities went on at the pier. Full story on 
pages 4-5 and pictures on pages 20-21. Photo: Billy Fox
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Charitable trust 
boosts CLAN
The CLAN 1,2,3 appeal topped 
£600,000 yesterday after 
Shetland Charitable Trust pledged 
£250,000 with more to come later 
if required.

 Full story, page 2

Big celebration 
in Skerries
Skerries woman Beth Anderson 
has been busy finalising plans 
for her traditional wedding this 
weekend to Mark Gillard, which 
included having to sort out ferry 
trips to the isle.

 Full story, page 3

Bigger Yell school 
agreed
Councillors have agreed a larger 
new junior high school for Mid 
Yell, a decision which will add 
£250,000 to the price tag, because 
of worries over lack of space.

 Full story, page 8

Worry over 
Spiggie access 
Continuing unrest over access 
to the Peerie Voe at Spiggie has 
prompted two men in their 80s 
who have lived in the area all their 
lives to speak out.

 Full story, page 11

Services win 
works trophy
Works football’s DITT Cup final 
saw an experienced Services side 
overcome the young pretenders 
from Mossbank to claim the first 
silverware of the season.

 Full story, page 53

pages 27-34pages 27-34

 Full coverage of the Åland 2009 
 Natwest Island Games
 Full coverage of the Åland 2009  Full coverage of the Åland 2009 
 Natwest Island Games Natwest Island Games
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ISOMETRIC ENGINEERING LTD
Air Conditioning    Ventilation & Ducting   Thermal Engineers

FEELING THE HEAT?
Cool down your offi ce with a

Portable Air Conditioning Unit
Units for Hire or Sale

Phone 01806 242839
Email admin@isometricengineering.co.uk

(Continued from front page)
in Shetland but on closer 
examination that figure obviously 
should have been higher.

Quizzed about the discrepancies, 
Sustainable Shetland investigated 
and announced yesterday it was to 
re-examine the petition “from 
scratch” although it does not expect 
it will result in a big drop in the 
number of signatures. 

Vice-chairman Kevin Learmonth 
admitted: “We made a mistake and 
missed some duplicate signatures 
and we have to put our hand up and 
say we are sorry.”

Despite the embarrassing flaws, 
the petition remains a weighty one 
and testament to the strength and 
breadth of opposition from all 
quarters in Shetland ranging from 
children to octogenarians. People 
even in communities far from the 
impact of proposed turbines, such as 
Unst, Scalloway, Dunrossness and 
Bressay, have signed in considerable 
numbers. In areas facing onto the 
turbines, particularly Aith, it is hard 
to imagine many have not signed 
their names although across to the 
east side of the turbines, in Nesting, 
people appear far less hostile and 
have not signed in large numbers.

Included among the names are a 
scattering of well-known business 
figures, teachers, doctors, land 
owners, farmers and crofters and at 
least two ex-SIC councillors. Mr 
Fox said he believed many of the 
nearly 4,000 people employed by 
the SIC and its satellite bodies might 
have signed but had concerns about 
how it would be viewed by bosses 
and elected members. 

At the petition handover outside 
the Town Hall, prominent cam-
paigner Ian Tait from Brae said it 

Unwell 
passengers
The NorthLink ferry Hjaltland 
which sailed from Aberdeen on 
Tuesday night was forced to inter-
rupt its journey when a passenger 
became ill.

A spokesman for NorthLink said 
that the incident happened 30 min-
utes after departing Kirkwall, and 
the vessel returned there. He said: 
“A passenger became unwell on the 
vessel. The captain ascertained that 
there was a doctor on board and, 
following a consultation with him, 
decided to return to Hatston. The 
vessel had reached the eastern limits 
of the harbour when it about turned. 
The passenger and their travelling 
companions were then taken by 
police car to the Balfour Hospital.”

The Hjaltland departed for Ler-
wick at 1.09am and arrived at 
7.30am on Wednesday, having made 
up time on the Orkney to Shetland 
leg of the journey.

On Wednesday night the North-
Link ferry Hrossey en route to 
Lerwick was involved in another 
medical incident when a passenger 
became ill. 

The vessel increased speed to 24 
knots to land the person as soon as 
possible in Lerwick.

A NorthLink spokesman said: 
“During the trip from Aberdeen to 
Lerwick, last night, a passenger with 
a known medical condition alerted 
staff that they were in discomfort. 
Advice was taken from Aberdeen 
Royal Infirmary, who stated that 
although there was no concern for 
the patient’s safety, it was advisable 
and the vessel arrive in Shetland as 
quickly as possible. The master of 
the Hrossey increased speed and the 
vessel arrived at Holmsgarth Term-
inal at 6.15am yesterday. The patient 
was then met by paramedics and 
transferred to hospital.”

New guide 
projects
Girlguiding UK has teamed up with 
19 partner organisations to create 19 
different projects for girls and young 
women to change the world as part 
of its centenary celebrations. 

The 1st Lerwick Rainbows re-
cently undertook one of these pro-
jects by completing a series of 
activities which helped the Rainbows 
understand the anti-bullying mes-
sage and how to be a good friend.

The Rainbows took part in 
discussions and craft work on this 
topic, including making door hang-
ers, friendship bracelets, drawing 
how they saw themselves and how 
they would like to look. They listen-
ed to a friendship story and played 
games to help get the message 
across.

Wilma Irvine, one of the 1st 
Lerwick Rainbow leaders, said: “We 
had a great time taking part in the 
activities and the girls were very 
proud to receive their special badge 
to commemorate Kidscape.”

Cath Calvert of Kidscape, the 
anti-bullying charity, welcomed the 
chance to involve Girlguiding UK in 
making the world a safer place for 
everyone.

She said: “Girls of guiding age 
know that bullying hurts and we’ve 
seen how it can damage a girl for 
life, whether she’s the bully or the 
target. It takes all of us, working 
together, to say no to bullying, and 
Girlguiding UK can lead the way.”

Trust income from windfarm could be
The potential financial benefits of 
the Viking Energy windfarm have 
been well documented in recent 
weeks. To summarise, if the 
windfarm goes ahead Shetland could 
benefit by at least £37 million per 
annum. At least £23 million of that 
will be profit paid into the Shetland 
Charitable Trust – more than double 
the current income of the trust.

Since 1976 the Trust has received 
£81 million in “disturbance” receipts 
from Sullom Voe. This agreement 
came to an end in 2000. Through 
good investment, over £230 million 
has been spent on charitable 
activities, and we still have £180 
million left. 

With no new receipts the trust 
now has to live on its investment 
returns. Recent poor performance 
from the stock markets shows how 
difficult it is to generate a good and 
consistent income. For that reason 
the Viking Energy windfarm has to 
be fully investigated, as the 
opportunity is simply too good to 
risk not considering. Over the 
lifetime of the windfarm current 

projections show the development 
will deliver over £500 million profit 
for the trust – more than six times 
the sum generated by Sullom Voe 
over the same period.

Over the last few weeks a number 
of questions have been raised about 
the financial viability of the project 
and the risk that the Shetland 
Charitable Trust would be taking if 
the windfarm goes ahead.

To be clear, the investment is not 
risk free. However, this is a 50:50 
joint venture with Scottish and 
Southern Energy, a company that 
doesn’t enter in to projects lightly 
and that expects a solid profitable 
return from its investment.

We are looking at the potential 
windfarm in the same way any 
business would a major investment 
and the early indications are that the 
financial risk is manageable while 
the potential reward is attractive 
enough to merit continuing. 

So far the Shetland Charitable 
Trust is committed only to providing 
just under half of the money to take 
the project through the planning 

was “extremely admirable and 
laudable” for the convener to say the 
windfarm should not go ahead if the 
majority in Shetland were against it 
but Mr Cluness had to realise it was 
already too late because the council 
had encouraged the project to get 
this far and it was now in the hands 
of the government to decide on. He 
feared that even if the Shetland 
community decided not to pursue 
the windfarm if it gets planning 
consent it could be sold and carried 
out by an outside developer. 

Mr Tait was surprised the project 
should have advanced this far if as 
prominent a member of the SIC as 
Mr Cluness was not in favour of a 
windfarm so big. He criticised the 
fact that no “real debate” had taken 
place to give the council or Shetland 
Charitable Trust a mandate to pursue 
the giant windfarm to this stage. It 
had been left to the public to seize 
the issue and force the debate. “I 
would say the majority of the public 
are either against or don’t have an 
opinion. There is certainly not 
anything approaching a majority 
who are in favour of it.”

He said the council should have 
debated whether it needed money to 
pay for services in the future then 
decided how to go about getting it 
rather than just accepting the first 
“fantastical scheme” proffered to 
them. “The logical outcome of that 
is that somebody could have come 
and said why does the SIC not run 
guns to Hamas or sell drugs to 
Glasgow or something.”

Campaigner Joy Tait from Walls 
was encouraged by the support 
shown by the 50-odd group members 
who took the time to turn out for the 
petition handover. “This really gives 
us a boost today and I hope the 
councillors will listen to these 
people because they really have a lot 

The petition was handed over 
shortly before a meeting of the 
Full Council. The ceremony was 
per formed by Hillswick girl 
Rachel Smith, 13. A keen walker 
and naturalist, she said the 
windfarm would “devastate the 
landscape and ruin the areas where 
I love to go walking and bird 
watching”. She said it was “wrong 
to build industrial wind farms on 
peat”.

The group’s vice-chairman Kevin 
Learmonth said the petition should 
“remind Shetland councillors of 
their responsibility to represent their 
constituents”. The response was 
nearly three times what the council 
had achieved from its recent con-
sultation on the so-called blueprint 
for education, which had been 
distributed to every household in 
Shetland. 

Meanwhile, the red faces caused 
when a top executive with Viking 
Energy’s PR firm Weber Shandwick 
set up a national anti-windfarm 
group using his work email address 
have been minimised after the man 
resigned from the protest group. 
Weber Shandwick’s public affairs 
chairman Jon McLeod has apolo-
gised to the firm’s clients and his 
colleagues and quit his newly 
formed National Alliance of Wind 
Farm Action Groups.

Weber Shandwick managing 
director Michael Prescott said 
the PR agency was “committed to 
wind”.

On the internet the battle for 
popularity between the two sides in 
the debate is currently being won by 
the anti-windfarm lobby. On the 
social site Facebook the page for 
Viking Energy supporters had 82 
members by Wednesday while the 
Stop Viking Energy Windfarm had 
217 members.

Objector Ian Tait said it had been left to the public to generate 
debate about the windfarm.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

Rachel Smith presents the petition to convener Sandy Cluness.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

Petition testament to strong opposition

of feeling for Shetland. We know we 
need progress. We know we need to 
earn a crust but this project is not the 
correct one.” 

She dismissed the claim that the 
connector cable to the National Grid 
would open up Shetland for other 
renewable projects, such as wave 
power, because all but a small 
percentage of its capacity would be 
taken up by Viking Energy trans-
mitting its wind power.

Campaigner Rosa Steppanova 

hoped submission of a petition 
signed by so many people would 
prove to be “a turning point”. “I 
really hope that if we still have a 
functioning democracy in Shetland 
our elected representatives can’t 
possibly overlook the significance 
of what has happened today.” The 
3,600 signatures was “quite a 
significant number”, she said, and a 
considerably bigger response than 
the recent petition calling for a 
second ambulance.

OPINION  by Jeff Goddard

 of Shetland Charitable Trust
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New trailers 
now in full use
NorthLink has taken full delivery of 
a new £2.2 million fleet of specially-
designed livestock trailers.

The 48 containers, 46 of which 
are 12 metres in length and two of 
which are six metres, are a first in 
the maritime livestock transportation 
sector as they pre-empt pending 
statutory requirements.

The contract for design, con-
struction and delivery was completed 
by Stewart Agricultural Ltd of 
Daviot, Inverurie, Aberdeenshire, 
with the ro-ro contract going to 
Transtec Equipment Ltd of Kendal, 
Cumbria.

The first few containers went into 
use May 2008 and NorthLink re-
ceived the final consignment on 
16th February, a month ahead of 
schedule.

Spare cash 
for pay deal
Money from a £7 million underspend 
in the council’s budget is likely to be 
used to help pay for the recent single 
status agreement over pay.

Head of finance Graham Johnston 
said a good proportion of the £7.297 
million that had been saved would 
help cover the cost of the deal, which 
promised a fairer pay packet for 
almost 3,000 workers when it was 
unveiled earlier this year.

Shetland Islands Council became 
the first local authority in Scotland 
to sign the agreement during a 
special ceremony in May.

The savings were highlighted 
in a report before Wednesday’s 
Full Council meeting outlining the 
council’s provisional financial out 
turn for 2008/09.

Speaking after the meeting, Mr 
Johnston said the money would ease 
the burden on a number of financial 
fronts, of which single status “is one 
of the biggest”.

He said further details of how 
much would be paid to what 
would be highlighted in a report he 
was preparing for the council in 
August.

Child seat 
check-up
Families can have their child car 
seats checked for free by Shetland’s 
Road Safety Unit as part of an 
initiative to improve in-car safety 
for children.

Road safety clinics will be 
available between 10am and 3pm on 
Monday at the Tesco supermarket in 
Lerwick and on Tuesday at Co-op 
supermarket, where car seat checks 
will be carried out by specially-
trained road safety officers.

Part of a Scotland-wide campaign 
to reduce the number of badly-fitted 
car seats being used in vehicles, the 
clinics will not only check that car 
seats are fitted correctly but also that 
they are the right seat for the children 
using them and the car they are 
being used in. 

SIC road safety officer Elaine 
Skinley said: “Parents must under-
stand that there is a real life-and-
death difference for their children if 
they fit the wrong seat, or fit the 
right seat incorrectly. 

“Current legislation means that 
all children, who are under 12 years 
old and less than 135cm in height 
must be in the correct child restraint. 
Parents must make sure they buy the 
correct seat for the car and child, and 
make sure that if they move it from 
car to car, the reinstallation is correct 
and secure.  

“Unrestrained children can be 
killed at speeds as low as 5mph, so 
it is important that children are 
properly restrained on every trip.”

Checks carried out across Scot-
land during the last seven years 
revealed more than half (51 per cent) 
were either fitted incorrectly or were 
incompatible with the child or the 
make or model of car they were 
being used in. 

The major areas of concern were: 
seats that were too small or too big 
for the child using them; seats 
that did not fit properly in the car 
they were used in; seatbelts that 
were twisted and too loose to keep 
the seat secure; and buckles that 
were bent or rested on the car seat 
frame.

more than five times that from Sullom Voe
process – around £3 million. That is 
a lot of money. However it is an 
appropriate amount to spend to get 
reliable information on which to 
base such an important and 
much larger investment decision. At 
this stage less than two per cent of 
the Shetland Charitable Trust’s 
reserves would be invested in this 
investigation stage of the project.

If the Scottish government 
approves the windfarm application 
and the business plan remains sound 
then the Shetland Charitable Trust 
will need to consider the next step, 
raising finance for just under half of 
the construction costs – currently 
estimated to be around £359 million. 

Scottish and Southern Energy will 
face a decision on whether to finance 
a similar amount and all other 
shareholders will have to find their 
respective contributions.

The time when these decisions 
will have to made is still some way 
off, and there is a good deal of work 
to be done beforehand. Up-to-date 
indications are that a large consented 
windfarm, with a developer with 
access to the experience and track 
record of SSE and the proven data 
from Burradale, can expect to raise 
project based finance for most or 
even all of the capital expenditure 
needed. For example the European 
Investment Bank has an annual 

target of €800 million minimum 
lending to renewable energy projects 
to help meet European 2020 
targets.

Obviously the trust’s finance 
providers (likely to be a mixture of 
commercial banks and specialised 
infrastructure/renewables funds) 
will need to be satisfied that the 
project will work financially, as 
will the trust. For the avoidance 
of doubt, the commercial project 
finance proposed requires no 
security beyond the ownership of 
the actual project. The remaining 
trust funds are not at risk.

One of the reasons the risk to the 
Shetland Charitable Trust is 

managable is the requirement that 
the project will not go ahead without 
a Power Purchase Agreement. This 
means that before we start building 
any turbines we will have a binding 
contract in place that guarantees we 
will receive a minimum sum for 
each unit of electricity produced. 
There are very few business which 
are established with guaranteed 
sales. 

To date the Shetland Charitable 
Trust has been a successful 
organisation with a track record of 
profitably investing in the markets. 
Trustees are supported by staff with 
financial expertise whose role it is to 
advise trustees as to which 

investments we believe offer a sound 
future for the organisation. External 
advice, from appropriate experts has 
been taken, continues to be taken 
and will be taken throughout the life 
of this project.

The financial justifacation is just 
one of many aspects of the Viking 
Energy project the public has to 
consider. Much work has still to be 
done and the trust’s staff will only 
recommend the project to trustees if 
we believe it is a solid and attractive 
investment.
● The Shetland Times is open to 

opinion contributions from all 
viewpoints in the windfarm 
debate. 

‘Dirty’ Burradale turbine blades 
undergo 10 million mile service 

By LOUISE THOMASON
After running for over eight years 
and “travelling” 10 million miles, 
the blades of the oldest wind 
turbines at Burradale are undergoing 
a service.

As the tips of the blades move at 
more than 150 miles per hour, 
calculations by operators Shetland 
Aerogenerators established that 
since they started turning the blades 
have each travelled 10 million miles 
so far.

The firm has employed a team of 
engineers from Germany to 
undertake the work, which includes 
cleaning, inspection, maintenance 
and repairs, if necessary, to each 
blade and the connections to the 
turbines.

The engineers, of L & L 
Rotorservice from Basdahl near 
Bremen, are expected to be in 
Shetland for another two weeks, 
with the first week of works having 
been completed.

The decision to commission the 
blades’ service was time based, 
company director Angus Ward said, 
as the oldest – the phase one 
turbines – have been running for 
eight and a half years and have 
picked up dirt which can greatly 
affect their performance. 

Although the phase two turbines 
are a few years younger, they are 
also being serviced. Turbine five in 
particular, nicknamed Karen, has 
picked up an unusual amount of 
“environmental discolouration” – 
or dirt – and will benefit from being 
cleaned. 

Mr Ward said: “Even tiny 
changes to the surface of the blades 
can make a difference to the 
aerodynamics so it is cost effective 
for us to keep them in good order.”  

Owing to the specialist work 
entailed in the cleaning of the 
turbines, the company has had to 
bring in the specialist team from 
Germany to complete the works.

Mr Ward said: “This isn’t just a 
case of washing off the dirt. It 
involves things like material 
condition testing and vibration and 
balance analysis so it needs 
specialist workmen.” 

He added however that the work 
is an example of the type of 
employment that islanders could 
benefit from should the Viking 
Energy project go ahead.

He said: “We’re spending tens of 
thousands of pounds on something 
that could be done locally. Shetland 
must play its part in providing 
energy beyond the oil and gas era 
and that will mean large projects. 
Large projects will mean local jobs. 
The work we’ve commissioned is 
the kind of skilled engineering that 
would make a good career for 
someone sitting in a Shetland 
classroom right now.”

The turbines at Burradale were 
installed in 2001, with the final of 
the five put on the hill in December 
2002.

Despite some technical problems 
in the early days, they have worked 
successfully ever since. 

The German team at work on one of the turbines at Burradale.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

Q Team of specialists 
from Germany at work

Q They will be here for 
another two weeks
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Party at the Pier in Cullivoe great day out for all

“A brilliant day” and “so many fantastic fun things for the 
family to do” were just two of the comments made about this 
year’s Party at the Pier, when folk came from all over Shetland 
to enjoy the good weather and fun at Cullivoe in Yell.

During the day there were sideshows, a kiddies’ corner, face 
painting and inflatable games including the wrecking ball, 
bungee run, bucking bronco and a huge slide. A beer tent, tea 
and home bakes were available along with mouth watering 
fish and chips.

Spokesman Lee Jamieson said he would like to thank 
everyone who entered the various competitions, including 

drawing and arranging wild flowers in a jar, and also the judges 
who had the difficult job of choosing the winners.

The Saturday evening spree was in the “big shed” with 
entertainment provided by three Shetland bands. First on were 
the up-and-coming Happy Hour, who entertained everyone 
with their great cover versions of various bands and hits 
including the Arctic Monkeys, Blur and the View.

Next were Cullivoe’s own Rack and Ruin followed by the 
headline act The Revellers who brought the evening to an 
unwanted close with a great set. A cocktail bar and barbecue 
were also available during the evening.

The next day the fun continued culminating in a raffle and 
prizes for the “roll a dice” game. The barbecue was won by 
Kevin Tulloch from Yell and the flat screen television by 
Ronan Grant from Brae. 

The event was organised by the Cullivoe Hall 
committee and Mr Jamieson said they would like to 
thank everyone for coming along and making it a huge 
success.

He added: “Don’t forget to put next year’s date in your 
diaries so you don’t miss out on this fantastic event. It will be 
held on 3rd/4th July 2010. See you there.”

BEN Lawson with his flowers in a jam jar. 
Photo: Julie Jamieson

Councillors defy legal advice and 
will proceed with windfarm vote

By NEIL RIDDELL
Councillors have defied legal advice that they 
face an “irreconcilable” conflict of interest 
and will proceed with a vote on the proposed 
Viking Energy windfarm, leaving themselves 
at risk of being censured by the Standards 
Commission.

At a special meeting of the Full Council on 
Wednesday they voted 15-2 to merely note a 
report from head of legal services Jan Riise 
advising them that because of their dual role 
as trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust, which 
owns 45 per cent of the windfarm, they could 
not objectively debate and decide on the issue 
as a planning authority.

But the overwhelming majority of coun-

cillors believed that would have represented 
an abdication of their duty as elected members. 
They have instead decided to hold a series of 
meetings with members of the public before 
convening to take a vote on the windfarm. 
They will also apply for an extension to the 
deadline by which they must, as a statutory 
consultee, give their view to the Scottish 
government’s energy consents unit.

Mr Riise had warned them that they may be 
in breach of section 7 of the councillors’ Code 
of Conduct meaning that, should a complaint 
be submitted to the Standards Commission, 
they could face a maximum possible sanction 
of a five year disqualification. Other sanctions 
available to the commission include a verbal 

warning or a period of suspension from 
office. 

The report to councillors this week also 
noted that two formal letters of complaint 
have already been submitted to the public 
services ombudsman, which the ombudsman 
ruled were premature because no decision has 
yet been taken on the windfarm.

One senior observer suggested the 
councillors’ decision leaves them “wide open” 
and “ripe for the gallows” should there be any 
complaints to the Standards Commission, 
though the fact that it would potentially 
implicate so many councillors might put the 
commission in an awkward position and allow 
SIC members to take “safety in numbers”.

Mr Riise had suggested that the planning 
service should submit a recommendation on 
the 150-turbine windfarm project directly to 
ministers, bypassing a democratic council 
decision. He had recommended staging four 
public hearings in Aith, Brae, Dunrossness 
and Lerwick at which councillors would have 
been entitled to represent the views of their 
constituents from the floor along with the rest 
of the public.

Given the size of the windfarm proposal – 
the Viking Energy Partnership (VEP) wants to 
build the 145m tall turbines in the north and 
central Mainland, with a total generating 
capacity exceeding 50MW – the planning 

(Continued on page six)

 Members face possible sanctions from Standards Commission  But majority feel they cannot abdicate their democratic duty

Taking over
Scotland’s cabinet secretary is 
expected to announce next week 
that Ian Kinniburgh will take over 
from Betty Fullerton as chairman of 
Shetland Health Board.

Mr Kinniburgh, who is managing 
director of recycling company 60 
North, has been the board’s vice-
chairman for four years. It is under-
stood that chairman of the Crofters 
Commission Drew Ratter was also 
interviewed but was unsuccessful. 

Anger over 
fuel omission
Secretary of State for Scotland 
Jim Murphy was criticised 
this week after it emerged that 
Shetland could be excluded from 
a government pilot scheme to 
make the cost of fuel cheaper for 
islanders.

 Full story, page 2

Tracing the 
school history
Ten years ago Shetland Islands 
Council agreed to build a new 
Anderson High School at the 
Staney Hill in Lerwick. We look 
at the reasons why that “historic 
decision” was never realised.

 Full story, page 5

Farmers not 
for tagging
Farming leaders say a concession 
on an EU sheep-tagging proposal 
is not enough, and have called for 
the identification scheme, due to 
be introduced in January, to be 
scrapped altogether.

 Full story, page 8

Vunk Fest 
was a riot
Last weekend saw the very first 
Vunk Fest, a riot of music and art 
set up as a not-for-profit venture to 
promote musical genres not often 
heard in Shetland.

 Full story, page 15
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moraytints
                                                          for all your tinting needs

        telephone 07986 591 712

Car
Offi ce
Conservatories
Home

Moraytints will be visiting Lerwick from Wednesday, 5th till Friday, 14th August. 

Please call for a no obligation quote on 07986591712. 
All cars must be pre-booked.

McTIMONEY CHIROPRACTIC
NOW AT CRYSTAL CLEAR 
HOLISTIC 07825 338768

STUART BROCK is here
Monday, 20th & Tuesday, 21st July 

For appointments contact
01595 696496 or 07731 891658

(Continued from front page)
application is being handled under 
Section 36 of the Electricity Act 
1989. 

Ministers will take the final 
decision based on advice from the 
energy consents unit and, as one of 
a number of statutory consultees, the 
SIC had been expected to make a 
recommendation in similar fashion 
to any other major planning applica-
tion – until Mr Riise produced his 
report.

But South Mainland councillor 
Rick Nickerson spoke strongly 
against the notion that elected mem-
bers could not make a recommend-
ation on a matter of such huge 
importance, stating that an accept-
ance of Mr Riise’s proposals would 
be tantamount to an abdication of 
their right to represent their con-
stituencies to unelected officials. 

He said: “I resent the implication 
and suggestion that I do not have the 
integrity, intelligence, judgement 
and ability to make decisions in the 
best interest of my community. I will 
fight rigorously any allegations that 
I have not acted in the fullest of my 
ability.

“I congratulate the opponents 
of this project in almost bringing 
demo cracy in these islands to its 
knees. However I am not prepared 
to be cleverly outmanoeuvred by 

Nickerson speaks out strongly for democracy

people who have no mandate, hold 
no elected office and can only claim 
to represent a small minority of the 
Shetland community.”

Sustainable Shetland’s Kevin 
Learmonth took particular umbrage 
with the latter statement, telling Mr 
Nickerson outside the council 
chamber afterwards that his remarks 
had been “scandalous”. 

Mr Nickerson said that while the 
council’s recommendation could 
come out for or against the Viking 
Energy project, it had to be arrived 
at by a “political consensus” as part 

of the democratic process, not by 
“weak governance”. 

“Should we take our officials’ 
advice today we will be setting a 
dangerous precedent. Will we be 
abdicating all our major and 
controversial decisions to unelected 
officials in the future? We are 
skating on thin ice here. We are 
precariously close to looking like 
paralysed rabbits caught in the 
headlights of an oncoming car, and 
there is plenty of evidence of what 
happens to rabbits on our roads.”

Lerwick North councillor Car-

oline Miller said she wished to be 
able represent the views of both 
those who are for and against the 
project and moved an acceptance of 
Mr Riise’s proposals because she 
felt it was the best way to allow 
her to do so, but she was supported 
only by a solitary councillor, Iris 
Hawkins.

If councillors had accepted Mr 
Riise’s suggestion of hearings and a 
direct representation to ministers 
from the planning department, it 
would have left them free to say 
whatever they wished about the 
project without having to worry 
about prejudicing the planning 
recommendation. 

Critics of the Viking Energy plan 
have pointed out that there are 
several layers of potential conflict 
for councillors. As well as instigating 
the partnership with Scottish and 
Southern Energy to form VEP, later 
selling its share to the trust, the 
council – as owner of the Busta 
Estate on which around 40 of the 
turbines would be built – stands to 
benefit financially.

Mr Riise’s mooted solution was 
designed specifically to address the 
conflict councillors had as charitable 
trust trustees, but it had met with 
opprobrium from the isles’ two 
parliamentarians earlier this week. 
MP Alistair Carmichael described 

it as “untenable” and MSP Tavish 
Scott said bluntly that democracy 
would have “utterly failed” if 
councillors abdicated their duty in 
such a manner.

Viking Energy chairman Bill 
Manson and directors Allan Wishart 
and Alastair Cooper all declared an 
interest and left the Town Hall 
chamber prior to Wednesday’s dis-
cus sion taking place, though Mr 
Wishart first stated his opinion that 
local hearings should still be part of 
the process whatever his fellow 
councillors decided.

North Isles councillor Josie 
Simpson was clear that he had been 
voted in to do a job and was deter-
mined to carry it out, adding that he 
was dead against the growing ten-
dency to “hide behind” perceived 
conflicts of interest when it came to 
making tough decisions.

Chairman of Sustainable Shetland 
Billy Fox said after the meeting that 
what was really bringing democracy 
to its knees was the councillors’ 
continued refusal to accept the need 
to address conflicts of interest. He 
reasserted his belief that the only 
solution was for a majority of non-
councillor trustees to be appointed 
to Shetland Charitable Trust.

Mr Fox said: “We’re not going to 
move forward from this until they 
actually recognise that fact and 

address the problems they do have 
sitting as trustees. They have com-
missioned a couple of legal 
consultants’ views on that, which 
have come back and said they must 
change their ways, but they’re still 
not doing that.”

The charitable trust is undergoing 
a governance review which is under-
stood to be looking at a future 
balance between councillor-trustees 
and independently recruited trustees 
and the trust has recently submitted 
a progress report to charities regu-
lator OSCR, the body which had 
told the trust it must change the way 
it is governed.

The body carrying out the review 
consists of the two existing indepen-
dent trustees, Valerie Nicolson and 
John Scott, and councillor-trustees 
Frank Robertson, Florence Grains, 
Jim Henry, Mr Manson, Mr Simpson 
and Mr Wishart. They are due to 
have two further meetings in August 
before reporting back to trustees 
with options for reform sometime in 
the autumn. 

Councillor Laura Baisley said 
during Wednesday’s debate that it 
was imperative that the make-up of 
the trust is resolved and a “good 
replacement” system is found. 
“We’ll have a conflict of interest 
until we do that,” she said.

Editorial comment, p.9

Independent report for council says too 
many turbines are proposed for Nesting

By NEIL RIDDELL
An independent report commissioned 
by the SIC earlier this year suggests 
that Viking Energy’s proposed wind-
farm contains at least 30 too many 
turbines in South Nesting.

The document, Landscape Sen-
sitivity and Capacity Study for Wind 
Farm Development on the Shetland 
Islands, was produced by Glasgow-
based firm Land Use Consultants 
and examined the suitability of dif-
ferent areas of Shetland for wind 
turbines.

It estimates that the area from the 

Q Study suggests 12 at 
most for the area

Q Report to assist 
planners kept quiet

South Nesting plateau to Dales Voe 
has the capacity to cope with up to a 
dozen turbines. Under the Viking 
Energy proposal, 42 turbines would 
be sited in the area in question.

After meeting concerned resi-
dents in Aith and Nesting, MSP 
Tavish Scott has written to the SIC 
asking them to clarify their own 
planning policy on the size of 
windfarm developments, though the 
council is insisting the document 
was only ever designed to inform 
planners and stressing that it has not 
been adopted as policy. 

He said: “People want to know 
how the SIC is objectively assessing 
the Viking Energy windfarm prop-
osal. It now appears that their own 
planning recommendations suggest 
that the windfarm is too big. It’s very 
important therefore that the council 
clarify what this report means for the 
Viking proposals. 

“It would be sensible for the SIC 
to have their renewable planning 
policy in place before they consider 
the Viking Energy proposal. It is 
also clear that the Scottish govern-
ment consider that this report is 
valid and must be taken into account 
by both central and local government 
in deciding whether to approve the 
Viking proposal.

“This is a massive decision for 
Shetland. People who think the 
Viking proposal is too big are not 
against a windfarm development. 
But they do argue it must be appro-
priate to Shetland’s landscape. I 
would like to hear the SIC confirm-
ing that the report is their policy 
on windfarm developments and 
that it will therefore be used in 
determining the SIC position on the 
proposal.”

Planning board chairman Frank 
Robertson said the consultants’ 

paper was intended as “a starting 
point and a tool” to inform the 
planning department about what 
areas of Shetland are and are not 
suitable for siting turbines on, but it 
was never designed to be a policy 
document. 

He said: “The planners had 
engaged land-use consultants to give 
their view, not the planners’ view, of 
Shetland. It’s not council policy; it 
was literally a broad-brush look at 
Shetland and the idea was that the 
planners wanted an independent 
review from somebody that was 
dealing with land quality.”

Mr Robertson said the planning 
department, which perhaps unsur-
pris ingly has no clear guidance on 
how to deal with windfarm projects, 
was undergoing a complete review 
of its local development plan. That 
will include policies on renewable 
energy, but the whole process may 

take as long as two years to complete, 
he said.

There has also been irritation that 
the document’s findings were not 
widely circulated publicly and only 
came to light when South Nesting 
couple Iain and Suzanne Malcolmson 
inadvertently stumbled across the 
consultants’ report. 

A brief two-page council sum-
mary making no mention of the 
specific findings relating to South 
Nesting, or any other area, was noted 
by councillors at a meeting in late 
April, but some have suggested the 
council is deliberately hushing up 
any findings which it sees as 
inconvenient.

Mr and Mrs Malcolmson, who 
are both architects, have sub se-
quently written to the planning 
department outlining a range of 
concerns about the Viking Energy 
project, stating that while they are 

pro-wind energy they believe the 
proposal is “fundamentally flawed 
on many levels”.

They wrote: “This report con-
firms what we and many other Shet-
landers believe, that the scale of 
this development is too big for the 
Shetland landscape and through 
direct comparison with the Viking 
Energy application it is now possible 
to quantify how big is too big. In 
South Nesting that figure is 30 wind 
turbines too many.”

Some of the turbines in the South 
Nesting area are only 1km away 
from the nearest home, when Scot-
tish government guidelines indicate 
there should be a minimum buffer 
zone of 2km. Mr and Mrs Malcolm-
son’s letter continued: “We believe 
Viking Energy is gambling with the 
health and wellbeing of the popula-
tion of the central Mainland for 
commercial gain.”

Rick NickersonJan Riise

VIKING Energy is proposing to build too many turbines in Nesting 
according to the study. This is how the view from Sae Water would look. 
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Girl badly 
hurt in 
accident
Councillors are calling for speed 
restrictions and signage on a stretch 
of road in the South Mainland after 
an 11-year-old girl was seriously 
injured there on Tuesday.

It is understood the girl was 
knocked down by a car after getting 
off a bus near Mainland’s shop in 
Dunrossness. She was later flown to 
Aberdeen Royal Infirmary where 
she remains in a “satisfactory” con-
dition. According to Lerwick police 
she is “improving”.

Councillor for the area Allison 
Duncan said the area of the accident 
is a well-known black spot which 
has been the scene of accidents in 
the past, including one to a child six 
years ago.

He said he has spoken about this 
with his fellow South Mainland 
councillors Rick Nickerson and Jim 
Budge, and yesterday they asked 
senior council officials for a 50mph 
sign for the road.

Mr Duncan said there is a lot of 
pedestrian activity in that area, in-
cluding people going to the football 
field opposite Boddam Hall. “I’ve 
seen people run across the road 
without looking.” There are also 
children walking to the houses at 
Turniebrae, he said, “with cars going 
past at full speed”. He pointed out 
that to get to the shops in the area, 
Allan’s of Gillock or Mainland’s, 
it was necessary to cross the 
road. There are also two churches 
nearby.

Additionally, he said, the three 
councillors will be asking for 
increased signage.

Inspector Angus Macinnes of 
Lerwick police said: “Police would 
fully support any road safety meas-
ures, including more signage and a 
reduced speed limit in built-up 
areas.”

Carnival 
raises £5k
This year’s midsummer carnival and 
dance raised a total of £5,599.56, 
according to organiser Malcolm 
Younger of Millgaet Media.

The carnival was held in glorious 
sunshine and netted the total in 53 
buckets filled with coins.

It took more than 10 volunteers 
working a couple of hours a day 
each nearly three weeks to count the 
pennies and silver coins.

Mr Younger said he was “over-
whelmed” by people’s generosity, 
and thanked everyone who had 
helped. The money will go to the 
Callum Younger Reach Fund to help 
young people reach their goals. 
Applications from people aged 18 
and under are welcome and forms 
are available from Millgaet Media. 

Firefighters 
called out
Firefighters were called to an area of 
Unicorn View in Lerwick around 
10pm on Friday to tackle a heath fire 
in which 50 square metres of heath 
was burned. One fire appliance from 
Lerwick went to the scene and the 
blaze was extinguished using one 
hose reel jet.

Car damaged
at Tesco’s
A silver Audi A4 motor car was 
damaged at Tesco’s car park between 
3.30pm and 3.45pm on Saturday. 
Police say the damage was consistent 
with the Audi having been struck by 
another vehicle. Anyone who saw 
the incident is asked to contact 
Lerwick police station.

Van driven
erratically
A maroon van was reported as being 
driven erratically through the Toll 
Clock Shopping Centre car park 
around 1pm last Thursday, narrowly 
missing a pedestrian.

If anyone has any information 
they should contact Lerwick police 
station.

Ruby wedding celebration held in Fetlar
Fetlar celebrated a ruby wedding anniversary last weekend. 
The local community hall reverberated to the sounds of music 
and laughter as guests danced and enjoyed themselves into the 
early hours of Sunday morning.

Jane Coutts was a Fetlar girl. Like so many of her generation, 
she left the islands after her schooling and travelled south to 
work. She trained as a cook in Edinburgh where she worked 
for many years. It was there she met Kenny Ritchie, now well 
known in the North Isles as the SIC refuse truck driver. They 
were married on 10th July 1969 in the middle of the so-called 
“summer of love”.

Forty years on, and many of the people who let their hair 
down on that wet and windy night in 1969 are no longer 
around. There’s a whole new generation of people now, but 

they were able to celebrate just as well. Despite Fetlar’s failing 
population, the celebrations last weekend were as lively and 
as cheerful as any in the island’s memory.

Guests for the occasion had travelled north from as far away 
as Aberdeen, Edinburgh, England, Faroe, Australia and Spain. 
The band played in their own inimitable, unique and lively 
style, and practically everyone in the isle was there, including 
Annie May Robertson, Fetlar’s oldest resident at 92 years 
young. Adeline Coutts, aged 87, was also there. She was the 
married woman at the original wedding. Adeline was married 
to Jane’s late brother, Jimmy, and last Saturday evening was 
also the anniversary of their wedding. Jane presented her with 
a bouquet of flowers in memory of the occasion.

There was also a baby there last Saturday evening. Little 

Hunter Coutts was born on 7th April this year, and when 
Jane posed for a photo with him, she remembered holding 
another three-month-old baby on her original wedding 
night. 

There were actually two weddings in Fetlar in 1969. Two 
weeks before Jane and Kenny were married Aileen Robertson 
and Alex Hughson were also wed. Aileen was Jane’s second 
cousin. Sadly, Aileen passed away last autumn from a disease 
called Progressive Supranuclear Palsy (PSP).

As guests arrived for last Saturday’s celebrations, 
voluntary donations were made towards PSP research. A very 
generous total of £1,065.54 was raised for the PSP Association 
to help sufferers of this little known and little understood 
disease.

White paper welcomed
Viking Energy has welcomed the UK government’s 
plans radically to increase the amount of renewable 
energy generated in the country by 2020.

In a white paper aimed at reducing carbon 
emissions by 34 per cent by 2020 and 80 per cent by 
2050, the government said it was determined to 
reduce dependence on fossil fuels and improve energy 
security.

Ministers will also intervene directly to ensure 
connections are made to allow offshore and onshore 
renewables projects to link in to the National Grid 
where necessary. The white paper is expected to 
become law by the end of the year.

Viking Energy project officer David Thomson 
said: “This is yet another major policy announcement 
reinforcing the very serious need to change how we 
get energy.

“The UK government requires a five-fold national 
increase in onshore wind energy generation by 2020 
– that’s barely 10 years. Technically and economically 
viable projects are needed right now.

“Wind energy is vital to today’s plans. It’s clean, 
competitive and proven. The Viking windfarm 
directly confronts the two key challenges of tackling 
climate change and ensuring security of energy 
supply.”

Amenity Trust issues 
scathing attack on 
Viking assessment

By NEIL RIDDELL
The organisation charged with 
protecting the environment and the 
cultural heritage of the isles, Shet-
land Amenity Trust, has objected 
to Viking Energy’s proposed 
windfarm on the grounds that its 
environmental impact assessment 
(EIA) is “deficient”, “misleading” 
and “inadequate”.

In a formal statement as a 
statutory consultee to the Scottish 
government’s energy consents unit, 
the body currently assessing the 
appli cation, the trust – which 
receives almost a third of its funding 
from Shetland Charitable Trust – 
gives three main reasons why it 
believes construction should not go 
ahead. 

At the heart of the objection is a 
list of 20 areas where it believes 
Viking Energy has provided insuf-
ficient information for the proposal 
to be assessed properly. It also 
argues the development’s scale is 
inappropriate for Shetland’s land-
scape and would disturb an area full 
of biodiversity.

A detailed 36-page report, com-
piled by several trust officers, was 
unanimously approved at an amen-
ity trust meeting on Wednesday. 
Three of the four SIC councillors 
who sit on the trust, Florence 
Grains, Jim Henry and Rick Nicker-
son, were all present and endorsed 
the response, while Frank Robertson 
was absent.

Trust general manager Jimmy 
Moncrieff stressed that the organi-
sation was in favour of green energy 
projects and actively supports the 
use of, for instance, small generators 
using renewable energy. 

The docu ment states that the 
trust “supports the concept of 
renewable energy developments in 
Shetland which are appropriate in 
terms of scale, location, cost and 
community utility”.

There are real concerns, the 
report continues, as to whether the 
project “in its totality” will “at best 
prove to be carbon neutral and at 
worst that it will actually contribute 
to global warming”. 

It says that the Shetland land-
scape is of “international import-
ance” deserving of protection, and 
the Viking proposal would have 
“too great an adverse impact”, 

Amenity Trust general 
manager Jimmy Moncrieff.

while the construction of the 
turbines and access roads would 
damage a landscape currently only 
occupied by a “unique assemblage 
of wild life”. 

It reads: “To penetrate such areas 
with infrastructure and associated 
roads will damage this landscape, 
take away this feeling of wilderness 
forever and could drama tically 
increase the levels of disturbance 
on breeding bird populations.”

One of the key areas the amenity 
trust believes is deficient is the 
assessment of the carbon payback 
time, estimated by Viking Energy 
to be between 2.3 and 14.9 years, 
because it has not included the 
emissions which will be caused by 
the construction of the converter 

station and interconnector cable – 
which would be subject to separate 
planning applications at a later 
stage.

The trust’s statement says: 
“Many assumptions are made in 
calculating the carbon payback 
time ... We therefore have little 
confi dence in the projected figures 
for best, inter mediate and worst 
case scenarios. Indeed, we believe 
there has been no proper assessment 
of a worst case scenario for this 
development.”

The amenity trust this year 
received a grant of £1.46 million 
from Shetland Charitable Trust, 
which could receive a windfall of 
up to £23 million a year if the 
windfarm is built. The block grant 
it received last year amounted to 27 
per cent of its total income of £5 
million and 30 per cent the year 
before.

Asked whether he thought it 
was wise to risk upsetting one of 
the organisation’s main funders 
by objecting to the contentious 
develop  ment, Mr Moncrieff said it 
would have been “improper” if that 
had influenced their stance on the 
environmental impact assessment 
in any way. 

He said: “The trust is set 
up to safeguard Shetland’s natural 
cultural heritage. The fact that we 
receive funding from a number of 
sources, I think is an irrelevance 
to the trust’s obligation in law to 
fulfil its object ives for its bene-
ficiaries. It would be an improper 
consideration.”

Mr Moncrieff added: “There are 
masses of areas where the applica-
tion is not up to scratch. The trust’s 
position is the Shetland landscape 
is very special and of international 
importance and it deserves to be 
safeguarded. The amenity trust’s 
job is to try and ensure that.”

The report expresses dismay at 
how the EIA dismisses the option 
of developing offshore windfarm 
projects, pointing to statistics show-
ing that the offshore sector produces 
43.8 per cent of total energy output 
from only 6.9 per cent of actual UK 
windfarms. It states: “Technology 
for off shore windfarms is well 
developed and reliable. It is 
disappointing that the [EIA] 
dismisses the offshore windfarm 
option in less than a single sentence, 

particularly given its clear UK 
potential. We are also aware that 
our near neighbours in Norway are 
now actively investing in offshore 
windfarms instead of onshore.”

With respect to archaeology, the 
report states that an “inadequate” 
walk-over survey and lack of 
sub-surface evaluation  represent a 
“risky strategy for the developer” 
because the discovery of archae-
ology late in the process is “both 
delaying and potentially costly”, 
and advises that Viking Energy 
should address archaeological 
issues before starting the project.

It suggests that the loss of un-
spoilt landscape will damage tour-
ism, referring to statistics suggesting 
that 77 per cent of all visitors to 
Shetland come for “a natural and 
cultural heritage reason” and “one 
of the main drivers is to discover 
and appreciate the peace and quiet 
of this unspoilt landscape con-
comitant with its rich biodiversity 
of flora and fauna”. 

Some Viking Energy supporters 
have suggested that the Lang 
Kames is a desolate area of little 
intrinsic value but the report says: 
“This landscape could be viewed as 
inhospitable and inaccessible and 
of little value but it is this very 
inhospitability and inaccessibility 
that has hitherto inhibited develop-
ment and guaranteed its unspoilt 
and truly wild nature which is 
regarded by many as one of Shet-
land’s most precious assets.”



8  The Shetland Times, Friday, 24th July, 2009

LAST MINUTE,  LAST MINUTE,  
LATE SEASON LATE SEASON 

HOLIDAY OFFERSHOLIDAY OFFERS

NORWAY MINI 
COACH TOUR

Flybe, along with Andrew’s Adventures are offering 
a very special fully escorted Mini Coach Holiday to 

include Bergen, as well as Sogne Fjord and Hardanger 
Fjord Areas of Norway.

This 4 day (3 night) Mini Coach Tour departs 
Sumburgh on Saturday, 22nd August and returns to 

Sumburgh on Tuesday, 25th August.

All travel, accommodation, breakfasts, evening meals 
and services of a fully experienced Tour Manager/

Driver are included in the unrepeatable price of £545 
per person sharing a double/twin room (no extra 

charge for single occupancy of a room).

BERGEN CITY 
BREAK

Flybe and Andrew’s Adventures are also offering 
a special 4 day (3 night) Bergen City Break which 
departs Sumburgh on Saturday, 22nd August and 

returns to Sumburgh on Tuesday, 25th August. 
Included is a Return Flight Sumburgh to Bergen, Hotel 

Transfers and Bed and Breakfast in a City Centre 
Hotel for the inclusive price of £385 per person 

sharing a double/twin room (no extra charge for 
single occupancy of a room).

With 24 years experience of taking Groups and 
Individuals to visit Norway, you can be assured of 
having a really memorable Mini Coach Tour to 

Norway or Bergen City Break this year, which ever 
you choose. Don’t leave it to next year, Support the 

Flybe (operated by Loganair) Sumburgh to Bergen Air 
Service this year.

Full details and a booking form available now 
from Andrew’s Adventures on 01595 840292.

email: andrews.adventures@virgin.net

Andrew’s Adventures is acting as an Agent for Flybe

OPINION  
 

Conflict of interest, failure of democracy

ROBERT WISHART is totally opposed to the 
Viking Energy windfarm plan which he 
believes will desecrate Shetland’s landscape. 
Here he has a rant about recent reports on the 
windfarm, but by way of compensation 
promises readers not to quote a single statistic 
in support of his views. 

The view over Lamba Water, Maa Water and Truggles Water which would be encircled by 18 turbines.

Is that the drumming of angry little 
heels or the hooves of councillors’ 
galloping high-horses I hear? When 
their indignant protestations fade 
away they may reflect on how 
democracy operates. 

We are asked to accept our elected 
representatives choosing for them-
selves which of the laws, rules and 
procedures of our – albeit imperfect 
– democratic system they will obey. 
This is a dangerous attitude. It has 
been clear for some time that coun-
cillors have serious conflicts of 
inter est. This applies to all coun cil-
lors, not just those who are directors 
of Viking Energy. This is a problem 
of their own making and one which 
they have had many opportunities 
to address. Maybe now they will, 
belatedly, use the current governance 
review to do something about the 
structure of “their” charitable trust.

Meanwhile, we look in vain to 
our elected Liberal “Democrat” 
members in London and Edinburgh 
for support for the democratic pro-
cess. While recognising that the 
legal advice given to councillors is 
“faultless”, they are unable to accept 
the consequences. “The implication 
of all councillors saying they cannot 
sit as democratically elected mem-
bers, and have a view on it, is that 
democracy has utterly failed,” says 
Tavish Scott.

Tavish is right. Democracy has 
failed. Utterly. A failure which has 

been clear for some time was coming 
our way. But Scott and Alistair 
Carmichael draw exactly the wrong 
conclusion. The solution is not to 
stamp our feet in frustration and 
proceed in defiance of the rules by 
which our democratic process func-
tions and in total disregard for the 
obvious conflicts of interest in 
which the council is mired. That 
would be a far greater perversion of 
democracy. 

The issue is clear. Councillors 
have been advised that, as trustees 
of the Shetland Charitable Trust and 
as landowners, they cannot object-
ively debate and decide on the issue 
as planning authority. There is an 
“irreconcilable” conflict of interest. 
Should councillors proceed and vote 
approval of the application they 
will most certainly, and rightly, 
face complaints to the Standards 
Commission. 

: : : : : :

“Nickerson speaks out strongly 
for democracy” squeaks the second 
headline on page six of last week’s 
Shetland Times. He did no such 
thing. His egotistical outburst was 
nothing more than a little tantrum 
against those who hold views 
different to his own.

In particular, his conviction that 
he, despite his conflicts of interest, 
is qualified to decide on the wind-
farm planning application is wrong 

in principle, and probably, it now 
seems, in law. He takes umbrage at 
Sustainable Shetland: “I am not 
prepared to be cleverly outmanou-
vered by people who have no 
man date, hold no elected office 
and can only claim to represent a 
small minority of the Shetland 
community.” 

Outmanouvered? Certainly, Billy 
Fox and others have convincingly 
countered nearly every argument in 
favour of the windfarm. But this 
would better be expressed as out-
argued. 

Mandate? What mandate does Mr 
Nickerson or any other councillor 
have on this issue? Which of them 
told us that if elected they would 
despoil our islands and bury the 
community’s funds in peat bogs? 
They have no mandate whatsoever. 
They merely chanced to find them-
selves on the council when the issue 
rose up to bite them.

Represent a small minority? 
Support for Sustainable Shetland is 
much wider than its membership. I 
am not a member of Sustainable 
Shetland. And I can’t even remember 
if I signed their petition. But, like 
many others, I support their attempts 
to raise and air vital issues over the 
windfarm, to motivate support and 
in particular to explain how oppon-
ents of the windfarm can make their 
voices heard. If it is a minority it is 
a substantial one which should be 
respected.

Sustainable Shetland’s desire for 
open debate is in stark contrast to the 
council which we learned in last 
week’s Shetland Times had hidden 
away a report which says that the 
proposals for the “South Nesting 
plateau” has 30 turbines too many. 
Congratulations to Iain and Suzanne 
Malcolmson for digging that one 
up. 

Mr Nickerson apparently thinks 
there is something undemocratic 
about this. That tells us something 
about the mind-set of some coun-
cillors. Like the derision they show 
to concerns over their conflicts 
of interest, it is something rather 
unsavoury. 

: : : : : :
There is, of course, a fundamental 

flaw in my simplistic analysis of 

councillor Nickerson’s outburst. I 
have no idea where he, or the 
majority of councillors, stands on 
the application in particular or on the 
merits of a monstrous windfarm in 
general.

In our council-dominated – 
totalitarian? – mini-state it is 
widely assumed that there is a 
reluctance to express views which 
may offend or contradict the per-
ceived wisdom of our political and 
economic masters or, in the case 
of a massive prop ortion of the 
workforce, employer. It is reassuring 
that many objectors we might have 
thought fall into this category have 
chosen to sign up their opposition to 
the industrial isation of the Shetland 
landscape.

While the general manager of 
Shetland Amenity Trust might be 
angered that anyone would have 
thought it would do otherwise, the 
independence shown by that organi-
sation in their objection to the 
windfarm is notable. If any group in 
the islands is beholden to the charit-
able trust it is they. Since Mr 
Nickerson was present as a trustee 
and endorsed the amenity trust’s 
decision we cannot be sure which 
way he will jump when he casts his 
illicit vote on the Viking planning 
application. 

As the continuing carnival over 
the high school shows, the capacity 
of our councillors to surprise is 
boundless.

: : : : : :
It’s a good trick. On the one 

hand appeal to our greed, on the 
other use our fear and guilt over 
climate change to stifle opposition. 
We know that the windfarm is 
driven by commercial interests 
and, on the whole, Viking Energy 
and the council have tried to sell 
us the windfarm on the basis of 
its potential financial benefit to 
the community. This at least is 
an honest approach, if one which is 
lost on those who would not wish to 
see the islands desecrated at any 
price.

But among the peripheral sup-
porting arguments – frequently 
expressed in letters to this newspaper 
– are two which are little more than 
attempts to shame us into silence. 

We face the feeble charge of nimby-
ism. Our accusers should be remind-
ed that care for the environment 
begins at home. We shall start by not 
fouling our own nest.

Then there is the minor issue of 
climate change. We know that even 
if the UK were to achieve all the 
targets in the government’s latest 
white paper it would make virtually 
no difference to global carbon emis-
sions. China will continue to build 
its coal-fired power plants and 
high electricity costs at home will 
drive ever more industrial production 
to less carbon-efficient factories 
overseas.

We may have “a world class wind 
resource” – which I think means that 
sometimes it’s windy – but there are 
other ways of developing wind 
power. Put the windfarms some-
where nobody cares for. Or offshore. 
And closer to the big consumers – 
which will go some way to offsetting 
the higher construction costs. Then 
there is nuclear power: a safe, 
green, proven and practical way of 
meeting the country’s electricity 
demands. 

: : : : : :
It is said that a referendum is not 

a normal part of our democractic 
process. Yet it has long been accept-
ed that there are issues which cannot 
be otherwise resolved. Surely, given 
the inability of the council to main-
tain the trust of their electorate and 
the vastly destructive scale of the 
proposal, this is such an issue. The 
windfarm is highly divisive and has 
provoked strong emotions on both 
sides. 

And so did the oil terminal at 
Sullom Voe, we are reminded: we 
didn’t seek a referendum then. Well, 
no. But that was a very different set 
of circumstances, hardly relevant to 
the Viking proposal and not only 
because they want our money. In 
any case, times have changed. Must 
we do things today as our ancestors 
did? With councillors hamstrung by 
conflicts of interest we need some 
other means to test and mollify 
public opinion. 

Some in the council now talk of 
consensus. Even councillor Nicker-
son, who last week modestly claimed 
“… the integrity, intelligence, judge-

ment and ability to make decisions 
in the best interests of the community 
…” says that here has to be a “poli-
tical consensus”. But we can see that 
he would have been happier if 
Sustainable Shetland had allowed 
that political consensus to have 
been achieved behind closed 
doors. 

What can consensus mean? There 
can surely be no consensus on the 
present application. We are told it 
must be big to be viable. And that 
makes it too big to be forced upon 
the community against its wishes. 
One sensible way to proceed is not 
to seek a consensus at all but to put 
it to “the people” to make the final 
decision – assuming it gains plan-
ning permission and that the tech-
nical and financial case has been 
“proven” to the satisfaction of 
investors and the whizz-kids of our 
charitable trust. 

If a majority of Shetlanders was 
to say they wanted it, even the most 
hardened opponents would have to 
come to accept it, or at least learn to 
live with the fact that the majority of 
their peers were willing to. It needs 
a referendum.

The alternative would be to work 
out a compromise. That would imply 
a major reduction in scale and an 
end to the idea of exporting energy. 
Few are against wind energy per se 
and even those of us who would not 
like to see a single additional large 
wind turbine in the islands would 
surely accept that we could do some-
thing to reduce our carbon footprint 
and would tolerate a very much 
smaller scheme. That should be 
simple to size. It would be whatever 
could be absorbed into the local 
“grid”. Such a compromise would 
be the end of the Viking Energy 
project.

But the bogey man might come! 
Viking Energy chairman, councillor 
Bill Manson, says that if we do not 
accept Viking Energy and the 
council ruining the place some other 
nasty developer will. Well, that will 
be another fight for another day. 
Hopefully with Shetland Islands 
Council pitching in on the side of 
our environment against commercial 
interests and the politicos in 
Edinburgh and London.

Pupils learn how to be firefighters
Young people from Anderson High School have 
been finding out just what it’s like to be a member 
of the fire service. 

At a presentation ceremony held at Lerwick 
Fire Station recently parents, carers and invited 
guests heard how they had learned to be part of 
the service – operating and training in team work 
skills which include pump relays, ladder and 
breathing apparatus drills. 

They also learned about incident managements 
and were instructed on community fire safety by 
adviser Peter Stevenson and had a session on 
basic first aid by crew manager Eddie Leslie.

The pupils also had a visit to the Sumburgh 
Airport fire station and got a flavour of what 
happens when the service is called to an aircraft 
incident.

Members of fire crews from all over Shetland 
were delighted to have been involved in the 
course, which is funded by the Big Lottery Fund 
and Shetland Islands Council. 

Crew manager Graham Mouat was keen 
to sing the praises of the youth team. Speaking 
on behalf of all the instructors, he said: “It 
has been very rewarding to witness the 
progress over the last few weeks. We hope the 
experience will have a lasting and positive 
effect on the students and I think it has also been 
a positive experience for the fire fighters 
involved.”

David Gill, area manager for Highlands and 
Islands Fire and Rescue Service, presented the 
certificates to the pupils. He said: “This work has 
allowed us to engage with young people in the 

community, particularly those who would benefit 
from the positive influence of our staff throughout 
the Highlands and Islands. “By attending the 
course it is hoped that the young people will 
gain new life skills, such as team working and 
leadership, as well as displaying positive 
behaviour. All too often these days we hear 
about the negative side of what young people 
get up to. This type of course gives us the 
opportunity to promote positive things that most 
of our young people in the Highlands are involved 
in.”

The course has been heralded a success 
and has the full support of other agencies 
in the Highlands and Islands, including 
education services, police and social work 
services.
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“The view is good but the chocolate 
cake is the best!” This is the con-
sidered view of a nine year old’s first 
visit to Edinburgh Castle. Having 
stood patiently in line for an entrance 
ticket for the best part of 45 minutes, 
we were in need of coke and cake. 
So, having hurtled up through the 
Argyll gate, we found the cafe. This 
is helpfully situated next to the 
One o’clock gun. I knew Cam was 
hungry because normally when he 
sees major pieces of military hard-
ware he wants to know what they are 
for. It was ignored. The Castle’s cafe 
has a good line in cakes. The view 
too is truly splendid from the picture 
windows facing north across Princes 
Street, Edinburgh’s New Town, the 
Firth of Forth and across to Fife ... 
and, with the imagination of the next 
generation, Shetland!

Having consumed cake, energy 
levels were restored for the rest of 
the Castle. We did St Margaret’s 
Chapel, which was thought to be 
“boring”. “What do you find inter-
est ing in here Dad?” Outside is 
Mons Meg which threw enormous 
cannonballs two miles, but not for 
many hundreds of years. It’s a pretty 
impressive cannon so we did stop to 
read about the defence of the Castle 
that Meg had taken part in many 
years before. 

Then to the Scottish National War 
Memorial. Bell’s Brae must be doing 
a good job as many famous names 
were recognised from battles of 
years past. We looked at a page of 
the honour roll for one of Scotland’s 
most famous regiments – the Black 
Watch. The books of names are in 
two parts, one for each war. Inevit-
ably, the 1914-18 war part is much 
thicker with a larger collection of 
names. We found, on the first ran-
dom page, a private of the regiment 
killed in action aged 17. It was noted 
by a thoughtful young brother that 
this was someone a year younger 
than the older sister. We then tried 
the Castle’s Great Hall. There a Scot, 
dressed in military tunic, was ex-
plain ing swords and clothing to the 
visitors. During a lull he explained 
that he used to work for British 
Airways in Glasgow but had packed 
it in to make a career out of his full 
time profession. 

Then to Cam’s highlight of the 
Castle. The Royal Scottish Dragoon 
Guards’ Regimental Museum. It’s 
full of tunics, dress uniforms, pic-
tures of dramatic military scenes and 
a gift shop. This is where a tank was 
purchased. And, thereafter, some 
soldiers to go with it. I got off lightly. 
There was a whole armoured divi-
sion that nearly made the plane 
home! But Cam did study for some 
time the impressive painting of the 
Guards in the full frontal Charge of 
the Heavy Brigade at Waterloo. The 
description of the painting did sug-
gest that some artistic licence was 
taken. But whatever. A full scale 
charge of very heavy horses must 
have been quite something. “Is that 
like the Pelamor Fields scene in the 
third Lord of the Rings film?” I 
suspect that Tolkien, and certainly 
Peter Jackson, had such epic military 
actions in mind when framing 
modern movies.

LETTER FROM 
EDINBURGH

Tavish Scott MSP

“

”

THE OLD ROCK
 24.07.09

Those in glass houses ...

You can always rely on a Tory MSP to make 
a mess of things. Mary Scanlon, who sits 
at Holyrood after having been elected on 
the Highlands and Islands list, was in 

Shetland this week for her annual visit. Interestingly, 
she confided that she was here because she would get 
in trouble with the parliamentary authorities if she 
didn’t visit every now and again. And the lovely long 
summer recess provided the perfect opportunity, of 
course. 

Anyway, she claimed to have been told by the SIC’s 
new chief executive David Clark that the 150 wind 
turbines Viking Energy would like to erect would 
be of varying sizes. Mr Clark wouldn’t be drawn on 
what he had said in a “private meeting”, but from her 
comments it is clear that she thought the council rather 
than Shetland Charitable Trust was behind the project 
and that Mr Clark would therefore be the fount of all 
knowledge on the matter. Granted, it’s an easy mistake 
to make, but surely those in glass houses etc., etc.

On the issue of perception, Viking Energy has 
announced that it is finally to dispense with the 
services of PR firm Weber Shandwick. What a relief. 

Aside from the obvious issue of handing Sustainable 
Shetland plenty of propaganda value, the firm’s 
appointment has been disastrous for Viking Energy.  
Ever since the Environmental Impact Assessment was 
published in May, the company has failed to make the 
case for the windfarm.

For other similar major developments the protocol 
would be to give journalists a period of time to 
study the mass of documents and then host a press 
conference with senior figures from the company to 
air the central and most contentious issues. In this case 
some journalists, including those from The Shetland 
Times, were granted access to the documents, but 
others were excluded on the absurd grounds that they 
were “anti-windfarm”.

No press conference was held and as a result a 
great deal of comment by opponents has been left 
unchallenged. To give two instances, the utilitarian case 
for the windfarm - yes, it will damage the environment, 
but climate change will be even more destructive - and 
the energy case - the National Grid can cope with a 
large addition of variable renewables - simply have 
not been made.

Weber Shandwick’s 
appointment has been 

disastrous for 
Viking Energy

25 Years Ago
So far the oil industry has not paid a penny for 10 years 

of use of the Sullom Voe terminal. A land lease has not been 
signed because the industry and the council, which owns 
the land the terminal is built on, cannot agree on a value.

In the absence of a land lease, a license allows the 
industry to operate the terminal. The licence is renewed 
annually and at a resources committee meeting last Friday 
some councillors were in favour of refusing to issue a new 
license when the present one expires in November. 

Mr A I Tulloch leads the council’s group negotiating with 
the industry and he told the meeting that the oil industry 
would be prepared to pay £300,000 a year for the lease. But 
the council thought this figure “ridiculous”, he added. After 
the meeting Mr Tulloch had said that independent 
consultants had estimated the site value at between £50m 
and £100m a year depending on how much oil was handled 
at the terminal. But the industry’s view was to value the site 
as “bare land” rather than as an oil terminal.

At the meeting Mr Bill Manson complained that the 
council’s negotiating group was too private. He and other 
councillors not on the group did not know what was going 
on. 

Mr Edward Thomason said the group’s meetings had to 
be held in private and that other councillors would be fully 
informed when it was thought appropriate.

Now the council’s negotiating group has asked for an 
interim payment towards the debt, but Mr Malcolm Green, 
director of finance, told the meeting that the industry’s 
response was not encouraging.

The negotiations were a long, slow process said Mr 
Thomason. He pointed out that the council was not dealing 
with one oil company but over 30 companies which were 

in partnership. Mr Thomason also commented that this was 
the first time in two years there had been any public debate 
on the land lease.

Capt Gordon Walterson recalled a lone voice in the 
council chamber 10 years ago. Mrs Joan McLeod had not 
wanted access to Sullom Voe without a land lease. Capt 
Walterson thought time was proving Mrs McLeod right. 
Mrs McLeod suggested refusing to renew the operating 
license when it expires in November.

50 Years Ago
Plans for the production for a “Shetland Book” for 

use in local schools are proceeding slowly, but quite 
satisfactorily.

At a recent meeting of the sub-committee handling the 
production Mr A.T. Cluness was welcomed as editor, and 
he expressed his happiness with the assignment.

Mr Tom Henderson has been invited to contribute 
something on Shetland birds and another suggestion is that 
there should be a section on biography, to include people 
such as Arthur Anderson, Sir Robert Stout, Sir Watson 
Cheyne, Laurence Williamson etc.

Mr Cluness wondered whether the section on language 
and literature should be included with the other contributions 
in a single volume or whether this section could be included 
as a separate volume together with music and song. Various 
committee members gave their views on this point, but no 
definite decision was taken.

In a preliminary discussion about illustrations it was 
suggested that pictures by local photographers might offer 
suitable material, while other names were mentioned in 
connection with line drawings.

It was suggested that the most convenient size for the 
book might be 8½ “by 5¼ “.

Finally it was noted with satisfaction that the first 
contribution had actually been received and this was on 
place names by Mr John Stewart.

 
100 Years Ago

The herring fishing – One will almost search the annals 
of the Shetland herring fishing in vain to find a week 
towards the end of July which yielded such poor results as 
the week now closed. There has been a famine all over the 
islands. The week opened badly. At Scalloway and the south 
stations there was no fishing, while at Unst the total landing 
was very small. At Lerwick the first day showed an average 
of 2 crans, or 640 crans for 320 boats. Wednesday and 
Thursday showed slight improvements, but there has been 
nothing approaching fishing, and curers and fishermen alike 
are anxiously waiting and hoping for a change in the luck. 
The total (estimated) catch for the islands now amounts to 
175,000 crans, against 337,700 crans at the corresponding 
date last year, being a decrease of 162,700 crans.

: : : : 
At the end of last week a strange fish was found washed 

ashore near Burravoe, Yell. It had a long pointed snout, with 
deep-cleft mouth and teeth numerous and fine. The body 
resembled that of a whale. No one in the locality recognised 
the fish, and the head was cut off and sent south to one of 
the Fishery Board naturalists, who identified it as the head 
of a dolphin. That fish is very rare in these waters.
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Scrutiny for 
windfarm

By NEIL RIDDELL AND 
JOHN ROBERTSON

Three of the four main bodies asked 
to comment on the Viking Energy 
windfarm application have either 
objected or made serious objections, 
raising a number of wide-ranging 
questions about the 150-turbine 
project.

Meanwhile, the Scottish Govern-
ment announced last night that it 
had agreed to an extension for half 
of the period sought by the SIC, to 
allow it to feed in reaction from a 
series of public hearings.

Official government agencies 
the Scottish Environment Protection 
Agency (SEPA) and Scottish 
Natural Heritage (SNH), along with 
the RSPB, all objected prior to 
Tues day’s deadline for submissions 
to the Scottish Government’s ener-
gy consents unit (ECU).

A range of non-statutory consult-
ees including the John Muir Trust, 
Shetland Amenity Trust and Shet-
land Bird Club have also lodged 
objections, as has protest group 
Sustainable Shetland, which prev-
iously submitted a 3,400-signature 
petition against the estimated £800 
million development to the SIC. 

Several of the objections centre 
on disputing the carbon payback 
time contained within the environ-
mental impact assessment, with the 
disturbance of blanket bog peat 
leading a number of organisations 
to voice their fear that Viking 
Energy will have a negative net 
environmental impact because of 
the carbon dioxide emissions which 
would be caused by the windfarm’s 
construction.

Others have flagged up the 
detrimental impact on the treeless 
landscape, describing the project as 
too large for the environment in 
which it is proposed, and the level 
of disturbance and damage to 
breeding sites for a variety of bird 
species. 

Well over 1,000 comments on 
the Viking Energy plan were 
submitted to the ECU before the 
deadline passed on Tuesday. The 
Glasgow-based unit, which is 
handling the planning application 
and will help shape ministers’ views 
on the proposed development, has 
four members of staff assessing the 
responses but it is expected to take 
at least until next week to gauge the 
precise numbers for and against the 
development.

A Scottish Government spokes-
man said there had been a large 
volume of representations which 
was expected “to run into four 
figures”. 

(Continued on page two)

FORCES of destruction. The Fair Isle Bird Observatory is demolished to make 
way for a new building, which is being pre-fabricated in Orkney. Full story, page 8.
 Photo: Dave Wheeler

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Expect a few celebrations tonight 
and a spending splurge to follow as 
the bank accounts of Shetland 
Islands Council workers swell 
today with a whacking £2 million 
or more in back pay. 

The massive injection of “free” 
money on pay day is one of their 
long-awaited rewards for signing 
up to the so-called single status 
agreement in May which re-jigs 
their pay and conditions to iron out 
long-standing discrepancies. 

According to the council, many 
of those benefiting today are 
among the lower paid in its 
3,300-strong workforce, including 
manual workers, cleaners and care 
workers. It is understood payments 

range as high as several thousand 
pounds in some cases.

Despite knowing since April 
that their windfall was on its way 
it seems employees have not been 
rushing to pre-order luxury goods, 
although their money has perhaps 
arrived sooner than many were 
expecting. While some will have 
banked enough extra to buy a new 
car there was no sign of an upturn 
in orders at some Lerwick garages 
this week. 

The SIC’s man in charge of 
single status, John Smith, admitted 
he had not heard of any bold plans 
to flash the cash. Yet surely a few 
will be contemplating a giant flat 
screen TV, fitted kitchen or 
Caribbean cruise.

One worker who has been 

waiting impatiently for his back 
pay and pay rise said it would be 
paying off his overdraft and bills 
because debts had mounted from 
not being paid properly before. “I 
don’t think my back pay is going to 
bring me any fancy vehicles or 
spending sprees, that’s for sure!”

He knew a lot of council workers 
who were depending on the money 
to settle debts, although he said one 
colleague intended splashing out 
on new carpets.

Shetland Retailers’ Association 
chairwoman Janet Davidge was 
aware the pay bonanza was on the 
horizon and seemed pleased on 
behalf of local shops. “It will be 
good,” she said. “They’ll maybe 
set off down south or stick it under 
the mattress but if some of it comes 

our way that would be 
wonderful.”

In total the SIC is paying out an 
extra £3.6m today but a slice of 
that goes in payroll costs and 
employees’ tax and national 
insurance, leaving around £2m to 
workers to cover a period of about 
16 months. 

Mr Smith said that another 
£600,000 is expected to be added 
to next month’s wage bill to settle 
some more back pay claims and 
the remaining few claims should 
be settled around the end of the 
year. “What we were trying to do 
was get the bulk of it out as early 
as we could,” he said. “The guys 
have done a really good job and 
I’m very glad that the folk that 
have been waiting a while for this 

are now going to see it in their bank 
accounts.”

SIC office workers face a less 
welcome prospect over the next 
few weeks – whether to work an 
extra three hours a week or lose the 
pay they get for that time. Part of 
the single status deal is an end to 
the privilege which allowed them 
to work just 34 hours and get paid 
for 37 whereas manual workers 
had to work the full amount of 
hours. Workers have to choose by 
September which path they intend 
to follow. 

The new work regime and pay 
scales resulting from the single 
status deal will come into effect 
from October for all but the three 
groups of workers who have yet to 
secure an agreement.

Pay bonanza for council staff
 Single status cash will go into bank accounts this morning  Most of the money is for lower paid workers in the authority

Demolition men move in on bird observatory
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(Continued from front page)
The government announced last 

night that it had agreed to SIC’s 
request for an extension to the 
consultation period it has before 
submitting its view on the windfarm 
to ministers until 13th November. 
The council had been seeking until 
the end of the year for a series of 
public meetings to be held before 
councillors make a recommendation 
to the ECU. The shorter than hoped 
for extension may reflect Viking 
Energy’s determination to proceed 
with the project as expeditiously as 
it can.

An objection from 
the council, as the local authority 
in which the development is 
proposed, would auto matically trig-
ger a public inquiry, which is 
being called for by Sustainable 
Shetland.

SIC executive director of infra-
structure Gordon Greenhill said this 
week that the extra time was needed 
to incorporate views gathered at the 
four proposed public hearings in 

Aith, Brae, Dunrossness and 
Lerwick, which councillors agreed 
to after rejecting legal advice 
from solicitor Jan Riise that they 
should not take a political decision 
on the windfarm because of an 
“irreconcil able” conflict of interest. 
Mr Greenhill said: “There’s no 
point in having them if we don’t 
actually take account of what is 
said and build that into our 
response.”

Currently the ECU is running 
an extra 28-day consultation to 
allow responses to the views of 
SEPA on the windfarm. It has 
formally objected due to the 
environmental damage that might be 
caused.

The council’s planning depart-
ment is beavering away on Viking 
Energy’s mammoth application, 
but so far it has not managed 
to recruit any temporary planners 
from outside Shetland on second-
ment to help with the department’s 
workload, although one vacant 
staff post has now been filled. 

Viking Energy’s assistant project 
manager David Thomson told 
The Shetland Times that dialogue 
between the company and the 
statutory objectors would continue 
to see if there were any possible 
areas of compromise. He said this 
could possibly take the form of 
moving some turbines or closing 
some of them down for certain 
stages of the year.

“The Scottish Government’s 
period of public consultation has 
now come to a close and Viking 
Energy would like to thank all 
those who registered their opinions, 
whether support, objection or 
otherwise,” said Mr Thomson.

In relation to the RSPB’s 
objection, Viking Energy said 
that while it was “disappointed” it 
will continue to work with the 
conservation group to try to alleviate 
its concerns. “We have been advised 
by the RPSB that it is currently 
objecting to our proposals and are 
disappointed with its decision. 
However, we welcome the positive 

approach it has taken throughout 
this process and will continue to 
work with them to address its 
concerns so it feels able to review its 
position.”

It has been suggested in some 
quarters that the project could still 
be financially viable with a slightly 
reduced number of turbines, but he 
said the exact level was uncertain 
because of the unknown transmission 
charges for using the interconnector 
cable which would send the energy 
produced down to the national grid 
in Moray.

He said: “We do not have an exact 
minimum because transmission 
charges are an unknown. Because 
of that very large variable in our 
base model we are pushed towards 
a large scale development. 

“The purpose of the exercise is 
not to break even. Following on 
from that, we are doing the project 
... for its own sake. 

“There are massive benefits to be 
had from the production of 
renewable energy. I’m entirely 

comfortable doing the maximum 
possible.”

Transmission charges in Britain 
are imposed on the basis of distance, 
in effect meaning the further the 
development is from areas where 
large amounts of electricity are used, 
the higher the cost. The cost of 
constructing the interconnector, 
which is estimated in the region of 
£200-300 million, will be a major 
determinant of how many turbines 
would be needed to make the venture 
profitable.

The proposed cable will have 
a 600MW capacity, of which 
Viking Energy will pay to use 
540MW, leaving 60MW for other 
projects. 

It is understood that at 
least two companies, including 
one recognisable industry brand, 
are “desperate” to come to Shetland 
with marine tidal projects – which 
with existing technology would 
produce energy on a smaller scale 
than windfarms – but require the 
interconnector cable to do so.

Government agrees to give council more time

Delay for 
Total plant

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Oil giant Total still hopes to start 
digging at Sullom Voe this time 
next year to build its £500 million 
gas plant despite project delays 
which will put back first gas pro-
duction until 2014. 

A planning application for the 
west of Shetland gas hub is expected 
to be submitted to Shetland Islands 
Council’s already beleaguered 
plan ning division around the end of 
August or early September.

The French-owned company 
was in Shetland yesterday to 
explain the latest developments in 
its ground-breaking Laggan/Tor-
more gas project at a public meeting 
in The Shetland Hotel last night. 

A major change revealed is the 
decision to move the proposed site 
of the gas plant 300 metres to the 
north-east of the previous ear-
marked site for safety reasons and 
to avoid affecting the Burn of 
Crooksetter. The complex will 
stand to the east of the reclaimed 
Orka Voe, entirely outside the 
existing Sullom Voe Terminal 
perimeter fence.

Total’s manager of new business, 
Paul Mason, said yesterday the field 
approval process was taking longer 
than previously hoped. Sanction by 
the UK government will not now 
happen in September but the green 
light is anticipated early next year, 
possibly as late as March.  

He said site preparation at 
Sullom Voe could still be under way 
by mid-2010 but dependency on 
summer weather windows for off-
shore work meant production would 
be pushed back from 2013 to 
2014.

As previously predicted, the 
construction works in Shetland are 
likely to need 400-500 workers and 
include building the complex gas 
plant and burying two pipelines 
from Orka Voe to the terminal and 
one pipe out again through Firths 
Voe. Mr Mason said 60-70 perman-
ent employees will be needed to 
operate the gas plant and remotely 
operate the offshore wells. 

Total’s project is of major 
importance to Shetland and the UK 
because it could allow other west of 
Shetland explorers to start gas 
production at greatly reduced cost 
by sending their gas to shore 
through Total’s pipes. Production 
from Laggan/Tormore will be 
exported through a new pipe to join 
a large pipeline to the St Fergus gas 
terminal near Peterhead. Oil 
condensate extracted from the gas 
will be stored at Sullom Voe and 
exported by tanker.

Total also announced it had 
appointed two new managers for 
the project, including Lerwegian 
Rhonda Kelly who is based in 
Aberdeen as third party liaison 
manager. Christophe Aubin has 
been made gas processing plant 
manager and will eventually be 
based in Shetland when the gas hub 
is operating.

Doorstep
reminder
Trading Standards in Shetland 
are reminding folk that giving to 
charity is a choice, not an obligation 
– and that you have the right to 
cancel an agreement to give by 
direct debit.

A spokesman said people in 
Shetland have a well-deserved rep-
utation for generous giving to good 
causes, but that should not allow 
charity collectors to exploit  big-
hearted generosity by making 
people feel compelled to sign up to 
a direct debit commitment.

He said to remember that it’s 
your doorstep and your decision, 
and if you change your mind it’s 
entirely up to you.

SEPA

RSPB

Scotland’s pollution watchdog has lodged 
a formal objection to Viking Energy’s plans 
for a huge windfarm because, the body 
says, it will have a negative effect on the 
environment.

The Scottish Environment Pro tec tion 
Agency (SEPA) is warning the Scottish 
Government that even if best practice is 
followed and attempts are made to mitigate the 
loss of peat during construction of the turbines, 
roads and borrow pits, the development will 
cause damage.

SEPA’s submission to the energy consents 
unit (ECU) is a highly technical document that 
makes a series of objections, some of them 
fundamental, others that the body says can be 
overcome should certain conditions be 
met. 

A number of recommendations are also 
made. The report states: “We consider that, 
even if best practice is followed and mitigation 

employed, the proposal for a windfarm 
development of this scale in this peatland 
location is likely to have a negative impact on 
the environment. [But] careful micrositing 
and the inclusion of conditions which ensure 
that the best possible practices are im-
plemented will help to reduce this impact.”

It says that Viking Energy’s estimate of the 
amount of peat that will have to be excavated, 
at 877,650m², is a best case scenario when 
standard practice is to assume the worst case 
scenario. This would add an additional 
175,000m². “We therefore request that the 
assessment be repeated considering the worst 
case scenario and until such time as this has 
been done we object to this aspect of the 
application.”

SEPA says that while the options for re-use 
and disposal of peat have been thought 
through, there are “clearly difficulties as-
sociated with most of them” and “no certainty 
that any of them will be possible without 
further in vestigation and works”.

Although it makes no direct comment on 
the carbon payback time, SEPA does “strongly 
recom mend” that it be looked at closely. SEPA 
is also concerned about the impact the 

construction will have on fish stocks and 
otters in lochs around the proposed develop-
ment.

“Disturbance including blasting, plant 
movement and siltation will occur over a 
number of years with potential direct, cum-
ulative effects on fish populations. This is 
because sediment becomes trapped in the 
gravelly substrate, often supporting plant 
growth. It can make the substrate difficult for 
fish to move when building redds and re-
suspension of trapped sediment can smother 
eggs and fry in the future.”

The submission goes on: “We are especially 
concerned about the impact the proposal may 
have on lochs, which may be more sensitive 
to sedimentation and in watercourses where 
it is known that there are significant fish 
populations.”

Due to what it describes as a lack of 
information on the impact, SEPA says it is 
objecting to this aspect of the application and 
requesting that Viking Energy carry out survey 
work at Truggle Water, Maa Water,Lamba 
Water, Petta Water, Loch of Skellister, Gossa 
Water, Laxobiggin and south burn of 
Burrafirth. 

In relation to Viking Energy’s habitat 
management plan, SEPA welcomes the 
principle of the plan but says that further 
thought is needed in that area. 

SEPA is asking that the develop ment as 
a whole acknowledges that blanket bog 
is “irreplaceable except over periods of 
thousands of years”. It also raises concern 
that the plan, in its view, has not considered 
the possible impact of moving the peat 
which will be used for restoration purposes 
or the effects on down-stream hydrology of 
blocking up peat gullies.

It continues: “We request that a condition 
be applied thatthere are no engineering 
works to any standing water within the site 
boundary, unless agreed by the determining 
authority in con sulta tion with SEPA and 
SNH.”

SEPA says the impact of decommissioning 
and aftercare “may be significant” in terms 
of pollution prevention and that it will be 
important to quantify the scale and nature 
of decom missioning “prior to determination” 
so that the long-term impacts of the 
proposal upon the environment can be 
assessed.

Series of consultees find much to

The Royal Society for the Protection 
of Birds (RSPB) believes the Viking 
Energy windfarm would cause 
“unacceptable damage” to the UK 
populations of bird species such as 
whimbrel and Arctic skua.

In its submission to the energy 
consents unit (ECU), written by 
Shetland area manager Pete Ellis, 
the group also contends that the 
development would severely 
damage active blanket bog and 
observes that there is uncertainty 
whether it would emit more carbon 
dioxide than it would save.

The RSPB does, however, say 
that if these areas of concern are 
addressed by Viking Energy it would 
be prepared to review its position. 
The group has done extensive work 
on the impact on birds with Viking 
and this is continuing, according to 
Viking assistant project manager 
David Thomson.

In the submission, Mr Ellis states: 
“The potential adverse impacts on 
red-throated diver, merlin, golden 
plover, lapwing, dunlin, whimbrel, 
curlew, Arctic skua and great skua 
are unacceptably high.

“For many of these species, 
operational disturbance and risk of 
collision with turbine blades are 
likely to have significant adverse 
effects on their Shetland 
populations.

“The development is likely to 
adversely affect the UK populations 
of whimbrel and Arctic skua. We 

The red-throated diver is one of the species identified by the RSPB and SNH as being at risk from the windfarm. 
 Photo: Jim Nicolson
make a number of suggestions 
concerning mitigation, including the 
removal of turbines from particularly 
sensitive locations, in an attempt to 
reduce the potential damage to key 
species from the proposal.”

He goes on to say that the damage 
from turbine bases, roads and the 
disposal of excavated peat would 
seriously damage the blanket bog, 
with knock-on effects on bird 
species.

“RSPB Scotland is seriously 
concerned about the excavation of 
large quantities of peat and the lack 
of clarity about plans for re-use or 

disposal. Some of the proposed 
methods of re-use, such as spreading 
along track sides and to restore 
blanket bog habitats, are 
unacceptable as they could further 
damage blanket bog habitat.”

The organisation repeats the 
worst case scenario cited in Viking 
Energy’s environmental statement 
(ES) by mistake of 48.5 years, 
stating that this would be “entirely 
unacceptable”. According to Viking 
the worst case scenario is actually 
14.9 years. 

Lloyd Austin, RSPB Scotland’s 
head of conservation policy, said: 

“We very much appreciate the 
consultation that the developers 
sought with us at the early stages of 
the design and the effort they have 
taken to avoid Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest and other 
protected areas.

“However, now that we have 
analysed the full detail of the 
application, it is clear that a wide 
range of bird species will be 
impacted. Furthermore, the lack of 
certainty that there would be any 
significant net carbon dioxide 
benefits, undermines the case for 
development; there is no point in 

building renewables that potentially 
emit more carbon due to peatland 
impacts than they save.” 

He added: “However, we would 
be prepared to review our position if 
these issues could be satisfactorily 
resolved. This is likely to require not 
only removal or relocation of 
turbines, but also a substantial 
increase in enhancement measures 
for biodiversity. Our formal response 
will have more detail on these 
matters.”

The RSPB also believes that the 
development would breach various 
local plans.
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object to in Viking windfarm proposals

By RYAN TAYLOR
A message is to be sent to the 
Scottish Government that transmis-
sion charges for the proposed subsea 
cable designed to send electricity to 
the National Grid from the Viking 
Energy windfarm are too high.

Members of Lerwick Community 
Council voted in favour of writing 
to the government’s Energy Cons-
ents Unit (ECU) at the end 
of a special two-hour meeting in 
the Town Hall last Thursday 
night. Attempts to conduct votes 
for and against the windfarm were 
unsuccessful.

The meeting heard that many 
people were in favour of having a 
windfarm development, but the 

scale of Viking’s 150-turbine 
proposal was considered too big for 
the isles.

The motion to protest at the 
high charges came from member 
and SIC councillor Jonathan Wills. 
Mr Thomson said high transmis sion 
charges laid down by National Grid 
meant the windfarm had to 
be developed on a large scale if it 
was to remain economically viable.

Dr Wills said he was in favour of 

the project but could not see it 
going ahead on the scale currently 
proposed. He said attempts should 
be made to persuade National Grid 
to reduce the charges to make a 
smaller windfarm possible.

“I think this community council 
should express concern over the size 
of the project while supporting the 
principle of a windfarm,” he said. “It 
has to be larger as a result of 
charging for the cable, which we 

think should be reviewed.”
Member Avril Simpson was 

swayed by the presentation from Mr 
Fox who said the project – one of the 
largest onshore windfarms in Europe 
– would have a seriously detrimental 
impact on the local environment.

“I’m opposed to it and I haven’t 
heard anything that has made me 
change my mind. The disruption to 
the environment is going to be 
unsustainable,” she said.

By NEIL RIDDELL
Shetland Bird Club (SBC) has objected to 
Viking Energy’s proposed windfarm because 
of “ambiguity and confusion” over the carbon 
payback time, the direct loss and degradation 
of habitat and deaths, displacement and 
disturbance of birds through all the phases of 
the project.

In a letter outlining the reasons for the 
objection club chairman George Petrie said 
the projected 5,700 deaths of birds “including 
specially protected species” which would be 
caused by the construction and operation of 
the 150-turbine project was “unacceptable”.

He said surveys carried out between 2005 
and 2008 within the proposed Viking Energy 
site showed it to hold 1 per cent of the UK’s 
moorland breeding birds, including birds 
which are either at risk or subject to special 
protection including whooper swan, red-
throated diver, merlin, golden plover, dunlin 
and Arctic tern.

He wrote: “Freedom from human dis-
turbance is a requirement of many species for 
successful breeding. The installation and 
maintenance of the infrastructure required for 
this windfarm will obviously impact on them, 

as some species present will not tolerate 
nesting close to these types of development 
and will be displaced from areas presently 
used.”

Mr Petrie’s letter also highlights the bird 
club’s concern over the effect the construction 
of the windfarm will have on blanket bog and 
its related impact on the hydrology of the site, 
and states the SBC’s belief that the project 
team has not sufficiently demonstrated that 
it is sustainable in terms of carbon payback.

Viking Energy estimates a best-case 
carbon payback scenario of 2.3 years and a 
worst case of 14.9 years, but the SBC is the 
latest group to point out that the company’s 
own documents also show a worst case figure 
of 48.5 years. Viking has said the inclusion 
of the latter figure was simply a drafting error 
relating to a conservative early estimate, 
which had since been revised. 

Lerwick South councillor Jonathan Wills 
has lodged an objection because he feels the 
application is “out of scale with the Shetland 
landscape and the sites chosen are among the 
least suitable in the islands”. 

He said the sole reason for the extent and 
scale of the windfarm was the need for the 
project to be able to afford the charges for 
connecting to the proposed cable to the 
mainland and that “these financial factors, 
rather than any planning policy 
considerations, have determined the size of 
the project for which consent has been 
applied”.

Dr Wills suggested that ministers should 
scale down the size of the project to no 
more than 50 turbines in the proposed area, 
and raised the possibility of asking the 
applicant to consider whether the designation 
for part of Ronas Hill’s special area of 
conservation could be relaxed to allow the 
development of a windfarm there. 

Meanwhile, rural community councils 
have adopted a mixture of approaches to the 
thorny issue, with only one of the five 
councils in areas which would be most 
directly affected feeling confident enough 
to make representations on one side of 
the argument or the other because it is 
dividing their respective communities so 
greatly.

Tingwall, Whiteness and Weisdale 
Community Council decided by a majority 
vote to oppose the windfarm because of the 
visual impact it would have in the area, 
because they feel it would be too big for the 
landscape in which it is proposed and would 
disturb too much peat for it to be 
environmentally friendly. 

Chairwoman June Johnson said that, while 
it was not a material planning consideration, 
there was also a substantial amount of 
scepticism about the financial figures both in 
terms of the cost of construction and the 
projected profits.

Chairman of Nesting and Lunnasting 
Community Council Hubert Hunter said the 
matter had been discussed at their last 

meeting but there had been “mixed” views 
and no submission had been made, but he 
was aware that several people had made 
representations as individuals. Mr Hunter 
said the majority of people seemed to be in 
favour of the principle of windfarms but 
some were concerned about the sheer number 
of turbines: “It seems fairly even for and 
against.”

After a long discussion the community 
council for Walls and Sandness took a similar 
stance, agreeing that there were “strong 
views on both sides” and encouraging 
individuals to make their own submissions. 
Clerk Barbara Henry said the decision had 
been taken that “we couldn’t truly represent 
the community on both sides”.

Delting Community Council’s vice-
chairman Wayne Whitrow said that after 
holding a public meeting last Sunday, a 
submission representing the views of the 
community on both sides was culled together 
reflecting the discussion at the meeting and 
comments left in a visitors book at the Brae 
Community Hall, rather than putting in a 
report based on community councillors’ own 
individual views.

Likewise, the Sandsting and Aithsting 
Community Council held a meeting at which 
points were raised for and against the 
windfarm, said chairman John Priest, and a 
submission reflecting that was sent to the 
Scottish government’s energy consents 
unit.

The anti-windfarm pressure group Sustainable Shetland is demanding that 
the Scottish government order a public inquiry at very least into the Viking 
Energy proposals.

In its submission to the energy consents unit (ECU) the 624-member 
voluntary organisation makes a series of detailed arguments, from the 
detrimental visual impact to a lack of evidence that it will help ameliorate 
climate change, against the windfarm.

But it is the conflict of interest councillors face in their dual role as 
trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust that is the principal basis of the 
group’s objection.

The submission states: “To carry out and properly discharge their 
responsibilities as councillors and trustees whilst SIC acts as a statutory 
consultee in the consent and planning process has two principal 
consequences.

“The first is that SIC cannot be an effective consultee, since it is the 
collective view of members of the council which must be conveyed to 
Scottish ministers by the terms of the [Electricity Act 1989].

“Secondly, the effect of councillors being trustees of a part owner of 

the project is to create an almost complete void in local democracy, and 
to deny the population of Shetland the right of effective representation 
which is the duty of every elected councillor.”

Not only that, but three councillor-trustees are directors of Viking 
Energy, with one of them, Bill Manson, chairman of both the trust and 
Viking Energy Ltd. Mr Manson also sits on the planning board.

The Sustainable Shetland statement goes on: “[In] view of the 
councillors’ and trustees’ apparent, direct and irreconcilable conflict of 
interest, the members of the council should recommend that ministers 
direct that a public inquiry should be held into the application.”

Chairman of Sustainble Shetland Billy Fox said: “Sustainable Shetland 
is a Shetland-wide organisation, with a very large membership; we are 
highlighting areas of additional local concern, especially the fundamental 
conflict of interest between councillors acting as trustees and developers, 
provoking a fundamental democratic shortfall.”

With the assitance of Ian Kelly of Perth-based planning specialists 
Graham and Sibbald and Mark Steele consultants, Sustainable Shetland 
has produced two reports, both submitted to SIC head of planning Iain 
McDiarmid as well as the ECU.

The first, addressing the planning concerns, runs to 15 pages; the 
second, a review of the landscape and visual impact methodology, is 29 
pages long.

On the planning front, the group contends that the application is 
premature because contravenes the Shetland Structure Plan of 2001-2016, 
the Shetland Local Plan and therefore the Development Plan, none of 
which make provision for a project of the windfarm’s magnitude.

“This is a massive project by any normal standards. Having regard to 
the scale of the project in relation to the land mass of Shetland, and 
considering that it is designed as a purely export driven project rather than 

as one designed to serve Shetland’s needs, one might consider it to be 
premature in the absence of any supportive policy, plan or project for a 
development on this scale.

“Given that there are no details of the necessary interconnector cables, 
there is a strong argument that the proposal is premature pending a proper 
updating of the Development Plan … To proceed to any positive 
consideration [of] the project in the short term would involve making one 
of the most significant planning decisions ever in Shetland in a complete 
planning policy vacuum.”

The submission also argues that the windfarm “would not make any 
measurable impact of any scale on the future climate indicators” and 
would not have “any verifiable and attributable effect on the emission 
levels of greenhouse gasses”.

The group believes that the number of turbines proposed has been 
dictated by the minimum required for the windfarm to be economically 
viable rather than to fit the landscape. The images produced by Viking 
understate the visual impact of the windfarm.

Mr Fox added: “The flaws, defects and errors in the Viking Energy 
planning application have been clearly highlighted by highly respected 
bodies such as John Muir Trust and Shetland Amenity Trust. These are 
fully supported, endorsed and incorporated by Sustainable Shetland.” He 
added that Sustainable Shetland also “warmly welcomed” the RSPB 
objection to the proposed windfarm.

Sustainable Shetland, which earlier this month presented a petition with 
almost 3,500 signatures opposing the windfarm to SIC convener Sandy 
Cluness, said it understood that the trust, with total assets of around 
£180m, would be required to commit £72m immediately to the project 
and fund the remaining £288m commitment through debt and other 
funding mechanisms.

Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) 
has submitted a series of objections 
to the proposed Viking Energy 
windfarm, with concern centring on 
the adverse effect it would be likely 
to have on birds.

In its submission to the energy 
consents unit (ECU) the quango, 
echoes the remarks made by the 
RSBP about the loss of species such 
as red-throated diver, merlin, 
whimbrel and golden plover. 

SNH has decided not to object 
to the impact that the project, 
which will involve the construction 
of 150 wind turbines, 118km of 
access tracks and 14 borrow pits, 
is likely to have on peat, habitats, 
soil and water, although it has raised 
concerns about inconsistencies 
in Viking Energy’s estimates of 
the overall size of the development, 
the size of concrete bases for the 
turbines and the size of roads.

That, it says, makes it difficult to 
assess the carbon footprint of the 
development and the so-called 
carbon payback period, a measure 
of the time that elapses before the 
carbon gains from a renewable 
energy source become greater than 
the losses sustained during 
construction. Viking estimates this 
to be between 2.3 and 14.9 years.

SNH is concerned about the impact of run-off from road improvements next to the Sand Water 
Site of Special Scientific Interest at the bottom end of the Lang Kames, seen here.  
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

SNH’s comments are restricted 
to the effect the windfarm is likely 
to have on the ecological natural 
heritage. The group has already 
advised the ECU that it regards the 
landscape and visual impact section 
of Viking’s environmental statement 
as “inadequate” and is seeking a 
revised version before commenting 
further.

On the issue of birds, SNH said 
some elements of the survey work 
went well beyond that normally 
presented in windfarm applications. 
However, contrary to SNH guidance 
there had been very little discussion 
of the national or regional as 

opposed to local impact on any 
species.

The organisation says predicted 
bird losses as a result of construction 
and/or collisions with turbine 
blades are high enough to be of 
“significant” concern for the red-
throated diver, merlin, golden 
plover, dunlin, whimbrel, arctic 
skua, lapwing, curlew and great 
skua.

In particular, it highlights the 
fact that with Shetland supporting 
around one-third of the British 
population of the red-throated diver, 
a population that is already 
declining, the loss of 2.6 breeding 

adults and 3.5 non-breeding adults 
a year would pose a “significant 
risk of causing a long-term pop-
ulation decline” in Shetland.

Similarly, the whimbrel, which 
has declined nationally by almost 
40 per cent in the last two decades, 
would see a loss of 5.3 per cent of 
the national population.

Viking Energy assistant project 
officer David Thomson said that 
extensive work had been done by 
the company in conjunction with 
SNH and the RSPB on the impact 
the development was likely to have 
on birds.

He added that the process would 

not stop there. There would be 
ongoing dialogue and it was a 
possibility that some turbines would 
have to be moved to accommodate 
some of the concerns.

The planning process also leaves 
scope for there to be fewer turbines, 
although the limit below which the 
windfarm ceases to be economically 
viable has not been specified by 
Viking.

“We have gone out of our way 
to set a new standard in bird 
surveys, and in some ways we have 
made a rod for our backs in doing 
that,” Mr Thomson said.

He also confirmed that SNH had 
asked for revisions to the landscape 
and visual impact assessment 
before making public comment, 
although Glasgow-based firm Ash 
Design and Assessment, which 
produced those sections of the 
environmental statement, intended 
to defend its methodology.

On the peat and habitat side, 
SNH recommends that if the 
windfarm is given the go-ahead, 
four “ecological clerks of work”, 
supervised by an environmental 
manager, should be appointed 
with the authority to stop work if 
there is any environmental dam-
age.

SNH says Viking has 
significantly underestimated the 
overall size of the development, 
calculating that each turbine would 
take up 0.3 hectares rather than the 
0.2 it suggests.

“SNH therefore suggests that the 
actual footprint of the proposed 

windfarm is likely to be significantly 
greater than indicated in the 
[environmental statement] and 
recommends that a more accurate 
estimate be calculated by the 
applicant to assist in any further 
assessment made by the Scottish 
government.”

It points out inconsistencies in 
Viking’s estimates of the size of 
turbine bases (25m and 31m) and 
construction tracks (12m and 8m) 
and asks whether double width 
construction tracks are required. If 
they are, SNH advises that they 
be narrowed following construc-
tion.

SNH has also objected over the 
impact alterations to the B9075 
road that runs from the bottom 
end of the Lang Kames to Weisdale 
and the junction with the A970 
will have on the Sand Water Site 
of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI).

Although the site is outside the 
boundary of the windfarm, SNH 
believes that excavation work 
and new drainage for the roads 
would mean sediment and waste 
water flowing into the SSSI, with 
adverse effects, and potentially 
damaging alterations to water 
courses.

It says this objection could be 
addressed by ensuring the road 
alterations are made to the north 
side of the B9075, ensuring no 
nutrients reach the SSSI, and 
housing construction workers 
nearby in regularly-maintained, 
sealed units.



4  The Shetland Times, Friday, 30th January, 2009

BIRTHS, MARRIAGES & DEATHS
22p per word (minimum £4.40)

Advertisements must be prepaid
Rates include VAT

BIRTHS
BECKETT – REID – Jarvis and Charlene 
are delighted to announce the safe arrival 
of their daughter Sianna, on 19th July, 
2009, a peerie sister for Blake and 
Kyle. Thanks to Elaine Macover and 
Liz Henderson and everyone else 
involved.

NICOLSON – Robert and Rhona are 
delighted to announce the safe arrival 
of Marni Rebekah, on the 24th July, 
2009. A lovely peerie sister for Kirsty. 
Many thanks to all the staff in the 
maternity ward at the Gilbert Bain. A 
special thanks to Heather and Joyce at 
the Scalloway Surgery and Elaine and 
Wilma at the Maternity ward at the Gilbert 
Bain.

SILVER – SMITH – Darren and Hazel are 
glad to announce the safe arrival of 
Michael William, at Derriford Maternity 
Hospital, Plymouth, on 12th June, 2009. 
A peerie brother for Sophie.

SMITH – Megan, born 8th July, 2009, to 
Mark and Alexis (née Robertson), a sister 
for Oriana, many thanks to our families 
and all who sent cards, gifts texts and 
good wishes. Also thanks to NHS staff in 
Shetland and Aberdeen.

STEMP – Paul, Rosie and Jamie are 
over the moon to announce the safe 
arrival of Chloe Anne, on 14th July, 2009. 
Many thanks to Ashgrove Ward, Ab-
erdeen and Margaret at Gilbert Bain 
Maternity.

WILLIAMSON – Ivor and Anamaria are 
delighted to announce the safe arrival 
of Kara Giselle, on 23rd July, 2009, at 
St Thomas Hospital, London. First grand-
daughter for Lucio and Alice, Goa and 
Sylvia and Willie, Newtonhill, formerly of 
West Baila, Lerwick.

ENGAGEMENTS
WEST – STEWART – Sandy and Eliza–
beth are so happy to announce the 
engagement of their daughter, Jenny to 
Duncan, on 18th July, 2009, in Nice, 
France.

MARRIAGE
DOBSON – MARTIN – Married on 10th 
July, 2009, by the Rev Tom Macintyre at 
St. Columba’s Church, Lerwick. Alison 
Marie, daughter of Tony and Moira, 
Kalliness, Weisdale to Rognvald William, 
eldest son of Andy and Marion, Banff.

RUBY WEDDINGS
IRONSIDE – ROBERTSON – At Lerwick 
Methodist Church on 30th July, 1969, 
by the Rev Russell B. Spear M.A., Jim to 
Thelma.

MOAR – GEORGESON – At Ebenezer 
Hall, Lerwick, on 7th August, 1969, by 
George Peterson, Edwin to Beryl.

GOLDEN  WEDDINGS
JOHNSON – MANN – At St Columba’s 
Church, Lerwick, on 30th July, 1959, 
by the Rev Gordon Holroyd, George to 
Ina.

SCOTT – SINCLAIR – At St Columba’s 
Church, Lerwick, on 29th July, 1959, by 
the Rev Kenneth N. Macrae, Bruce to 
Bella.

DEATHS
CAIRNS – Peacefully at the Gilbert Bain 
Hospital after a long illness, James 
(Scouse), on Tuesday 28th July, 2009, 
beloved husband of Ann and special 
nephew of Aunty and Harry.

God saw the rugged pathway,
Was getting hard to climb,

He placed His arms around you,
And whispered ‘Peace Be Thine.’

– Happy anniversary darlin’, your devoted 
wife Ann.

What you suffered, you told but few,
You never deserved what you went 

through,
Tired and weary you made no fuss,

But tried so hard to stay with us,
Always true, unselfish and kind,

Few in this world his equal we’ll find,
Now that his life has come to an end,
He died as he lived, everyone’s friend.

– Harry and Kath.

MARSH – At the James Cook Hospital, 
Middlesburgh, on 16th July, 2009, Derek, 
loving husband of Mina (née Irvine), much 
devoted dad and grandad.

Always cheerful, helpful and kind,
What lovely memories you leave behind.
– Lovingly remembered and will be 
greatly missed, John, Elsa, Jean Mary 
and their families in Whalsay, Lerwick 
and Yell.

MOUAT – In loving memory of Ina, who 
died, 12th July, 2009, aged 83 years.

Never more than a thought away,
Quietly remembered every day.

– by Mimie and family and Jeannie.

POTTINGER – Suddenly at Sumburgh 
Airport on Sunday, 12th July, 2009, John 
Charles, aged 62 years.  Loving husband 
of Lynda and devoted Dad and 
Grandad.
Don’t grieve for me, for now I’m free in 

following the path God laid for me, 
I took His hand when I heard His call, 

I turned my back and left it all.  
– Sadly missed Lynda, xx.

Love is eternal as are memories.
– Leona, xx.
You are always in my heart and my love 

for you will never die. 
Until we meet again, Love always.

– Gareth and Jane, xx.
Dad, we will miss you more than words 

can say, loved forever.
– Martin and Laura, xx.

A special smile, a special face, 
A special person we cannot replace. 

With tears in our eyes, we whisper low, 
you are the best Grandad in the world 

and we truly love you so.
– Luv n Kisses, Lauren and Scott, xx.

(Continued on next column)

(Continued from previous column)

A very dear brother and uncle who will 
never be forgotten.

– Joann, Willie, Maree and Martin, xxxx.

SMITH – Michelle, who died very 
suddenly, aged 40 years. Wife of Allan, 
mother to Catherine, Carole-Ann, Kieran 
and Tommy, daughter of Donnie and 
Wilma MacKay.

No longer in our lives to share,
But in our hearts, 

You will always be there,
Loving, caring, helpful and kind,

What lovely memories 
you’ve left behind.

– Fondly remembered by all her aunts, 
uncles and cousins at home and away.

IN MEMORIAM
BRUCE – Treasured memories of my 
dear parents and brother Massa, who 
passed away on 27th July, 1989, Bertie, 
on 31st August, 1990, Gilbert, 6th 
September, 1971.

Memories are a gift we treasure.
– Always lovingly remembered and sadly 
missed by Marjorie, John and family.

FARQUHAR – Treasured memories of 
our dear son and brother John, who died 
suddenly on 25th July, 2001, aged 22 
years.

Always in our thoughts.
– Remembered with love by mam, dad, 
Peter, Richard and Laura, xx.

– Missed by all the family in Shetland and 
Edinburgh. 

FIDLER – In loving memory of Nick, who 
died 30th July, 2007.

Always in our thoughts,
Forever in our hearts.

– Sadly missed by son Liam and family in 
Ilkley, Yorkshire and friends in 
Mossbank.

HALCROW – Treasured memories of 
John Herbert, who died on 28th July, 
2004, a loving husband, dad and Dada.

As time unfolds another year,
Memories keep you ever near.

– Dearly loved and greatly  missed by 
Greta, Stephen and Fiona, Caroline and 
Tony, Owen and Sofia, xx.

HENDERSON – John W., our dear 
husband, father and Dad-dad, died 29th 
July, 2008.

– Dearly loved, sadly missed and 
remembered always, Florence, Euan and 
Kathryn, Adrian and Chloe.

JOHNSTON – Treasured memories of 
our grannie and mam, Babsie, who died 
28th July, 2008.

Those we love don’t go away,
They walk beside us everyday,

Unseen, unheard, but always near,
Still loved, still missed and very dear.

– Tegan, Innis and Geeds.

LAURENSON – Treasured memories of 
Cecil, a dearly loved son, brother, uncle 
and dad, called home, on 15th August, 
2003, also his dear dad, Joe, 28th July, 
1984.

Safe in God’s keeping,
Till we meet.

– Lovingly remembered, Rachel and all 
the family.

LINDSAY – In loving memory of my dear 
husband David (Davie) who died on 31st 
July, 2002, in Aberdeen Royal Infirmary, 
aged 66 years.

Gifts in life you cannot buy,
Gifts so rare and true,

Like the gift of a wonderful husband,
The one I had with you.

– Lovingly remembered, Ena.

MANSON – In loving memory of dear 
mam, Magnusina (Ina), Roadside, Quarff, 
who passed away on 3rd August, 2006, 
aged 91years, and all loved ones gone 
before.
– Loved and still very sadly missed by 
daughter Wilma and son-in-law George, 
Ordview, Quarff.

MANSON – We remember with love, 
Adam Leonard, wir dear dad and da, who 
passed away on 3rd August, 2000.

We cannot bring the old days back,
When we were all together.

But memories of those special times,
Will live with us forever.

– Sadly missed and forever loved by all 
the family.

McGHEE – George, our good friend and 
neighbour, passed away 31st July, 
2003.

Always remembered.
– Jim, Thelma and family.

SLATER – In loving memory of Christina 
(Stena), who died 2nd August, 2007.

Treasured thoughts of times together,
Hold memories that will last forever.

– Remembered with love by her husband 
Laurie and all the family.

WATT – In dear and loving memory of 
James Alexander (Jim), who passed 
away on 28th July, 1978, aged 54 years.

– Remembered with love by Ella and all 
the family at home and away.

RETURN THANKS
THE FAMILY OF THE LATE Leslie 
Johnson would like to thank all staff at 
the Gilbert Bain Hospital and all the staff 
at Nordalea, for all the excellent care and 
attention. Also all who visited him 
regularly, Goudies Funeral Directors Ltd. 
for the efficient service, the Rev Charlie 
Greig for the lovely service and Julie for 
playing the organ. The gravediggers for 
their professional work, all who attended 
the funeral. Also all who sent cards and 
our neighbours for all their help. Total 
collection to Nordalea Comfort Fund, 
£700. A sincere thank you all.

An illustration of how the converter station buildings would look in Upper Kergord.

Project Linus cash
Michael Robertson, right 
worshipful master of Lodge 
Delting, Brae, recently presented 
£100 on behalf of Lodge members 
to Vikki Macdonald and Polly 
Brodie of the Project Linus 
voluntary organisation.

The Shetland branch of this 
charity began in April this year 
when Vikki and Polly decided 
to get involved. Project Linus 
which involves volunteers making 
and donating blankets and quilts 
which go to a wide range of places 
but especially to children in need. 

The quilt and blanket 
destinations are determined by 

local need but are provided, for 
example, to the children’s wards 
of local hospitals, neo-natal or 
special care units for premature 
babies, renal units, children’s 
accident and emergency units, 
children’s hospices and hospices 
at home, women’s refuges and 
adult hospices which have support 
groups for children. 

Further information regarding 
Project Linus can be received 
from Vikki and Polly at the 
Nimble Fingers shop, Toll Clock 
Shopping Centre.

A good start
A man who appeared at Lerwick 
Sheriff Court on Wednesday for 
breaching bail and breaching his 
probation was said to have made 
a good start on his community 
service.

Andrew Allport, 39, of Ladies 

Drive, had previously pleaded 
guilty to having 250 valium tablets 
worth £125 on him at Sandveien 
on 11th September last year.

He had sentence deferred to be 
of good behaviour.

Man told to pay up
A man who “played the fool” 
while drunk has been ordered pay 
compensation for the damage he 
caused.

Ross Samuel, 20, of Hoofields, 
Lerwick, pleaded guilty at 
Lerwick Sheriff Court on 
Wednesday to pulling a drainpipe 
off the wall of Happyhansel 
Primary School and smashing 
a plant pot and exterior light at 
Walls swimming pool on 14th 
March.

Representing himself, Samuel 
said he had been signed off 
with depression and was on 

medication, but thought he would 
still be able to drink. He said he 
regretted the incident and could 
pay for the damage.

Sheriff Graeme Napier fined 
him £340 and ordered him to pay 
£157 to the council for the first 
offence and £17.50 to the Shetland 
Recreational Trust for the second.

Lifeboat launched
Aith lifeboat was launched on 
Wednesday to go to the aid of the 
motor yacht Areytheia which had 
gone aground in the Sound of 
Houbansetter between Aith and 
Brae. The yacht was successfully 
towed afloat by the lifeboat.

Case continued
A man who was released from 
jail on 6th May appeared from 
custody at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
on Wednesday.

Adam Nelson, 20, was charged 
with theft of a bank card and faces 
various charges of fraud from 
an automated checkout. He was 
remanded in custody.

The case was continued without 
plea until 10th August.

Lochside bin fire
A bin and bench outside the public 
toilets at South Lochside were 
damaged sometime on Tuesday 
by a fire. 

Police are asking for witnesses 
to get in touch with them at 
Lerwick Police Station. 

Windows smashed
Three of Scalloway Castle’s 
windows were smashed sometime 
between 4pm on Wednesday and 
9am yesterday.

This is the second incident 

of vandalism to windows at 
Scalloway Castle in less than 48 
hours.

The first took place at around 
the same time, between 4pm on 
Monday and 9am on Tuesday 
morning.

The police urged anyone with 
any information to contact the 
Lerwick Police station.

Alcohol seized
Police made four seizures of 
alcohol from underage drinkers 
at the Skeld regatta on Friday and 
Saturday. At the same event man 
was given a fine for urinating 
in public and another is to be 
reported for assault.

Meanwhile police also 
confiscated alcohol from one 
under age drinker at a disco in Yell 
on Saturday.

In Brief

 Station at Kergord will 
cause little damage

 SHETL has applied for 
planning permission

By JOHN ROBERTSON
The construction of a converter 
station to send electricity from the 
Viking Energy windfarm to mainl-
and Scotland would result in neg-
ligible carbon dioxide pollution in 
Shetland, according to Scottish 
Hydro Electric Transmission Ltd 
(SHETL).

In its planning application to 
build two such stations, one at 
Upper Kergord and the other at 
Blackhillock, near Keith, in Moray, 
connected by cable, the firm states 
that while 50,000m² of peat will 
have to be dug out at Kergord this 
will be re-used in site restoration 
and along the underground cable 
route to Weisdale Voe.

The Kergord application, submit-
ted to SIC on Tuesday, states: “The 
loss or disturbance of peat also has 
the potential to lead to a carbon loss 
but this is not considered significant 
in its own right as a result of the 
expected re-use of peat on site and 

because the peat on site has already 
been degraded by agricultural 
operation.

“No large change to drainage is 
expected on the land surrounding 
the converter station … so carbon 
losses arising as a result of drainage 
or changes in water levels on peat 
leading to its drying out are not 
predicted to be significant.

“The project itself will facilitate 
the Viking windfarm which has the 
potential to contribute to reducing 
carbon emissions from electricity 
generation.”

Many critics of the windfarm 
have complained that the carbon 
impact of the converter station and 
subsea high voltage direct current 
(HVDC) interconnector cable 
should have been included in the 
Viking Energy carbon payback 
calculations.

If the Scottish Government 
approves the windfarm SHETL, a 
subsidiary of Scottish and Southern 
Energy, would be legally obliged to 
build the interconnector. This week 
it was unable to provide an updated 
estimate of how much the develop-
ment would cost. The estimate of 
£200m-£300m over the course of 
40 years was given in April last year 
but still stands. One reason given 

for lacking more accurate 
information is that the company is 
currently out to tender for the 
required cable, which would be a 
large percentage of the overall 
project costs.

The electricity regulator Ofgem 
has also yet to inform SHETL 
whether it will permit just one 200-
mile cable circuit to be laid from 
Shetland to mainland Scotland, as 
the company prefers, or will require 
a second identical circuit to be laid 
500 metres apart to help ensure no 
breaks in supply. The ruling will 
have a major bearing on costs.

The cable circuit or circuits will 
run the five miles from Upper 
Kergord to reach the sea at the west 
side of Weisdale Voe. Each circuit 
will contain two identical cables, 
one carrying the positive charge the 
other the negative, cancelling out 
each other’s electromagnetic field. 
They will be buried one metre deep 
on a concrete base with the two 
circuits separated by about five 
metres while on land. SHETL 
predicts failure of the Shetland 
section of the underground cable 
once every 178 years. 

The SIC is being asked for 
planning permission for the 
underground part of the cable and 

the Kergord converter station but 
not the subsea cable which only 
needs a works licence from the SIC 
and government approval under the 
Coast Protection Act 1949.

The converter station would 
transform the AC current from the 
windfarm to DC to minimise 
transmission losses and the Black-
hillock converter would transform 
it back again to be fed into the 
National Grid. SHETL predicts a 
loss of power during transmission 
from Shetland to the mainland of 
around six percent of the load. The 
SIC required SHETL to provide an 
environmental state ment to ac com-
pany the Kergord application but 
Moray Council did not ask for one 
to back up the Blackhillock 
application.

The Shetland converter and 
underground cable would be built 
over an 18-month period within a 
14-hectare area of grazing owned 
by Hunters of Scatsta Farm. No 
detailed designs are available yet 
but the station would be two olive-
coloured metal-clad buildings up to 
150 metres long, 40m wide and 
22m high. Inside would be 
transformers and electrical plant. 
Another building would house a 
spare converter transformer and 

space around the converter station 
would contain two electricity 
substations and an area for Viking 
Energy to do wind turbine 
maintenance.

Despite the size of the buildings, 
SHETL said they would only be 
closely seen from one house which 
is only occupied part of the year. 
“The effects on residents in re-
maining properties within the Weis-
dale area will not be signifi cant.”

The complex would be reached 
from one of the access roads which 
would be built for the windfarm, 
running close to the existing single 
track road to Upper Kergord. A 
small block of mixed woodland will 
be planted at the south-east corner 
of the site to help with screening. 

During consultation a member of 
the public observed that con-
siderable heat would be lost from 
the process happening inside the 
converter station and it could 
perhaps be used for a district 
heating scheme. The company 
responded: “SHETL recognised the 
potential to make positive use of 
any heat produced by the converter 
station and appointed a heat 
recovery consultant to assess 
potential opportunities, however 
none of these were commercially 

viable. SHETL would be interested 
to hear from other potential users of 
any heat.”

The converter station will 
generate noise but the actual 
emissions are not known yet, 
according to SHETL. It has set 
noise limits that “will not increase 
existing background noise levels” 
from what they are before any 
windfarm turbines are built. No 
adverse effects to properties from 
vibration are predicted.

Project Manager Greig Taylor 
said: “SHETL is committed to 
engaging with communities around 
our proposed projects and we are 
hopeful that the planning appli-
cation will meet the requirements 
of the council, statutory consultees 
and expectations of the com-
munity.”

Copies of the full environmental 
statement and associated appli-
cation, including maps showing the 
route, will be available from 
Monday 3rd August at Shetland 
Library, the SIC offices at Grantfield 
and the West Mainland leisure 
centre in Aith. A non-technical 
summary and maps can be seen at 
www.scottish-southern.co.uk by 
following the links to Media Centre 
and Project Portfolio.

Neglible carbon dioxide from converter
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LETTER FROM 
WESTMINSTER

Alistair 
Carmichael MP

The result of last week’s by-election 
in Norwich North was not everything 
that I would have wished for as 
far as the Liberal Democrat 
candidate was concerned, but for me 
the only part of the result that 
surprised was the fact that the 
Labour candidate managed to finish 
in second place.

The by-election was called after 
Ian Gibson, the sitting Labour MP, 
had resigned his seat. Ian is a man of 
independent mind who was never 
slow to tell Labour ministers that 
they were wrong if that was what he 
thought. He was not, therefore, 
much loved by his own party 
establishment. They saw a chance to 
have their revenge when he was 
caught up in the revelations of MP 
expenses. The Daily Telegraph 
revealed that he had sold a property 
on which he had claimed mortgage 
interest payments to his daughter for 
less than the market value. As a 
result of this it was decreed that Ian 
would not be eligible to stand at the 
next general election. Feeling 
somewhat aggrieved to be treated in 
this way when others like Hazel 
Blears had not been, he decided not 
to wait until the general election and 
resigned.

I spent a day in Norwich about 10 
days before polling day. It was 
fascinating. When asked who they 
would support in the by-election the 
answer that came most readily from 
most people was “anyone but 
Labour”. This was the sort of 
response that you used to get about 
the Tories in by-elections in the run-
up to the 1997 general election.

Push beyond that response and 
you heard two messages. The first 
from many people was that Ian 
Gibson had been a popular MP and 
they thought he had been badly 
treated. The second that they were 
simply fed up with the New Labour 
government and they wanted 
change. Many spoke of “spin” as a 
source of disillusionment.

I don’t know if Jim Murphy, the 
Secretary of State for Scotland, 
spent any time in Norwich. I suspect 
not. If he had done then he may have 
thought twice before embarking on 
his calamitous endeavour of 
pretending that there was a pilot 
scheme for a variable fuel duty rate 
for island or remote communities. It 
was a classic piece of New Labour 
spin worthy of Lord (Peter) 
Mandelson himself. There is no pilot 
scheme for a variable fuel duty rate 
for us or anyone else. Jim Murphy 
might have realised that the reason 
for this is that every time it is 
proposed by me or one of my Liberal 
Democrat colleagues he and his 
New Labour colleagues vote against 
it!

The reasons that have been given 
by successive Treasury ministers 
show that they can not even be 
bothered to take the problem of high 
fuel costs seriously – let alone 
launch a pilot scheme for something 
that might tackle them.  

The message I heard on my day 
in Norwich was that people there 
were no longer prepared to be treated 
like that. It is a message Mr Murphy 
needs to hear.

“
”

THE OLD ROCK
 31.07.09

Very serious objections

What is most notable about the responses 
of three of the four statutory consultees 
(the RSPB, Scottish Natural Heritage 
and the Scottish Environment Pro-

tection Agency) to the Viking Energy planning 
application is the scope they leave the developer to 
make adjustments to try to address the concerns 
raised.

Make no mistake, these bodies have identified 
some extremely serious issues. Yet none has drawn 
a line in the sand, as the RSPB did with the proposed 
Lewis windfarm, and said it will never be able 
to accept a windfarm in central Shetland. Viking 
Energy has an enormous amount of work to do 
to reframe its proposals accordingly. Even then 
one wonders whether it will be able to do this to 
the satisfaction of these organisations, all of 
which have been closely involved with Viking 
yet rightly demonstrated their independence by 
objecting or raising a series of objections where 
they saw fit.

The most common complaint of opponents of the 
windfarm is that it will be too big. We are told by 
Viking that transmission charges – largely det-
ermined by the cost of the interconnector cable and 
transformers required to export electricity to the 
National Grid – are so high that it is necessary to 
build on the scale proposed. Yet with the cost of the 
link at £200-£300 million rather than the £500 million 
cited once upon a time and a continuing lobby 
campaign designed to encourage Ofgem to end the 
per mile transmission tariff, now joined by Lerwick 
Community Council, a smaller, less destructive 
windfarm might just be a possibility. 

It is evident that politically, if not technically, 
this now has to become a strong option. It is 
apparent that the majority of folk in Shetland 
will not accept a project of the size proposed. Of 
course the Scottish Government with its self-imposed 
emissions targets may decide to impose the wind farm 
on Shetland regardless. That would not be a wise 
course of action.

None has 
drawn a line
in the sand

25 Years Ago
Nearly 400 acres of croft land and several hundred 

sheep could be cut off from the rest of Shetland this winter. 
It would cost about £150,000 to stop the erosion at the ayre 
of Banna Minn in Burra, but Shetland Islands Council only 
has £20,000 for coast protection work this year.

Burra and Trondra Community Council has been pressing 
for something to be done about the erosion for some time. 
The SIC sent a subcommittee on a site visit and on Tuesday 
the full council agreed to investigate other sources of 
finance for this work.

The council accepted that the work was urgent but that 
the cost was beyond the council itself at present. The 
Shetland Tourist Board, the Countryside Commission, 
Shetland Amenity Trust and the SIC’s Charitable Trust are 
to be asked for financial support.

The decision was a disappointment to Mr Bobby Hunter, 
chairman of the Community Council. He said he wanted 
something done and quickly. “If something is not done 
before this winter, then I think the ayre will be breached,” 
said Mr Hunter.

One of the crofters who has sheep across the ayre on the 
Links of Minn is Mr George William Inkster. He said it was 
a couple of years since any of the crofters had been able to 
drive a tractor across the ayre, he added that “now you can’t 
even get a wheel barrow over.” 

The grass had been eroded away leaving just the sand at 
the narrowest part of the ayre.

Gabions had been put at the south west end of the ayre 
as a temporary measure and Mr Inkster said they had been 
some help. But he added that the ayre would certainly be 
breached if more was not done.

50 Years Ago
The Scottish Council (Development and Industry) 

have agreed to help Shetland Woollen Industries Association 

in assessing the economic possibilities of a Shetland 
spinning mill.

This news is given in a letter to Mr Jo Grimond MP, from 
Mr J.S. MacLay, Secretary of State for Scotland.

Mr MacLay recalls that Mr Grimond had written to 
him about the suggestion which the MP had made in 
the course of a debate in the Scottish Grand Committee, 
that a fact-finding inquiry should be instituted into the 
possibility of a spinning mill in Shetland.

Scottish Council representatives have offered to attend 
a preliminary meeting of various local interests concerned, 
which should throw light on to how this proposal should 
best be taken forward.

: : : : 
The Education Committee have agreed to provide 

transport for parties of School children notified by Head 
Teachers to be coming to Lerwick for the Royal Visit. 
Children will be picked up at their home school at the time 
stated and will assemble in the playground of the Lerwick 
Central School by 9.20 am. Lerwick children (excluding 
those in uniform) should report there at that time. A flag will 
be given to each child and the whole party will proceed to 
the Esplanade for 9.40 am. Detailed arrangements thereafter 
are in the hands of Mr J.W. Irvine (Lerwick). 

Country children visiting Lerwick in organised parties 
will get lunch at Central School Dining Room at 12.30 and 
1pm. They will reassemble in the school playground to see 
they Royal Party pass on the way to Scalloway at 2pm.

Buses will be stationed in Union Street and children will 
be put on board there at once so that buses can leave at 
2.10pm.

100 Years Ago
In the House of Commons on Monday, Mr Cathcart 

Wason asked the Lord Advocate whether his attention 
had been called to the action of a pension officer in 
prosecuting for fraud a penniless old man on the ground that 
legally he was a tenant of some land which was quite 
valueless to him, and which, owing to the state of his health, 
he had not given up; and if, in view of the circumstances 
stated, he would order immediate inquiry to be made by the 
Scottish Local Government Board and order the prosecution 
to be suspended until such inquiry should have taken 
place.

The Lord Advocate, “I presume my hon. friend’s question 
refers to the case of an old man named Pottinger, who 
was cited to be tried before the Sheriff Substitute at 
Lerwick on the 22nd of June last, on a charge of having 
committed an offence under section 9 (11) of the Old 
Age Pensions Act. When the case was called the man’s 
agent produced a medical certificate to the effect that the 
accused was suffering from senile decay; and, consequently, 
the case was not proceeded with. In these circumstances, it 
was not necessary that any further inquiry should be 
made.”

: : : : 

120 years of life - We have received from Dr 
Charles Reinhardt, M.D., a book entitled ‘120 Years 
of Life.’ He has been struck by the theory of Metchinkoff 
that the long life, often 120 years, enjoyed by so large 
a proportion of the Bulgarian peasants is due to their habit 
of drinking a special kind of soured milk, and the book 
is written with the intention of making known the method 
of preparation and the beneficial effects. Those who 
feel inclined to follow the subject further may purchase 
the book for a shilling from the publishers, the London 
Publicity Co.

The famous Welcome to Shetland sign has made a welcome return outside the new public toilets at the harbour. They will be officially opened next month. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson
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Seafood…& Eat it!
A wonderful array of seafood               

cookbooks to inspire you and              

tempt your taste buds

Leith’s Fish Bible,
C.J.Jackson and Caroline 
Waldegrave  
£35.00

With recipes from all over the world 
this book has something for every 
occasion, whether a simple supper 
or an elegant dinner. 78855

The New Seaweed Cookbook, 
Crystal June Maderia  
£13.99

In this combination cookbook the 
author explains the properties of 
each variety of seaweed and provides 
instructions for its preparation in 
more than 100 delicious recipes. 
86955

The Inverawe Smoked Fish 
Cookbook, 
Rosie Campbell-Preston  
£14.99

Divided into easy to use sections, the 
recipes in this book take you beyond 
the traditional ways of serving 
smoked fish. 93310

North Atlantic Seafood, 
Alan Davidson   
£17.99

This book is the accumulated 
knowledge of generations of fisher 
folk, curious scientists and happy 
fish lovers the world over. 61575

Rick Stein’s Seafood  
£15.00

Everything you wanted to know 
about sea fish but were afraid to ask. 
82690.

OPEN: 9am-6pm Monday to Friday; 9am-5pm Saturday
71/79 Commercial Street, Lerwick, Shetland ZE1 0AJ   
Tel: 01595 695531 www.shetland-bookshop.co.uk

Night for Kenya schools makes £550
A night of old school dance music in aid of the 
Ribban Children’s Trust has been hailed as a 
“real success” by the organisers after it raised 
£550 for the charity.

Catherine Williams said the money raised 
was enough to either provide rainproof windows 
for a school classroom in Kenya, or to ensure 
that a nursery there has adequate resources and 
toys for the children.

She thanked everyone who helped organise 
last Saturday night’s event, including the Norscot 

Angling Club for providing the venue free of 
charge, DJs Scott McCulloch, Keith Leslie and 
Nadia Dedman, Leask’s for providing a free 
“vengabus” to the angling club and Iain Smart 
for designing the event posters.

Ms Williams said: “I was overwhelmed by the 
positive response from the punters. Everybody 
was up dancing the whole night and it was great 
to see such a mixed crowd enjoying the same 
music. The crowd varied from people that 
weren’t lucky enough to experience the golden 

days of classic dance music to Jubilee veterans 
who got the chance to dust down their dancing 
shoes and get back on the dance floor. It was a 
quality night – watch this space for ‘Ken Yeah’ 
round two!”

The Ribban Children’s Trust is a small charity 
set up to help fund the rebuilding of two primary 
schools in the poverty-stricken Rift Valley area 
of Kenya. Donations to the cause can be made 
directly by visiting the trust’s website at www.
ribban.co.uk.

Allan Wishart

How the Lang Kames will look if the windfarm is built.

Potential loss of windfall prompts 
councillor to join Viking full-time

By JOHN ROBERTSON

If Shetland turns its back on the 
potential £37 million a year income 
from the Viking Energy windfarm 
it could allow private investors 
with no local connection to swoop 
in and reap the rewards instead, 
councillor Allan Wishart warned 
this week. 

The “really bad news” scenario 
of outsiders profiting from the 
islands’ resources is largely what 
has prompted the senior councillor 
to suddenly resign his positions in 
Shetland Islands Council and come 
out of retirement to be the full-time 
project co-ordinator for Viking 
Energy for a year.

His surprise move, announced 
on Wednesday, will see him resign 
the £4,000 chairmanship of the 
high-spending infrastructure com-
mittee as well as his unpaid 
chairmanship of the local transport 
agency ZetTrans and his council 
appointment as a trustee of Shet-
land Charitable Trust, owners of 
the community’s 90 per cent 
stake in Mr Wishart’s employer, 
Viking Energy Limited. Leaving 
the trust also means he steps down 
as an unpaid Viking Energy 
director. 

Explaining the resignations, 
the former chief executive of 
Lerwick Port Authority said he 
needed to make more time for 
the work ahead of him and he 
did not want there to be any 
perception of having a conflict of 
interest.

The group campaigning against 
the windfarm, Sustainable Shet-
land, believes Mr Wishart will 
still be compromised by conflicts 
of interest and questions whether 
he could continue as a councillor. 

Chairman Billy Fox admitted 
he was astonished by Mr Wishart’s 
move although he acknowledged 
his strength of feeling for the 
windfarm plan. “I think he really 
needs to decide whether he’s a 
businessman or a public servant,” 
he said.

Mr Wishart admitted he had 
considered standing down as one 
of the three councillors for Lerwick 
North before deciding he would 
continue as a backbencher. “I did 
ponder over that but a lot of people 
voted for me and there is a lot of 
constituents who have, in their 
minds, far more important things 
than the windfarm, such as 
housing, education, roads, trans-
port, and I think I can still do my 
part as a councillor on their 
behalf.”

The job is only for one year just 
now while there is still great 
uncertainty about the £800 million 
windfarm project which is 50 per 
cent owned by Viking Energy 
Limited and Scottish and Southern 
Energy. 

Mr Wishart said by that time it 
should be clearer whether Viking 
Energy would be in a position to 
take on full-time staff. Asked about 
his salary, he declined to give 
details, saying it was a matter 
between an employer and an 
employee but he confirmed it was 
lower than, and “nowhere near”, 
the newspaper’s guestimate of 
£70,000. 

He said: “I found I was spending 
an undue amount of time on Viking 
Energy. The more I worked with 
it the more I realised this was 
going to be important for the future 
so the salary was certainly not 
the first consideration but I have 
to acknowledge I have a domestic 
life as well and a full-time job 
plus keeping on my council job 
is going to take up a lot of my 
time.”

Explaining his main motivation 
for taking the job, he said the 
windfarm was “absolutely pivotal” 
to Shetland’s future. “My biggest 

fear is that the community does not 
share in the benefits of that.”

He told The Shetland Times: 
“Given the pressure on from 
Europe and nationally to look for 
renewable energy sources I do 
strongly believe that there will be 
an interconnector and a windfarm 
and hopefully if that goes ahead 
then it opens up the potential for 
marine energy sources as well, 
which I think is even more 
important for the long-term future. 
If all that goes ahead and for some 
reason the community doesn’t 
have an involvement in it and 
thereby cannot get benefit from it 
I think will be really bad news for 
Shetland.”

Raising the spectre of a rival 
windfarm company waiting to 
pounce will leave Mr Wishart open 
to accusations of scaremongering 
to try to win support for Viking 
Energy. 

He maintains the threat is real 
and the SIC’s decision to become 
involved in windfarms in 2003 was 
in reaction to the interest being 
shown at that time from at least 
three developers. 

“The move to form a partnership 
with Scottish and Southern was the 
thing that I think prevented there 

being some sort of ad-hoc move 
by a consortium to rent an 
interconnector. We could have 
had maybe several developers in 
Shetland. Who knows how that 
would have been developed? The 
underlying principle was that we in 
Shetland would have gotten very 
little benefit out of it.”

He was among a party which 
visited four windfarms last week 
where he saw that the communities 
got “very little” financial reward 
other than a small community 
benefit which had been negotiated, 
based on the output of the farm. In 
one place he was told the three 
community councils shared only 
£120,000 between them.

Mr Fox acknowledged that 
Mr Wishart was making a good 
point about what might happen if 
the Viking Energy proposal fails 
and leaves the way clear for others 
to try. But he believed he was 
missing the point as far as the 
Shetland public was concerned and 
their feelings should have been 
sounded out before the council got 
itself involved in a highly 
controversial project which 
Sustainable Shetland believes the 
vast majority of islanders are 
against.

Although it was known that 
Viking Energy has been seeking to 
augment its staff of two project 
officers Aaron Priest and David 
Thomson, the appointment of 
Mr Wishart came out of the blue. 
He only became involved with 
Viking Energy in September 2007 
when he was off on holiday and 
his fellow councillors nominated 
him as a director to replace Drew 
Ratter. He said that at the time 
he was “pretty ambivalent” about 
the windfarm proposal until he got 
a better understanding of the 
issues.  

He acknowledged the major 
hurdles in front of Viking, not least 
the “huge amount of concern” in 
the community but also the 
ongoing fight to get power trans-
mission charges cut so that 
Shetland is no longer penalised for 
being far away from the National 
Grid and also getting answers for 
unknowns, such as the cost of 
connecting to the mainland.

“There is the whole aspect of 
trying to clear up some of the 
confusion and bewilderment by 
many of the public in what it will 
mean in Shetland in the longer 
term. I think there is a lot of work 
to be done because we have had a 
lot of very negative comments and 
aspects put before the public.”

His decision to take the job 
is already making him the focus 
of new accusations regarding 
conflicts of interest but by standing 
down from the charitable trust he 
could leave the other two Viking 
Energy directors, VE chairman Bill 
Manson and Alastair Cooper, more 
exposed as they continue as 

 Allan Wishart resigns 
senior roles in authority

 He will take year-long 
co-ordinator contract

trustees. Mr Wishart denied this 
and said the crucial difference is 
that he is being paid by Viking 
Energy Limited. “They are not 
directly employees of the com-
pany.”

Announcing Mr Wishart’s 
appointment on Wednesday, Mr 
Manson said the windfarm project 
was now at a stage where its 
various development activities 
need integrating and coordinating 
to move ahead efficiently. “The 
next twelve months or so will 
be a very busy time for everyone 
involved in the project. We 
feel that Allan Wishart has the 
neces sary skills and experience to 
handle these demands and ensure 
that there is a continuing close 
dialogue with all the relevant 
agencies.”

Ministers’ visits
Shetland’s economic future will 
be the focus of attention for the 
Scottish minister for enterprise, 
energy and tourism when he 
visits next week. Jim Mather 
is to host a special seminar 
with business and community 
represent a  tives on Thurs  day 
mor n ing to discuss in detail the 
prospects for the isles’ ec-
onomy.

The minister, who will have a 
major say in whether Viking 
Energy’s windfarm plan gets 
govern ment approval, will pass 
through the area where the 
turbines would go as he travels 
north to visit the Sullom Voe oil 
terminal. 

The cabinet secretary for 
justice Kenny MacAskill is also 
visiting Shetland on Thursday 
on a trip which is co-incidental 
to Mr Mather’s. It involves 
visiting the social enterprise 
company Cope. 

Part of Mr Mather’s trip will 
involve signing the next single 
outcome agreement with Shet-
land Islands Council.
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WITH his father’s background, it was only right that 
Archie Scott should make his first “homecoming” public 
appearance at the Cunningsburgh Show. The 10-day-old 
son of isles MSP Tavish Scott and his wife Kirsten, he duly 
did so on Wednesday – and slept for most of it! There will 
be more pictures and a full report from the show in next 
week’s Shetland Times.           Photo: Jim Nicolson

Baby Archie goes on show at Cunningsburgh

Isles must play role in renewables 
revolution – windfarm minister

By JOHN ROBERTSON

Shetland “must play a part” in 
making Scotland the green energy 
capital of Europe, according to 
Scottish energy minister Jim 
Mather. But he has assured islanders 
that government approval for 
windfarms will only be for “good 
projects in the right places and not 
at any price to the environment”.

As the minister who will decide 
the fate of the Viking Energy 
application his words will be 
analysed for hidden significance by 
both sides in controversy over the 

150-turbine project but Mr Mather 
was careful to avoid getting sucked 
into detailed discussion of the 
project during a round of engage–
ments in Shetland yesterday. 

He said all views and submissions 
would be properly considered in the 
planning process. “We’ve got to be 
very correct about the process. That 
is what we have assiduously sought 
to do and will continue to do.”

The minister has previously 
made it clear that his government’s 
“overarching purpose” is sustain–
able economic growth and it has set 
a target of 50 per cent of electricity 

coming from renewables by 2020. 
But he denied that this piled 

pressure on him to approve even 
windfarm projects which might be 
undesirable. “There are lots of 
opportunities to meet our targets. 
Scotland is awash with energy,” he 
said, pointing to around 60 
gigaWatts of power which might be 
harnessed by renewables such as 
wind, wave and tidal farms. “We 
have said all along that we will not 
go with projects anywhere at any 
price.”

The government has taken steps 
to speed up the planning process for 

renewable projects to ease the 
logjam which has hampered the 
industry, including setting itself a 
nine-month deadline to decide the 
outcome of applications under 
section 36 of the Electricity Act. 
The Viking Energy project comes 
into that category and Mr Mather 
said its outcome could be known 
within the nine months. 

However, the timescale would 
be blown out of the water if 
Shetland Islands Council decides 
against the planning bid later this 
year, sparking a public inquiry 
which could delay a decision for 

perhaps a year. The minister said 
there were circumstances under 
which he might still call a public 
inquiry even if the SIC backs the 
project.

In an article commissioned by 
The Shetland Times, he said: “I 
want to make Scotland the green 
energy capital of Europe, using our 
vast natural energy potential to 
create a sustainable, low carbon 
economy. Shetland must play a part 
in that.

“The best windfarm develop–
ments have environmental and 

 But Jim Mather insists development will not come at any price  He promises to consider all views and submissions properly

(Continued on page two)

£20 million for 
housing crisis?
Shetland Islands Council’s head of 
finance Graham Johnston has 
suggested laying aside £20 million 
to spend on tackling the isles’ 
housing crisis over the next five 
years.

 Full story, page 5

Spiggie fun run 
was great success
The fourth annual Round Spiggie 
Fun Run/Walk in aid of the mental 
health charity Mind Your Head 
was “outstanding”, according to 
organiser Shona Manson.

 Full story, page 3

Younger pays
back some cash
Local businessman Malcolm 
Younger has paid a “significantly 
reduced” sum of money to settle a 
dispute with an English company 
which went to the High Court in 
London to get back £60,000 it was 
owed.

 Full story, page 6

Restoration plan 
for Sandness mill
A dilapidated mill at Huxter in 
Sandness which used to grind corn 
for scores of people but has not 
been used since the 1940s is being 
brought back into working order 
thanks to the enthusiasm of 
volunteers.

 Full story, page 7

Screenplay date 
for top director
Acclaimed director Terence 
Davies is to attend Shetland’s 
third film festival, Screenplay, to 
discuss his most recent film Of 
Time and the City, a eulogy of his 
home city of Liverpool.

 Full story, page 15

O’Hoy sets the 
pace in regattas
The Lerwick and Uyeasound 
Regattas took place at the 
weekend, with the O’Hoy setting 
the pace in the town event with 
victories in all three of the first 
Mirror races.

 Full stories, pages 38 & 39
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Hay’s Dock
Café Restaurant
at Shetland Museum and Archives

International Seafood

Evening Menu
Tuesday 18th to Saturday 22nd August

Come and enjoy the best of Shetland 

seafood with dishes from around the 

world, Asia, the Middle East, Europe 

and beyond.

Open from 7.00pm each evening

Tuesday to Saturday through

August.

Call 01595 741569

Hay’s Dock, Lerwick

Shetland ZE1 0WP

www.haysdock.co.uk

Renewable energy forum reformed
The Shetland Renewable Energy 
Forum (SREF) is being re-formed. 
Membership will be open to all 
businesses, research institutions, 
development agencies and com-
munity organisations interested in 
the positive development of ren-
ewable energy. 

It is hoped that SREF will provide 
a platform for statutory bodies, 
environmental agencies and vol-

untary groups which may have 
queries or views about specific 
renewable energy developments or 
technologies. 

In the past SREF has helped with 
the development of local renewable 
energy initiatives but it has now 
drawn up a revised strategy and 
action plan which will be launched 
at the inaugural meeting of the re-
formed forum on Tuesday at 7pm in 

the auditorium of Shetland Museum 
and Archives.

Representatives of organisations 
and businesses with an interest in 
the development of renewable 
energy in Shetland are invited to 
attend. 

At a recent meeting, SREF ack-
nowledged that the renewable 
energy sector within Scotland had 
seen enormous growth over the last 

few years, demonstrating the sec-
tor’s ability to develop productive 
and valuable activity that will con-
tribute towards the overall 
sustainable development of Shet-
land. 

The forum agreed that Shetland 
needs to maximise the social, 
economic and community benefits 
of developing its renewable energy 
resources at this time. 

(Continued from front page)
economic benefits and our policy is 
to only approve good projects in the 
right places, and not at any price to 
the environment. That will remain 
our view. 

“The current debate around the 
Viking proposal is hugely important, 
for the islands and for me. I support 

the public debate and welcome 
all representations on the plans as 
an important part of the public 
con sultation within the consenting 
process. I can assure you that a 
decision will only be reached after 
careful consideration of all the 
relevant issues.”

He told reporters he had been 

‘Current debate is hugely important for me’

Community service scheme praised
By RYAN TAYLOR

Scotland’s justice minister Kenny MacAskill has praised 
the com munity service scheme operated by the social 
work service in Shetland.

Visiting the isles yesterday, he congratulated the 
island’s criminal justice social work team for working 
hard to provide meaningful com munity payback 
schemes.

His comments came as he inspected Cope – one of 
the agencies to have directly benefited from the unpaid 
work carried out on com munity service.

Mr MacAskill also visited the Community Bike 
Project in the town, where community service is also 
carried out.

He said the schemes proved the benefit of investing 
in “robust community penalties” which act as a credible 
alternative to custody.

“It’s much better that they are punished in a way that 
benefits the community and not costs it, and that they 
actually contribute to making their communities better 
places rather than getting free bed and board paid for by 
the tax payer,” he said.

He added it was important those who “damage their 
community” are made to pay back in a meaningful 
way.

“What I’m learning is that there is plenty work 

needing done in Shetland, but there is plenty work being 
done, and it’s being done by those whose behaviour was 
unac ceptable and had to be punished.”

He said it was important he was able to see some of 
the issues faced in rural areas like Shetland

However he added the isles had a “sense of 
community” which had been lost in other parts of 
Scotland.

“The sense of community is something we have to 
recognise and try to restore elsewhere,” he said.

“I’m here to praise and support the good work as I 
see it. I’m also here to listen and to learn because I’m 
conscious that I represent an urban seat in the capital 
city and there are particular problems that go with the 
islands.”

“There are problems for those involved in community 
justice and criminal justice,” he said.

“I want to hear about those problems and see that, as 
a government, we make sure we  take on board the needs 
of our islands as well as the needs of other areas whether 
in Edinburgh East or in Glasgow.”

So far this year almost 3,000 hours of unpaid work 
have been carried out in Shetland.  

Other beneficiaries of the service include the 
Hoswick Visitors Centre, Tresta Church, Northaven Day 
Care Centre, the Nesting History Group and the youth 
centre in Brae.

Alan Fullerton of Cope and Minister Kenny MacAskill. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

Deal signed
Scotland’s energy minister Jim 
Mather has signed the so-called single 
outcome agreement that will help 
public bodies in the isles to improve 
services in the years ahead.

Mr Mather said the deal would 
allow the isles to play their part in 
“creating a more successful Scot-
land”.

It follows the concordat signed by 
council convener Sandy Cluness and 
finance minister John Swinney at the 
Sumburgh Hotel last year.

Mr Mather said: “The Scottish 
Government and Scotland’s councils 
have a shared ambitio to see partner-
ships with community planning 
partnerships to improve quality of life 
and opportunities for people right 
across Scotland.”

Mr Cluness, who is also chairman 
of the Shetland community planning 
partnership, said: “I feel that the 
council and its partner organisations 
have always worked well together 
and the signing of this latest single 
outcome agreement further helps to 
cement that.”

Why isles can help make us green energy hub
By JIM MATHER

I want to make Scotland the green energy capital of Europe, using our 
vast natural energy potential to create a sustainable, low carbon 
economy. Shetland must play a part in that. 

Everyone knows we enjoy some of the best natural resources in 
Europe for harnessing energy from wave, water and wind. Already a 
fifth of Scotland’s electricity comes from renewables, yet we know we 
can generate 10 times as much as we need. 

We are already leading the way. The central belt has the largest 
operational and now the largest consented onshore windfarm 
in Europe. There are plans for investment in the Pentland Firth, 
often referred to as the “jewel in the crown” of marine power. And 
we have new hydro schemes building on the legacy of decades of 
investment in hydro electricity. So despite the recession, the country’s 
renewable energy sector is booming. 

Shetland has its own impressive natural resources – Burradale 
windfarm operates at well over twice the national average output, so 
it’s clear there is abundant wind potential. 

Alongside the environmental benefits, the economic contribution 
from wind power has the potential to make a huge difference. 

I have seen across the country that there can be real benefits to 
communities which have embraced renewable developments in their 
areas. 

As the minister who will take the final decision on Viking project, 
I cannot say much about the project. Yet as energy minister for 
over two years, I know people have deeply held views on wind 
farms – and can express them forcefully. I appreciate and understand 
views on such developments – both supportive and opposed. My 
decision will only be taken after the fullest consideration of all of the 
issues, and following due and careful process. 

The best windfarm developments have environmental and economic 
benefits and our policy is only to approve good projects in the right 
places, and not at any price to the environment. That will remain our 
view. 

The current debate around the Viking proposal is hugely important, 
for the islands and for me. I support the public debate and welcome 
all representations on the plans as an important part of the public 
consultation within the consenting process. I can assure you that a 
decision will only be reached after careful consideration of all the 
relevant issues.

I know the grid infrastructure has previously been identified among 

Shetlanders as a barrier to progress. The government is working with 
energy industry and stakeholders to ensure our policies support 
investment and deployment of renewable projects.

We have proposed changes to the UK-wide grid transmission 
charging system which I believe currently acts as a barrier to 
investment. The National Grid has completed a consultation on our 
alternative methodology and they are currently considering the 
responses. I remain hopeful of a positive outcome. 

While we are await developments, we are forging ahead and 
working with European partners to develop a North Sea offshore 
grid, a key building block in exporting surplus renewable energy 
to the UK and the rest of Europe. The grid will help contribute to 
future European energy security and presents a significant 
opportunity to develop new infrastructure and stands alongside 
our own efforts to upgrade our transmission infrastructure within 
the UK.

Scotland is in a very strong position, a position that is being 
increasingly recognised across Europe. I and my colleagues in the 
Scottish Government are doing everything we can to build the 
renewables revolution and make Scotland the green energy capital of 
Europe.

learning a lot about mediation and 
arbitration recently as part of his 
job of guiding a bill on arbitration 
through the Scottish Parliament, 
skills which he hopes will be helpful 
in controversial issues like the 
Vik ing windfarm. “What we need 
to do is sit down with people and 
try and work out an optimal future 
position that benefits everyone. That 
is clearly what we want to do and 
I think that is a natural hard-wired 
element of the whole consents pro-
cess.”

The minister repeated earlier 
pledges to keep up the pressure 
on the UK government and 
regulators to change the charging 
system for transmitting electricity 
which cur rent ly sets higher charges 
the further away the power comes 
from. “We are convinced that a 
proper and fairer transmission 
charging regime would be terrific 
for Scotland and really give us the 
added momentum we want,” he 
said.

He was speaking briefly at 
Islesburgh Community Centre after 
a seminar on economic recovery at 
which local industry and community 
leaders discussed Shetland’s future. 
Among those invited to attend by 

Shetland Islands Council were rep-
resentatives of Viking Energy. 

The public, the media and wind-
farm opponents like Sustainable 
Shetland were not on the guest list 
although the minister said it was a 
pity there had not been open access 
for what was a “conversation with 
the community” and he said the 
government wanted the SIC to open 
the doors wider in future. 

Mr Mather has now conducted 
115 such seminars and had expected 
the Shetland session to be open to 
anybody. By failing to grant access 
to all it breeds suspicion, he said. 
“You allow the toxic concerns to 
arise. We are very keen to make sure 
that doesn’t happen. This is a new 
beginning in Scotland and that 
begin ning is based on openness and 
accountability.”

The minister arrived on Wednes-
day evening in preparation for 
various engagements yesterday. It 
was his second trip up as minister 
and followed last year’s Convention 
of the Highlands and Islands. On the 
way to tour the Sullom Voe terminal 
yesterday afternoon he travelled 
through the central Mainland, which 
will be dominated by giant turbines 
if the windfarm comes to pass. He 

also undertook a series of other 
duties including visiting the control 
centre for the district heating system 
at Gremista and touring the Shetland 
Museum and Archives and the Shet-
land Fudge Company.

Meanwhile, Viking Energy has 
begun work on the task of trying to 
address the concerns of organisations 
which have raised objections to the 
windfarm. Councillor Allan Wishart, 
in his new role as the paid project 
co-ordinator, and project officer 
David Thomson, met Scottish Nat-
ural Heritage on Tuesday in the first 
of a series of meetings set to take 
place with the government body and 
other organisations, including the 
Scottish Environmental Protection 
Agency and the RSPB.

Mr Wishart was upbeat after the 
“constructive” session with SNH: 
“Already there is good indication 
that the ongoing discussions will 
continue to be useful. I feel that we 
will be able to address the concerns 
raised.”

Anti-windfarm group Sustainable 
Shetland attacked the SIC for al-
lowing Viking Energy access to the 
minister during the seminar discus-
sion on renewables while a group 
like his, with thousands of sup-

porters, was excluded. Chairman 
Billy Fox said yesterday afternoon 
he was “aggrieved” by the unequal 
treatment but was glad the minister 
had expressed his misgivings about 
the council’s decision not to open up 
the seminar.

 “The example of how local dem-
ocracy is being undermined through 
the council’s conflict of interest 
seems to actually be extend ing into 
visits like this where we are being 
excluded when we have got a fairly 
significant voice.”

Sustainable Shetland has already 
had one request for a meeting with 
the minister rejected because he 
felt unable to take part in a session 
arranged by MSP Tavish Scott in 
September with MSPs from the 
Highlands and Islands and those 
who sit on the economy, energy 
and tourism committee. Mr Fox said 
the minister had replied that 
his position in the decision-making 
process for the windfarm meant 
he could not give Sustainable 
Shetland proper feedback at such a 
meeting. 

Mr Fox said: “Viking Energy 
would appear to have the ear of the 
minister but the folk of Shetland 
don’t.”
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ACCOUNTANCY AND TAXATION SERVICES 
FOR BUSINESSES AND INDIVIDUALS

● Preparation of Annual and Management Accounts for 
Self-employed, Partnerships and Ltd Companies

● Taxation Services including Preparation of Self 
Assessment Tax Returns

● Preparation of Projected Accounts, Cash Flow 
Forecasts and Business Plans

● Financial Record Keeping, VAT and Payroll Services 
available.

● Free Initial Consultation
● Competitive Rates, Low Minimum Fees
● Prompt, Personal Attention

We may be able to offer you substantial savings on your 
Accountancy Fees

FOR A FREE, NO OBLIGATION QUOTATION             
CONTACT:

IAIN GARRICK
7 North Ness Business Park

Lerwick, ZE1 0LZ
Tel. & Fax. Lerwick 692380

E-mail: iain@garrickaccountancy.co.uk

RolfingRolfing
Deep Tissue Body Work
GIVES LASTING CHANGES

  Relief from:
● Back Pain
● Stress
● General Stiffness
● Sports Injury
● Poor Posture
● Aches & Pains

Ian Edwards
(Advanced) Practitioner
www.rolftherapy.co.uk

01569 766299
Mob: 07803 966871

Next visit August 14th, 
15th, 16th at the 

Complementary Health 
Clinic, Lerwick.

SIC chief leads charge towards 
isles’ own telecoms company

By NEIL RIDDELL
Islanders may be able to get their 
broadband and telephone services 
through a new public sector-backed 
company called Shetland Telecom 
in a few years.

Fed up with the sub-standard 

speed of connection and lack of 
reliability being provided by 
private companies including BT, 
which continues to prevaricate over 
connecting the isles’ infrastructure 
to a fibre optic cable laid from 
Faroe, councillors have agreed to 
set up a team tasked with improving 
telecommunications.

The ambitious idea of setting up 
a telecoms company is being driven 
by SIC chief executive David 
Clark, who was appalled when he 
started the job in May to discover 
BT’s behaviour. It follows news 
earlier this month that members are 
set to be asked to sanction a £1 
million spend on the 20 or so miles 
of cable needed to connect the fibre 
optic link from where it is beached, 
at Maywick, to Lerwick. 

A report from SIC economic 
development officer Marvin Smith 
reaffirmed that Shetland, like 
many other areas of the UK, “is not 
being adequately served by the 
established telecommunications 
companies”.

The report stated: “The council 
needs to take the initiative . . . 
without some lateral thinking, 
investment, co-ordination and 
formation of an overall strategy 

Shetland will continue to be left 
behind the rest of the UK”

The idea is for the council, or the 
charitable trust, to enter into a 
partnership with one or more major 
telecoms companies. It is a move 
which could create “a number of 
good quality telecoms jobs”. The 
EU will have to be consulted over 
any state aid implications, but the 
report notes that Brussels “seems 
to be looking favourably” on public 
investment in such projects in 
peripheral areas.

Mindful of a fault which caused 
an eight-hour breakdown in phone 
and broadband communications 
back in June, councillors were keen 
to press ahead with the idea during 
last Thursday’s meeting of the 
development committee.

Several said they hoped any 
improvements to the service would 
apply to all areas of Shetland rather 
than just Lerwick, with Shetland 
North member Bill Manson 
pointing out that while the town 
might be getting a second rate 
service compared to more populous 
parts of the UK mainland, many 
rural areas were getting “third or 
fourth or fifth rate” connection 
speeds.

Councillor Jonathan Wills said 
it was “absolutely vital” to establish 
more reliable communications.

“Big companies have really let 
us down and we may have to go it 
alone,” Dr Wills said. “We need 
someone we can trust and rely 
upon. We’ve got involved in many 
much sillier things in the past; we 
don’t want any more crashes like 
we had in June.”

There was no question in 
Lerwick South councillor Gussie 
Angus’ mind that commercial 
interests were being put above any 
notion of public service, but he 
pointed out that the creation of a 
council-backed or owned company 
would put on the pressure. “If we 
get this wrong, we could have huge 
liability costs.”

Lerwick North member Allan 
Wishart said it would be wise not 
to jump two feet first into a 
“complex and fast-moving 
industry” and he was a little 
concerned to learn that the Faroese 
cable had cut out a few times since 
it was laid in 2008.

“I’m not against researching, but 
I think we need to exercise great 
caution,” Mr Wishart said. “Let’s 
proceed slowly.”

SSE believes Shetland’s wind is so attractive it would not want to stand by and allow the Viking 
Energy project to fail should the community want out of it.                        Photo: Dave Donaldson

Viking partner will

By JOHN ROBERTSON
If the Shetland community does not 
proceed with the Viking windfarm 
its partner in the £800 million joint 
venture, Scottish and Southern 
Energy (SSE), may go it alone.

The early warning that there 
could be no stopping the giant 
windfarm if it wins planning consent 
has come from the energy company’s 
chief executive Ian Marchant on a 
trip to the islands.

He was keen to reiterate Scottish 
and Southern’s commitment to its 
“preferred option” of the joint ven-
ture, but admitted if the community 
ultimately decides not to commit to 
the 150-turbine windfarm the project 
would not be allowed to die.

Questioned specifically on the 
issue by The Shetland Times, Mr 
Marchant  said: “We absolutely want 
to do this as a 50/50 project – that 
was the original vision five years 
ago and that is still the preferred 
option but because of the wind speed 
and the wind regime here we would 
not see a good project not go 
ahead.

“So, if the community decided it 
did not want to do that – it wanted 
to exit once the consent was there – 
we would absolutely have the dis-
cussion. But I don’t want that to 
happen.”

Pressed further, he insisted no 
alternative scenario existed at this 
stage.

“My plan A is to do it with the 
community. There is no Plan B. All 
I’m saying is we would work on a 
Plan B. But I don’t want to deflect 
the team’s attention on something 
that I don’t think will happen.”

Mr Marchant, who has been the 
chief at SSE for seven years, was 
speaking on Wednesday at the 
turbines of the privately-owned 
Burradale windfarm above Dale golf 
course. An influential figure in 
British business, he gets paid well 
over £1 million a year for running 
one of the richest and most 
successful companies in the land. 

He is supremely confident the 
windfarm will go ahead despite 
strong opposition to so many large 
turbines, believing it would be “a 
crime” not to proceed with “one of 
the best wind projects in the world”. 
A major drive is to get under way 
shortly to try to persuade the 
Shetland public that the venture on 
offer from SSE and its partners, 
Shetland Charitable Trust and four 
local businessmen, will be a 
financial winner.

Q SSE still committed to 
link-up with community

Q New finance plan could 
half risk to public funds

There has been speculation that 
other energy giants, such as SSE’s 
Spanish-owned arch-rival Scottish 
Power or hungry Swedish new-
comers Vattenfall, might be waiting 
on the sidelines to exploit the wind 
in Shetland should the Viking 
Energy venture falter.

Mr Marchant acknowledged the 
two companies were “keen on wind 
assets” and gave an insight into how 
these big energy players vie with 
each other for advantage in the rush 
to exploit renewable energy.

“If one of their projects were to 
fall I would be interested in it so I 
would expect them to potentially be 
there. But they haven’t got 60 years 
of history on this island like we 
have; they haven’t got 50 people 
working on this island, like we have. 
So I think we have something unique 
to bring that they don’t have.”

He added later: “This is one of 
our flagship projects. It will be a 
major part of our investment 
programme in the 2012-2015 period. 
It is in all of our publicity when we 
talk about renewables. It is an 
essential part of our programme.”

While SSE is still publicly 
committed, the Shetland councillors 
and trustees who ultimately will 
have to sanction the investment of 
community funds are under a 
different set of pressures and, when 

it comes to decision day, may baulk 
at their biggest-ever gamble and 
throw in their chips.

That the project might feasibly be 
taken over entirely by big business 
outsiders who make off with almost 
all the profits may present a dilemma 
for windfarm opponents as to 
whether a windfarm half-owned by 
the community is the lesser of two 
evils. Alternatively, it may instil in 
them renewed determination to stop 
the turbines happening now at all 
costs. 

The colossal investment required 
to fund the windfarm is one of 
the most likely reasons why the 
“community” stake might be aban-
doned when the big moment arrives 
and that problem has obviously been 
exercising minds at Scottish and 
Southern and in the charitable 
trust.

During his visit Mr Marchant met 
the Viking Energy board as well as 
councillors and trustees, who own 
45 per cent of the Viking Energy 
Partnership joint venture with SSE.

In an apparent bid to smooth the 
trust’s path, SSE has floated a new 
plan to halve the direct risk to the 
trust, requiring it and the four owners 
of Shetland Aerogenerators to raise 
£200m between them rather than 
£400m. Mr Marchant said the joint 
venture vehicle, Viking Energy Part-
nership, would undertake to secure 
£400m in loans itself from the EU’s 
bank, the European Investment 
Bank (EIB), leaving the remaining 
£200m to be found by SSE.

The fresh approach to raising the 
capital could ease the fears of many 
who believe the sums mentioned 
during the ongoing public debate 
make the project too risky for 
Shetland. Originally the partners 
were to raise half the £800m each 
but since then the financial world 
has been through the wringer.

“We recognise the community 
would struggle to raise that sum of 
money – actually so would we now,” 
Mr Marchant said. “So we want to 
raise the money within the vehicle 
itself.”

The proposal was agreed by the 
Viking board on Tuesday, Mr 
Marchant said. The source the 
partnership will tap into is project 
finance and SSE has accessed it for 
other windfarms. 

The EIB has existed for 50 years 
and lends capital long-term to 
projects which further the EU’s 
aims. Mr Marchant said its money 
was “the cheapest that we could 
borrow at” compared with other 
com mercial sources and he is con-
fident the Viking windfarm concept 
will be readily approved by the 
bank. “It’s absolutely in their sweet 
spot. It is infrastructure. It’s clean. 
It’s community. It ticks all their 
boxes and they will fall over 
themselves to invest.”

He even hopes to be able to lower 
the requirement on the trust and the 
four local businessmen (who hold a 
five per cent share in the overall 
venture) to below £200m once more 
accurate costs are known and more 
discussions have taken place with 
various potential funders. An 
updated figure could be known 
within six to nine months.

The prospect of the trust having 
to put up £180m or less from its 
funds and borrowings in return for 
potentially £23m a year being 
returned to it, as Viking Energy has 
forecast, could make the windfarm 
a more palatable gamble. Mr 
Marchant said Scottish and Southern 
now intends helping the charitable 
trust convince the community that 
“it is the right thing for them to 
do”.

He said: “The wind regime here 
is so good the returns are more than 

‘This is one of
our flagship
projects... a
major part of
our investment
in the 2012 –
2015 period.’
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Shetland South Local Service Delivery Group
Shetland South Vision 2009

● NHS 24 – HOW HAS THAT WORKED  
 FOR YOU?
● ACCESS TO THE SURGERY AT   
 LEVENWICK?
● COMMUNITY CARE – WHAT’S YOUR  
 EXPERIENCE?
● WHAT MIGHT HELP YOU BE MORE   
 ACTIVE?

HOW WOULD YOU LIKE THESE 
SERVICES TO LOOK IN THE FUTURE?

Open consultation with key speakers
Saturday 5th September

11am – 1pm
Levenwick Community Hall

Everybody welcome
A light lunch will be served at 1.00pm

Transport will be available. For details of times and pick up 
points, please check notices at your local shop or telephone

01950 431439/422353
For further information contact:

Community Work, South Community Offi ce, Sandwick
Junior High School, Sandwick, ZE2 9HH. Tel. 01950 431439

Windfarm 
hearings
soon
A series of public consultation 
hearings designed to help inform 
isles councillors’ views on 
the Viking Energy windfarm 
planning application are to be 
held in late September and early 
October.

Four meetings, in Aith, Brae, 
Dunrossness and Lerwick, are to 
be chaired by SIC chief execu-
tive David Clark and precise 
dates are in the process of being 
finalised.

SIC head of legal services Jan 
Riise first suggested staging the 
hearings at a meeting of the full 
council six weeks ago when 
members rejected his advice that 
they had an “irreconcilable” 
con flict of interest as trustees of 
Shetland Charitable Trust, which 
owns 45 per cent of the wind-
farm, and could not objectively 
debate and decide on the issue as 
a planning authority.

Mr Riise confirmed at a 
media briefing on Tuesday that 
representatives of Viking Energy 
and objectors to the project met 
with convener Sandy Cluness 
and vice-convener Josie Simp-
son to discuss what form the 
meetings would take.

Executive director of infra-
structure Gordon Greenhill said 
there was a consensus between 
Viking Energy and the objectors 
that they were comfortable with 
Mr Clark chairing the public 
hearings.

The idea that they will be run 
along the same lines as the pub-
lic meeting about the Anderson 
High School held in Lerwick 
Town Hall in July, meaning that 
proceedings will be recorded 
and fully transcribed afterwards 
before being put forward as part 
of the council’s submission to 
the energy consents unit on the 
application. 

The deadline for that submis-
sion is the middle of November, 
meaning councillors will have to 
meet before then to discuss the 
application and decide what 
stance to take. 

Mr Riise warned them at 
July’s meeting that by doing so 
they may find themselves in 
breach of the councillors’ code 
of conduct. If a complaint is 
submitted to the Standards Com-
mission, they could face a 
maximum possible sanction of a 
five-year disqualification from 
office.

The first of the year’s lambs went under the hammer yesterday prior to being shipped out to Aberdeen.        Photo: Jim Nicolson

Shetland’s finest off to new pastures

The owners of the super-efficient Burradale windfarm had SSE chief executive Ian Marchant up to their turbines for a press call. From left: Dennis Thomson, 
Michael Thomson, Mr Marchant and Angus Ward.               Photo: Dave Donaldson 

not stand by and let project fail

enough to support the cost of the 
connection. That is the economic 
debate that we have to win. What I 
think we have misjudged is that we 
thought we had to win the planning 
and environmental debate first then 
once we had the consent, win the 
economic debate. Actually the 
reality is we need to start the 
economic debate earlier because 
people are interested and want to 
understand.”

Mr Marchant called on Viking 
Energy to put more effort into high-
lighting the £37m annual total 
income Shetland could rake in from 
hosting and investing in the 540 
Megawatt power generator. From 
his consultations with people the 

previous day he said they were 
confused about how the community 
would benefit, with some believing 
it would only yield the basic disturb-
ance allowances which communities 
living near other windfarms else-
where receive.

“The fact is if this goes ahead it 
will be the biggest economic boost 
to the islands since Sullom Voe,” he 
said. “That noise isn’t getting heard 
and I think the board need to do 
more on that.”

Although “disappointed” by the 
level of opposition to the windfarm, 
Mr Marchant said it was actually 
“no different” to what the company 
had seen to windfarms elsewhere 
and the issues were familiar ones. In 

terms of views submitted to the 
government’s energy consents unit, 
he preferred to accentuate the 
positive, saying there had been more 
letters of support about Viking 
Energy than SSE has had for any 
other single project. He claimed 400 
people had written in favour whereas 
typically on a planning matter only 
opponents write. 

“We are not worried or alarmed 
because this is fairly classic. We find 
that communities who have wind-
farms now developed – like our 
Hadyard Hill windfarm in Ayrshire 
– actually say ‘We wonder what the 
fuss was all about’’ because actually 
living with windfarms is easy. You 
forget they are there.”

Mr Marchant said opponents 
were not raising any new issues on 
environmental grounds. “Everybody 
thinks they will be able to see more 
wind turbines further away than they 
can. We’re used to that. Access and 
construction activity is an issue on 
every windfarm. Actually here they 
are a lot less because you have got 
good roads.”

The chief executive was starting 
out on a tour of SSE sites in the UK, 
from Shetland to Exeter. He had 
talks over a bacon roll with 40 of the 
company’s 50 employees in the 
islands, discussing a range of issues 
over an hour and a half, including 
proposals for replacing the old and 
inefficient Lerwick Power Station. 

One option revealed previously is to 
move to a new site on the road out to 
Dales Voe in return for landowners 
Lerwick Port Authority gaining and 
redeveloping the harbour-side site 
the power station occupies. Mr 
Marchant said the company was still 
in discussions with the electricity 
regulator Ofgem regarding the 
power company’s proposals for the 
UK over the next five years.  

He said formal consultations with 
the community regarding the next 
20-30 years might begin next year. 
No decisions have been made about 
location or what fuel would fire the 
generators. “My best guess is 2012 
or 2013 will be the time when 
decisions would have to be made.”
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Ideal Homes Exhibition
Clickimin Centre – This Weekend

Saturday, 19th September, 10am-5pm; Sunday, 20th September, 11am-5pm
Admission £3. FREE to accompanied children under 14.  ●  All proceeds to charity

Majority opposed to windfarm 
and less than a third in favour

By SARAH LAURENSON & PAUL RIDDELL
Just under half of Shetland’s adult population is opposed to 
the huge windfarm proposed by Viking Energy, while less 
than a third is in favour and a fifth remains undecided, 
according to the results of The Shetland Times opinion poll 
on the issue.

But a whopping two-thirds of people believe the erection 
of 150 turbines, each 145m tall, in the north and central 
Mainland would be a blot on the landscape. A mere fifth think 
the windfarm would have a positive impact on the landscape 
and 14 per cent are unsure. 

Nowhere in the isles is there a majority of people who 
think it would look good.

Asked whether they think it would be harmful or beneficial 
to the environment, 43 per cent say the former, 37 per cent 
the latter. One in five say they don’t know.

The question of whether ploughing millions of pounds of 
community money and hundreds of millions of pounds of 
loan funds into the project would represent a good or bad 
investment for Shetland Charitable Trust (which has a 45 per 
cent shareholding) divides opinion evenly, with 39 per cent 
saying good, 38 per cent saying bad and 23 per cent unsure.

Responses on the contentious matter of whether councillors 
who are also trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust can best 
serve the interests of the community when making decisions 
on the windfarm make grim reading for members. Some 61 
per cent of people say no, while just 25 per cent say yes; the 
remaining 14 per cent don’t know. 

These are the headline figures from our telephone poll 
of 1,050 people in Shetland carried out by graduate 
Sarah Lauren son during the summer. The questions and 
methodology, designed in accordance with techniques used 

by professional pollsters, were approved by BBC opinion 
polling expert and Strathclyde University professor John 
Curtice.

The random sample was weighted for age, sex and 
population distribution to give as accurate as possible a 
picture of opinion on the biggest issue to affect the isles since 
the arrival of oil in the 1970s. There is a standard margin of 
error of ± three per cent.

In response to the main question “Are you in favour of or 
against the proposed Viking Energy windfarm”, 48 per cent 
of people are against, 31 per cent in favour and 21 per cent 
undecided (Chart 1 above).

Men are marginally less opposed (46 per cent) and more 
in favour (34 per cent) of the windfarm than women (49 per 
cent opposed, 29 per cent in favour). But the gulf between 

(Continued on page two)
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Bonus losers to 
get heating grant
The council is to pay a £300 
winter heating grant to people 
who are losing the old Christmas 
bonus paid by Shetland Charitable 
Trust, after agreeing to a proposal 
by Lerwick member Cecil Smith. 

 Full story, page 5

Charitable trust 
dismisses ethics
Shetland Charitable Trust will 
continue to invest the isles’ oil 
funds in tobacco firms and arms 
manufacturers after hearing the 
performance of ethical funds was 
historically poor.

 Full story, page 8

Fantastic weight 
loss by Janice
Whalsay community nurse Janice 
Irvine has lost seven stone 11 
pounds and become a semi-finalist 
in the Scottish Slimmers’ Slimmer 
of the Year competition.

 Full story, page 7

Vote for your 
‘Get Fit’ favourite
Seven people have worked hard 
during the Fit for the Future 
project, organised by The Shetland 
Times and Shetland Recreational 
Trust, and readers now have the 
chance to vote for the overall 
winner.

 Full story, page 13

Whalsay crowned 
football champions
There were celebrations in 
Whalsay on Saturday as the isle’s 
team became senior Shetland 
football champions, ending a 
seven-year period of domination 
by Delting.

 Full story, page 45

WILLS-CLARK SAGA TO DRAG ON AS WILLS-CLARK SAGA TO DRAG ON AS 
COUNCIL PURSUES INVESTIGATIONCOUNCIL PURSUES INVESTIGATION

Story page 6
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Do you think councillors who are also trustees of 
Shetland Charitable Trust can serve the interests of the 
community when making 
decisions on the windfarm?

Age 65-74: Are you in favour of or against the proposed 
Viking Energy windfarm?

Yes

No

Don’t know

In favour

Against

Undecided

Do you think the windfarm would be harmful or beneficial 
to the environment?

Do you think the windfarm would be a good or bad 
investment for the Shetland Charitable Trust?

Age 16-24: Are you in favour of or against the proposed 
Viking Energy windfarm?

Harmful

Benefi cial

Don’t know

Good

Bad

Unsure

In favour

Against

Undecided
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Do you think that the windfarm would have a positive or 
negative visual impact on the Shetland landscape?

Positive

Negative

Unsure

20%20%20%20%

66%66%66%66%

14%14%14%14%
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5
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Younger generations more enthused by

(Continued from front page)
the generations is remarkable, with 
those in their teens and early 20s 
much more inclined towards the 
windfarm. 

As Chart 6 (above) shows, 52 per 
cent of those in the 16-24 age group 
are in favour of the windfarm, with 
28 per cent against and 20 per cent 
undecided. In the 65-74 age group, 
by contrast, 61 per cent are against 

and just 20 per cent in favour, with 
19 per cent undecided (Chart 7). 
The greatest opposition is among 
those in the 35-44 age group, with 
69 per cent against, a mere 14 per 
cent in favour and 17 per cent 
undecided.

And people living in the areas 
where the turbines would be built 
or where they would be most visible 
(Whiteness, Weisdale, Wadbister, 

Girlsta, Aith, Tresta, East Burrafirth, 
Nesting, Lunnasting, Voe, Moss-
bank, Brae, Muckle Roe and Sul-
lom) are significantly more opposed 
to the windfarm than those residing 
elsewhere in Shetland.

For this part of the exercise, we 
calculated the number of people 
living in the different areas as a 
percentage of the whole Shetland 
population and sought a represen-

tative sample from each area. The 
results (in the table on page three) 
show deep opposition in the Aith, 
Bixter, Tresta and East Burrafirth 
areas (77 per cent opposed to 17 per 
cent in favour with six per cent 
undecided) Whitness, Weisdale, 
Wadbister and Girlsta (72 per cent, 
19 per cent and nine per cent), 
Skeld, Clousta, Gruting and Twatt 
(63 per cent, 27 per cent and 10 per 

cent), Nesting and Lunnasting (62 
per cent, 15 per cent and 23 per 
cent) and Walls, Sandness, West 
Burrafirth and Papa (61 per cent, 
nine per cent and 30 per cent) 
although intriguingly the largest 
gap between those against the 
windfarm and those in favour is the 
Sletts area of Lerwick (77 per cent, 
11.5 per cent and 11.5 per cent).

In some parts of Shetland, espe-

cially the outlying areas, a majority 
of people are in favour of the 
windfarm, such as North North-
maven, Unst, Feltar, Yell, Whalsay 
and Sandwick. Lerwick is broadly 
split down the middle.

Apart from the main question, 
we asked four supplementary 
questions to tease out opinions on 
some of the specific issues relating 
to the proposed windfarm.
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 Are you in favour of  Do you think that the windfarm would 
 or against the proposed have a positive or negative visual
 Viking Energy windfarm? impact on the Shetland Landscape?

AREA IN FAVOUR AGAINST UNDECIDED POSITIVE NEGATIVE UNSURE
Dunrossness (& Fair Isle) 22% (10) 56% (25) 22% (10) 13% (6) 69% (31) 18% (8)
Levenwick / Bigton / Hoswick 21% (7) 52% (17) 27% (9) 24% (8) 70% (23) 6% (2)
Sandwick 44% (14) 31% (10) 25% (8) 34% (11) 47% (15) 19% (6)
Cunningsburgh / W. Quarff 27% (9) 49% (16) 24% (8) 9% (3) 82% (27) 9% (3)
Burra / Trondra / Foula 30% (14) 46% (21) 24% (11) 15% (7) 74% (34) 11% (5)
E. Quarff / Gulberwick / E. Voe of Scalloway 29% (9) 45% (14) 26% (8) 13% (4) 68% (21) 19% (6)
Scalloway 20% (8) 51% (21) 29% (12) 10% (4) 75% (31) 15% (6)
Lerwick Sound 37.5% (12) 37.5% (12) 25% (8) 22% (7) 59% (19) 19% (6)
Lerwick Upper Sound 28% (10) 30% (11) 42% (15) 22% (8) 61% (22) 17% (6)
Lerwick Outskirts 42% (16) 42% (16) 16% (6) 29% (11) 66% (25) 5% (2)
Lerwick Twageos & Bressay 36% (17) 38% (18) 26% (12) 26% (12) 53% (25) 21% (10)
Lerwick Sletts 11.5% (3) 77% (20) 11.5% (3) 4% (1) 88% (23) 8% (2)
Lerwick Breiwick 33% (11) 55% (18) 12% (4) 21% (7) 70% (23) 9% (3)
Lerwick Clickimin 37% (11) 57% (17) 6% (2) 3% (1) 70% (21) 27% (8)
Lerwick Harbour / South Central 40% (17) 44% (19) 16% (7) 30% (13) 60% (26) 10% (4)
Lerwick North Central 40% (10) 40% (10) 20% (5) 32% (8) 56% (14) 12% (3)
Lerwick North 40% (14) 34% (12) 26% (9) 26% (9) 51% (18) 23% (8)
Tingwall / Gott 27% (8) 63% (19) 10% (3) 13% (4) 77% (23) 10% (3)
Whiteness / Weisdale / Wadbister / Girlsta 19% (6) 72% (23) 9% (3) 12.5% (4) 72% (23) 15.5% (5)
Skeld / Clousta / Gruting / Twatt 27% (8) 63% (19) 10% (3) 10% (3) 77% (23) 13% (4)
Walls / Sandness / W. Burrafi rth / Papa 9% (3) 61% (20) 30% (10) 12% (4) 79% (26) 9% (3)
Aith / Bixter / Tresta / E. Burrafi rth 17% (6) 77% (27) 6% (2) 17% (6) 77% (27) 6% (2)
Nesting & Lunnasting 15% (4) 62% (16) 23% (6) 12% (3) 81% (21) 7% (2)
Symbister (Whalsay) 41% (11) 26% (7) 33% (9) 33% (9) 41% (11) 26% (7)
Whalsay & Skerries (excl. Symbister) 44% (12) 26% (7) 30% (8) 22% (6) 67% (18) 11% (3)
Voe / Mossbank 22% (9) 56% (23) 22% (9) 15% (6) 73% (30) 12% (5)
Brae / Sullom / Muckle Roe / Burraland 37% (17) 43% (20) 20% (9) 26% (12) 63% (29) 11% (5)
North Northmaven 49% (16) 36% (12) 15% (5) 21% (7) 52% (17) 27% (9)
Yell 43% (20) 36% (17) 21% (10) 26% (12) 55% (26) 19% (9)
Unst & Fetlar 47% (18) 32% (12) 21% (8) 39% (15) 47% (18) 14% (5)

Answered question 330 499 221 211 689 150
* Number in ( ) refers to number of people. Total number of people surveyed: 1050.

scheme, but no-one likes the look of it
As Chart 2 shows, to the question 

“Do you think the windfarm would 
be harmful or beneficial to the 
environment?” a majority of res-
pond ents replied that they think it 
will be harmful (43 per cent to 37 
per cent with 20 per cent unsure). 
More men think it will be beneficial 
than harmful (41 per cent say 
beneficial, 39 per cent harmful, 20 
per cent unsure) while many more 
women think it will be harmful (47 
per cent) than beneficial (33 per 
cent).

In the different age groups, the 
responses to this question mirror 
those for the main question. Those 
aged 16-24 overwhelmingly believe 
it will have a positive impact (58 
per cent to 23 per cent with 19 per 
cent unsure) while people in the 25-
34 group are less emphatic (43 per 
cent to 40 per cent, 17 per cent 
unsure). Those in the 35-44 age 
group believe strongly that it will 
be harmful (46 per cent to 33 per 
cent, with 21 per cent unsure). 

Generally speaking, the older 
people are, the more likely they are 
to believe the windfarm will have a 
detrimental effect on the environ-
ment: in the 55-64 age group, 49 
per cent say harmful, 34 per cent 
beneficial while 17 per cent are 
unsure; among those aged 65-74 the 
figures are 52 per cent, 24 per cent 
and 24 per cent respectively. Among 
those over 75, however, the prop-
ortions are 45 per cent, 30 per cent 
and 25 per cent.

Perhaps predictably, those in the 
most affected areas (Whiteness, 
Weisdale, Wadbister, Girlsta, Aith, 
Tresta, East Burrafirth, Nesting, 
Lunnasting, Voe, Mossbank, Brae, 
Muckle Roe and Sullom) are hugely 
sceptical of the environmental ben-
efits (67 per cent in these areas say 
it will be harmful to 21 per cent 
beneficial and 12 per cent unsure).

The strongest feelings in the 
windfarm debate are related to the 
aesthetic impact it is likely to have. 
Asked “Do you think that the wind-
farm would have a positive or 
negative visual impact on the 
Shetland landscape?”, 66 per cent 

say it will have a negative impact to 
just 20 per cent who believe it will 
have a positive impact. The remain-
ing 14 per cent are unsure (Chart 3 
on page two). Men (64 per cent) 
and women (67 per cent) are almost 
equally sure that it will be an ugly 
feature of the Shetland landscape.

Even among those most in favour 
of the windfarm itself, there is a 
strong belief that it will have a 
negative visual impact. Of those in 
the 16-24 age group 53 per cent say 
negative while 37 per cent say 
positive and 10 per cent are unsure. 
This rises to 76 per cent in the 25-34 
age group, falls back slightly to 69 
per cent among 35-44 year olds and 
undulates around the 70 per cent 
mark for the older age groups.

Geographically, as the table 
below shows, there is not a single 
part of Shetland where more people 
believe it will have a positive visual 
impact than a negative one, and in 
Nesting and Lunasting four in every 
five people believe it will have a 
negative impact. Similar depth of 
concern about appearance is evident 
in Walls, Sandness, West Burrafirth 
and Papa, Tingwall and Gott, Skeld, 
Clousta, Gruting and Twatt and 
Whiteness, Weisdale, Wadbister 
and Girlsta.

The only question to elicit a 
majority in favour of an aspect of 
the Viking Energy project, albeit a 
narrow one, is “Do you think the 
windfarm would be a good or bad 
investment for the Shetland Charit-

able Trust?” As Chart 4 on page two 
shows, 39 per cent think it would be 
a good investment to 38 per cent 
who think it would not, while 23 
per cent are unsure. Among men, 
the proportion in favour rises to 42 
per cent (with 36 per cent against) 
while a majority of women think it 
would be a bad investment (39 per 
cent to 36 per cent).

Going through the age groups, 
again younger people strongly 
believe it would be a good invest-
ment, with 58 per cent in the 16-24 
age group saying good to 23 per 
cent bad and 19 per cent unsure and 
43 per cent in the 25-34 age group 
saying good to 34 per cent bad and 
23 per cent unsure.

Even in the 35-44 age group, 

which is the most strongly opposed 
to the windfarm, a majority feel it 
would represent a good investment 
for the trust: 39 per cent to 32 per 
cent with 29 per cent unsure. 

A majority of those aged 55 and 
above believe that the windfarm 
would be a bad investment for the 
trust. Among 55-64 year olds the 
proportions are 44 per cent bad, 34 
per cent good, 22 per cent unsure; 
among 65-74 year olds they are 53 
per cent, 20 per cent and 27 per 
cent; and among the over 75s they 
are 46 per cent, 21 per cent and 33 
per cent.

Those in the most immediately 
affected areas (Whiteness, Weis-
dale, Wadbister, Girlsta, Aith, 
Tresta, East Burrafirth, Nesting, 

Lunnasting, Voe, Mossbank, Brae, 
Muckle Roe and Sullom) think it 
would be a bad investment – 45 per 
cent bad, 32 per cent good, 23 per 
cent unsure. Outside the most 
affect ed areas 40 per cent of people 
think it would be a good investment 
to 36 per cent against and 24 per 
cent unsure.

One of the most controversial 
components of the windfarm project 
has been the perceived conflict of 
interest councillors face in their 
dual role as trustees of Shetland 
Charitable Trust. The results of 
the question “Do you think coun-
cillors who are also trustees of 
Shetland Charitable Trust can 
serve the inter ests of the community 
when making decisions on the wind-
farm?” there fore make fascinating 
reading.

As Chart 5 on page two shows, 
61 per cent say no, with only 25 per 
cent able to say yes and 14 per cent 
unsure. The proportions are roughly 
the same for men and women. But 
once again those in the youngest 
age group are less inclined to see a 
problem. In the 16-24 age group, 52 
per cent say yes to 27 per cent no 
and 21 per cent unsure. 

The positions quickly reverse, 
however. Among those aged 25-34, 
65 per cent say councillors cannot 
serve the interest of the community 
in their dual role, to 22 per cent who 
say they can. That rises to 68 per 
cent in the 35-44 age group where 
just 19 per cent say they can, falling 
back slightly to 63 per cent and 25 
per cent respectively among 45-54 
year olds before rising to a remark-
able 76 per cent against 16 per cent 
in the 65-74 age group.

In the most affected areas 
(White ness, Weisdale, Wadbister, 
Girlsta, Aith, Tresta, East Burrafirth, 
Nesting, Lunnasting, Voe, Moss-
bank, Brae, Muckle Roe and Sul-
lom) 67 per cent do not believe 
councillors can serve the interests 
of the community while 21 per cent 
believe they can and 12 per cent are 
unsure. Elsewhere, the proportions 
are 60 per cent to 25 per cent.
● Analysis, p.4 

Whether intentional or not, there was a degree of humour in the general 
responses of some folk to our telephone poll. Here are some of the 
more amusing ones:

“Phone me at work, I’ll have more time there. It’s 744...”

“Eh ... like my mum’s not in and I’m kind of sleeping like ...” 
(At 1.30pm.)

“Whit? Yun windmills 
dir trying to put up? 

Na I think hit’s 
a lot o’ rubbish.”

“You couldn’t 

have picked a better 

bunch of idiots if 

you tried. They 

can’t make decisions 

about anything – a 

bunch of five-year-

olds would do a 

better job.”

“Oooh. Hold on til I get me man – he’ll tell me what I think.”

“Well when I came to 

Walls I had to get 

water from a well 

and boil nappies and 

you young folk would 

not think much o dat 

noo so we’ll hae to 

do something.”

“I’m a kind o a backwards fellow when it comes to spikin on the phone. Hold on I’ll get my wife.”
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BIRTHS
HEPPONSTALL – LEASK – Al and Nicola 
are delighted to announce the safe arrival 
of Ocean Drew Gary, on 26th August, 
2009, at the Gilbert Bain Hospital. Thanks 
to everyone involved.

HUNTER – Robbie and Ann Marie (née 
Steele) are delighted to announce the 
safe arrival of their daughter, Osla Ann on 
20th August, 2009, at the Queen Mother’s 
Hospital, Glasgow. A sister for Magnus, 
a fourth grandchild for Bobby and Mabel, 
Burra Isle, and a second grandchild for 
John Paul and Katie, Fort William.

LESLIE – ANDERSON – Jamie and 
Louise are delighted to announce the 
safe arrival of Ellie Violet Leslie, on 3rd 
September, 2009. A big thank you to all 
staff at the Gilbert Bain Maternity Unit.

SINCLAIR – SHEARER – Mark and 
Suzanne are delighted to announce the 
arrival of their son, Alfie James Sinclair, 
on 5th September, 2009. A lovely peerie 
brother for Joe. Grateful thanks to Dr 
Murphy and the staff at the Gilbert Bain 
Maternity Ward.

THOMSON – David and Caroline (née 
Halcrow) are delighted to annouce the 
safe arrival of William Fraser, on 18th 
August, 2009. A super peerie brother for 
Robbie. Many thanks to staff at the 
Gilbert Bain and Aberdeen Maternity 
Units.

ENGAGEMENTS
BROWN – ROSIE – Both families are 
delighted to announce the engagement 
of Ian, son of Colin and Minnie, Strom-
ness, Orkney, to Amanda, youngest 
daughter of Alan and Frances, Sands of 
Sound, Lerwick, on 9th September, 2009. 
Love and best wishes to you both.

SHARP – THOMSON – John and Niki 
are delighted to announce their recent 
engagement. We’ve met our match!

MARRIAGE
GEDDES – HOOKER – At Dunrossness 
Parish Church on 14th August, 2009 by 
the Rev. Charles Greig, Robert, only son 
of Bobby and Thelma Geddes, Lerwick, 
to Kerry, eldest daughter of Anne and the 
late Ian Hooker, Scatness, Virkie.

HUNTER – WATT – Dave and Wendy 
are delighted to announce their marriage 
on 11th September, 2009 at Lerwick 
Registrar’s office.

INKSTER – MACAREE – At the Reawick 
Congregational Church, on 28th August, 
2009, Ross Laurence, only son of Larry 
Inkster and Janet Davidge, and stepson 
to Ian, to Kirsten Emily, only daughter of 
Ian and Jennifer Macaree. 

ROBERTSON – SANDISON – On 28th 
August, 2009 at the Lerwick Hotel, 
Martyn Duncan, son of the late Peter and 
Ruby Robertson, formerly of Mossbank, 
to Dorothy Ann, daughter of Florence and 
the late Ivor Sandison, Lerwick.

SIMPSON – MAINLAND – On 5th 
September, 2009 at Busta House Hotel, 
Ian, son of Josie and Hazel Simpson, 
Symbister, Whalsay, to Donna, youngest 
daughter of George and Shirley Mainland, 
Quendale.

SILVER WEDDING
KILPATRICK – MOAR – At Lerwick 
Baptist Church, on 18th August, 1984, by 
Stanley Kilpatrick, Tom to Joyce.

RUBY WEDDING
HENDERSON – JARMSON – At Mail 
Church of Scotland, Cunningsburgh, on 
17th September, 1969, by the Rev. J. N. 
Blair, Stuart to Christine, present address 
Longfield, Dunrossness.

EMERALD WEDDING
SEX – TAIT – On 14th September, 1954, 
at the Big Kirk, St. Columba’s, Lerwick, 
by the Rev. Murray Donaldson, Michael 
Ronald, Send, Surrey to Christina Elsie, 
East Burrafirth, Shetland. Now in 
Southwater, Sussex.

DIAMOND WEDDING
McROBB – MOUAT – At St. Columba’s, 
Lerwick, on 20th September, 1949, by 
the Rev. Courtland Smith, Victor to 
Sunniva.

DEATHS
JAMIESON – Peacefully at home, 12 
Meadowfield Road, Scalloway on 28th 
August, 2009, Lesley Jean (Jeannie), 
aged 54 years.

What you suffered, you told but few,
You never deserved what you went through, 

Tired and weary you made no fuss,
But tried so hard to stay with us.
Always true, unselfish and kind,

Few in this world her equal we’ll find.
Now that your life has come to an end,

You died as you lived, everyone’s friend,
– Loved in life and living yet in my heart, 
partner Jimmy.

Our hearts still aches in sadness,
Our silent tears still flow,

For what it meant to lose you Mum,
No one will ever know.

– Love, Ryan, Hayley and David, xxx.
We love you Nana,
Please don’t cry,
You are an angel,

In the sky.
– Miss you, Shaun and Tyler, xx.

You tried so hard to stay with us,
Your fight was all in vain,

God took you in His loving arms,
And freed you from all pain.
Your memory is a keepsake,

With which we will never part,
God has you in His keeping,
We have you in our hearts.

– Michael and Celia.
Her kindly ways her smiling face,

Are pleasant to recall,
She had a cheery word for all,

And died loved by all.
– Father.

A special smile, a special face,
A special person we cannot replace,

With tears in our eyes we whisper low,
God bless you Nana we miss you so.

– Samantha, Bryan, Leah and Max.
Mother, You have always been our 
special someone. Always there for us no 
matter what, even when no one else was, 
you were there. Never to judge or tell 
us what to do, just always there with 
your unconditional, special love and 
understanding. Proper handsome you 
were, the life and soul of every party, you 
added a special sparkle to all our lives. 
And now your party that others call life 
has been so very sadly cut short. We 
miss you so much it actually hurts in our 
hearts. So it’s time to raise a glass of 
Chardonnay and keep you in our hearts 
and minds each and every day. We love 
you with all our hearts and in there you 
will live on forever. 

Gone but not forgotten, 
Loved but no longer here.

– Shaun, Kirsten, Aidan, Sam, Amber, 
Jodie and Sinead, xxxxxxx.

We think about you all the time,
And talk about you too,

We’ll always have our memories,
But wish we still had you.

– Brothers and sisters, Plymouth.
A heart of gold, a smiling face,

No one could ever take your place,
God grant you now eternal rest,
For all of us you did your best.

– Bridget, Maisie and Sam, xxx.
I remember you with love and tears,
Happy memories of wonderful years,

Unselfish ways, a heart of gold,
The finest auntie this world could hold.

– Love, Denise, x.
Your life was good, your spirit true,

Such happy times we shared with you,
Your life not selfish, for others you lived,

Not what you received, 
but what you could give.

– Love, Catherine, Tam, Sophie and 
Scott, xx.

Loving thoughts of times together,
Hold memories that will last forever.

– Love, Dawn and Evie, x.
With never a complaint and always the 

most positive attitude, a truly great 
example of how to live. Deeply missed.
– George and Maree; Louise and 
Shaun.

Your death leaves a heartache,
No one can heal,

But your love leaves a memory,
No one can steal,

You will be forever in our hearts.
– Love Karen, Aaron, Dannielle, Ryan and 
Tilly.

(Continued on next column)

(Continued from previous column)

Just as you were, you will always be,
Someone special in our memory.

– Thomas and Nickey, Harrow, London.

You are not just a memory,
Or part of the past,

You are ours to remember,
As long as life last.

– William and Adrian, Bixter.

Beautiful memories silently kept,
 Of a wonderful aunty we’ll never forget.
– Shane and Gill.

We always remember the fun and 
laughter we shared with you.

– From Tracey, Neil and kids.

SANDISON – Peacefully at the North 
Haven Care Centre, Brae on 4th 
September, 2009, Bertha, formerly 
Ollaberry.
– Will always be remembered by Aggie, 
Ann and Kevin.

– Lovingly remembered by Andrew and 
family.

SUTHERLAND – Peacefully after a short 
illness, on the 5th September, 2009, 
Brian, aged 64 years. Youngest son of 
Hughie and Massie Sutherland, late of 
Haldane Burgess Crescent.

Time will not dim or take away,
Our loving thoughts of you,

Nor will it steal the memories,
Of the happy years we knew.

– Lovingly remembered by Helen and 
Maureen.

– Sadly missed by Stephen, Colin and 
Geraldine.

– Always remembered by Hughie and 
Rose, New Zealand.

Those we love don’t go away,
They walk beside us every day,

Unseen, unheard but always near,
Still loved, still missed and very dear.

– Remembered with love by Delphine, 
Emma and Linda, Ilfracombe, Devon.

WILLIAMSON – Georgia. Peacefully 
at home on Wednesday, 26th August, 
2009.
– Always remembered with love by Mary, 
Karl, Moira, Marcus and families.

WISHART – Thomas Arthur, on 12th 
September, 2009, aged 85 years, at 
nursing home in Grimsby, Lincolnshire. 
Youngest son of the late Robert and 
Christina Wishart, Forratwatt, Walls.

IN MEMORIAM
ADAMSON – In loving memory o’ 
Graham Peter, who died 18th September, 
2005.

Quietly mindin it’s been 4 years da day,
Du’s missed an minded every day.

– Love, Marie, xx.

I miss de daddy,
I wish du could come back.

– Love de, Bobbi, xx.

I don’t know where time has passed,
We still miss you and 

love you just the same.
– Josie and John-Peter, xxxx.

ANDERSON – In loving memory of our 
dear parents, Aggie, who died on 19th 
September, 1991, and John, who died on 
18th May, 1985.
– Lovingly remembered by all the family.

BAIN – In loving memory of Daniel, who 
died in an accident on 17th September, 
1984.
– Always loved and remembered by his 
family in Cunningsburgh and away.

BEASLEY – In memory of Pat, who 
passed away 16th September, 2003.

Miss you lots and lots Dad,
Love you always.

– Pam, Kendal, Kamala, Kenton, Kyle, 
Keston, Kaimes and Kentra; Remy, Felita 
and Kester.

COLYER – Charlie May, taken from her 
family and friends on 21st September, 
2008, aged just 18 years old.

Always loved, always in our thoughts, 
Very sadly missed.

– Dennis and Ashlea.

COUTTS – Remembered with love, 
Tommy, a dear husband, father and 
grandfather, died 18th September, 1999, 
aged 68 years. Also, Ivor, died 28th 
October, 1962, aged 3½ months.

We think of you often,
And talk of you too,

We will always have our memories,
But wish we still had you.

– Miss and love you, Bunty and family at 
home and away.

CUTT – In loving memory of our dear 
parents, James, who died 21st 
September, 1979, and Lottie, who died 
28th October, 1974.

Memories are a gift to treasure,
Ours of you will last forever.

– Lovingly remembered by all the family.

DALZIEL – In loving memory of John, 
who died 18th September, 1995. A dear 
husband, dad and grandad.

– Loved and remembered always by 
Laureen and family in Kelso and Perth.

DUNCAN – Treasured memories of my 
dear parents, dad, who died 24th June, 
1969, mam, 18th September, 2000, and 
brother Douglas, 12th November, 1976.

Loving memories hold you fast,
Despite the passing years.

– Remembered with love and sadly 
missed by Billy, Margaret and Simon in 
Texas.

HENDERSON – In loving memory of 
Laurence, a loving partner, son, brother, 
uncle and nephew, who died on 16th 
September, 2008.

No one sees the broken heart,
That hides beneath my smile,
No one knows the loneliness,
That’s with me all the while,

For what it meant to lose you Laurence
No one will ever know. 

– Still love de more, fae Ann, x.

Thank you for the years we shared,
The love you gave, the way you cared,
Deep in my heart your memory is kept,

Too dearly loved to ever forget.
– Sorely missed by Mam.

A date that’s filled with sadness,
Returns to us today,

To mark the day you left us,
In such a sudden way,

No matter how life changes,
No matter what we do,

A special place within our heart,
Is always kept for you.

– Lovingly remembered by sister Alice 
and Gibbie.

Your memory is so special,
Your presence missed so much,
You will always be remembered,

And loved by all of us.
– Forever in our thoughts, Ryan, Julie, 
Alistair, Mellany, Valerie, David, Scott and 
Ethan.

We think aboot de aa da time
And often spak dy name.

We’ll aye hay wir memories
Bit we wis we still hed de.

– Love and miss de, fae Bertha and 
Willie.

– Beth and Mark.

Remembering you is easy,
We do it every day,

It’s just the heartache of losing you,
That will never go away.

–  Ewan and Denise, xxx.

We miss de Laurence – Lang time!
– John, Sharyn, Carla, Owen, Ivan and 
Aron, xxxxxx.

HOSEASON – In loving memory of 
Marina, our dear mam, granny and great-
granny, who we lost on 19th September, 
2006.
– Always remembered with love and 
pride by Sharon, Wendy, Diane, Susan, 
Kevin and Rachael and all their families.

INKSTER – In loving memory of our 
dear parents, grandparents and great-
grandparents, Mina, who died 21st 
September, 2000, and Jamie Samuel, 
who died on 31st May, 1992.

No matter how life changes,
No matter what we do,

A special place within our hearts,
Is always kept for you.

– Forever loved and missed by Gilda, 
Wilma, Grace, Sandra and Jessamine 
and families.

JAMIESON – In loving memory of 
Gordon, dearly loved dad, son, brother 
and uncle, who died on the 19th 
September, 2008.

Your smile has gone forever,
And your hand we cannot touch,

We have so many memories,
Of you Dad, who we loved so much.

– Dearly loved and sadly missed, Lisa 
and Shaun; George and Kaye.

Remembering you is easy,
I do it every day,

It’s just the pain of losing you,
That never goes away.

– Dearly loved and sadly missed, Mam.

Gordon was someone special,
What more is there to say,

Except to wish with all my heart,
That he was here today.

– Sadly missed, Auntie Adeline.

We can’t have the old days back,
When we were all together,

But secret tears and loving thoughts,
Will be with us forever.

– Remembered always, Jeanette, Jim, 
Audrey and Jenny.

Every day in some small way,
Memories of you come our way,

Though absent you are always near,
Still missed, loved and always dear.

– Rosa, Carina, Valene, Bobby and 
Alwyn.

JAMIESON – Gordon, on 19th 
September, 2008.

A year has gone since you passed away,
But all the good memories will always stay.
– Katie, x.

JOHNSON – Treasured memories of a 
dear husband, dad and grandad, James 
John (Jamie), who died on 19th 
September, 2008.

Those we love don’t go away,
They walk beside us every day,

Unseen, unheard but always near,
Still loved, still missed and very dear.

– Lovingly remembered and sadly 
missed by his wife June, and family, x.

– Ingrid and Campbell, x.

– Lynn and Philip, x.

– John, x.

– Miss you and love you loads 
Grandad, Alannah, Leanne, Connie and 
Bethany, xxxx.

JOHNSON – We remember with love our 
parents, Laura, who died 20th September, 
1988, and James, who died 13th June, 
1952.
– Memories keep you ever near, 
remembered by all the family.

LESLIE – Remembering with love, Jack 
who died 17th September, 1994.

Precious memories keep you near,
– Marian, Brian, Maureen, Kevin and their 
families.

– Jack, a dearly loved brother and uncle, 
always remembered by Eleanor and 
Robert, and Laurence, Susan, Jennifer 
and their families.

MIDDLETON – Annalise Jane, 20th 
September, 2008, aged 9 months.

Remembering you is easy,
I do it every day,

Losing you is a heartache,
That never goes away.

– Sleep well precious, love always, Dad.

(Continued on next column)

(Continued from previous column)
If tears could build a stairway,

And memories a lane,
We would walk right up to heaven,

And bring you back again.
– Granny and Grandad.
– Marie, Keith and family.
– Heather, John and family.

Forever loved, forever missed.

MOFFAT – In loving memory of our dear 
parents and grandparents, Bobby, who 
died 17th September, 1985, and Rose, 
who died 26th September, 1996.

Time and years slip quietly by,
But love and memories never die.

– Lovingly remembered by all their family 
at Sandness, Aith and Quarff.

PEARSON – In loving memory of Magnus 
Bruce, loving husband of Fiona and 
father of Alan and David.
– Sadly missed by us all.

PEARSON – In loving memory of our 
dear brothers, Magnus Bruce, who died 
at Bass Rock, 16th September, 1988; 
Robert Laurence, died 5th January, 1993, 
at Queeness Road, Vidlin; Hecky, died 
10th January, 1999, at Glenburn Road, 
Burra; George (Dodie) died 2nd 
November, 2000, at Aberdeen Royal 
Infirmary.

Just as you were, you will always be,
Someone special in our memory.

– Always remembered by their sister, 
brother, sister-in-law and families home 
and away.

POLE – Treasured memories of our dear 
parents and grandparents, Peter John, 
who died 22nd September, 2004, and 
Deenie, who died 30th May, 1997.
– Dearly loved and sadly missed, Ingrid, 
Allan and Neil.

SMITH – In loving memory of Billy, who 
died on 22nd September, 2004. 
– Dearly loved and sadly missed by Elma 
and family.

SMITH – In memory of Daisy, a dearly 
loved wife, mother, mother-in-law, granny 
and great-granny, who died on 15th 
September, 2005.
– Sadly missed by husband Billy, sons 
Colin, Ronnie, Peter and families.
– Always lovingly remembered by Sandra, 
Yeoman and Eloise, xxx.

SMITH – In loving memory of my 
husband, John, who died on 21st 
September, 2006.
– Missed and lovingly remembered by 
Florence.

TAIT – Treasured memories of our loved  
ones, sister Christine, who passed away 
on 11th September, 2005, and nephew 
Peter Tait, 17th September, 1995.

Memories keep you ever near.
– Anna, Jean, Lorna and families.
– Lovingly remembered by Kevin, Aggie 
and Ann.

YOUNGER – In loving memory of 
Kathleen, a dear wife, mam and granny, 
who died on 22nd September, 2004.

Precious memories keep you near,
As time unfolds another year.

– Ian, Yvonne and Sadie.

RETURN THANKS
THE FAMILY OF THE LATE Lesley Jean 
Jamieson would like to thank doctors 
and nurses of Ward 44 and Ward 17 
Aberdeen Royal Infirmary, also doctors 
and nurses at Gilbert Bain Hospital, 
thanks to Dr Malcolm and Dr Jamieson 
and Susan Cooper. Thanks to Anne and 
staff at Goudies Funeral Directors Ltd., 
thanks to family and friends who sent 
cards and attended the service. Special 
thanks to Macmillan Nurse Alison Gaffany 
for everything she did, and also Jane 
Leask for everything she did. Thanks to 
all who donated to Macmillan Nurses 
(Shetland) which amounted to £717.00.

THE FAMILY OF THE LATE Alan Veale 
would like to express heartfelt thanks 
to everyone who phoned, sent cards, 
letters, flowers and charitable donations 
following his death on 17th August, 2009. 
We are also very grateful to those who 
travelled to Aberdeenshire to attend 
Alan’s memorial event. Special thanks go 
to our immediate families who gave up 
everything to be with us at a time when 
we needed them most. Thank you all. 
Sheila, Toby and Guy.

Meeting dates
The council has announced dates and venues 
for a series of public meetings on the proposed 
Viking Energy windfarm, which are due to be 
chaired by deputy chief executive Hazel 
Sutherland.

The meetings were called for by councillors 
in July prior to their holding a vote on the 
controversial scheme as a planning authority 
in defiance of advice from head of legal Jan 
Riise that they faced an “irreconcilable 
conflict of interest” because of their dual role 
as trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust, a 45 
per cent shareholder in the windfarm. 

That vote, at a Full Council meeting, will 
be the basis of the council’s recommendation 
to Scottish ministers, which it must make as 
one of four statutory consultees on the 
project.

Three of the other statutory consultees, 
the Royal Society for the Protection of 
Birds (RSPB), Scottish Natural Heritage 
(SNH) and the Scottish Environment 
Protection Agency (SEPA) have already 
objected either wholly or in part to the 
windfarm. Were the council to follow suit, a 
public inquiry would automatically be 
triggered.

The meetings are to be held on Monday 
28th September at Brae Public Hall at 
6.30pm, Tuesday 29th September at Aith 
Public Hall, Wednesday 30th September at 
Dunrossness Public Hall and Thursday 1st 
October at the Town Hall in Lerwick.

A spokesman said: “All members of the 
public are welcome to attend these meetings. 
Views expressed at the meetings will form 
part of the council’s deliberations in 
determining the council’s response.”

Poll results make fascinating reading
A campaigner against the windfarm once told me that more 
than 80 per cent of people in Shetland were opposed to the 
Viking Energy windfarm. I asked him for proof which he 
could not provide. The discussion made me think that to 
inform the debate about the windfarm and Shetland’s 
future we needed an accurate measure of just how opinion 
divides in Shetland on this most divisive of issues.

We asked several of the large professional polling 
companies for quotes to carry out such an exercise, but the 
cost was prohibitive. Instead, we chose to seek the 
guidance of BBC polling expert and politics professor 
John Curtice in carrying out our own independent poll.

To that end, The Shetland Times hired graduate Sarah 
Laurenson for the summer. We devised a series of questions 
and a methodology for a telephone poll of 1,050 people in 
Shetland, with the sample weighted for sex, age and 
geographical distribution. The poll proposal pulled 
together in a paper by Sarah and I, which we sent to John 
for his perusal. He made several comments, especially 
about the questions, which we altered accordingly. He was 
happy and so were we.

The results of the exercise make fascinating reading. 
Not only is opposition to the windfarm much lower 
than 80 per cent, it does not reach the highly significant 50 
per cent level, although it is very close. Succour 
will be given to both sides by the large number of 
people (21 per cent) who have either not made up 
their mind yet or genuinely just do not know whether 
the windfarm would be a good or a bad thing. They are 
all there to “play for”, so to speak.

One of the most striking aspects of our findings is 
that younger people are significantly more in favour 
of the windfarm than their elder peers. That is probably 
partly a function of greater awareness of green issues; 
schools in particular have become very conscious of the 
environment and that percolates into pupils’ and school 
leavers’ attitudes. And it’s not greenwash either. I was 
fortunate enough to preside jointly over one of the debates 
involving the Sandwick school pupils who became 
Scottish debating champions earlier this year – they were 
formidably well informed.

Equally notable is the fact that nowhere in Shetland and 

in no age group is there a majority of people who think that 
the windfarm would be anything other than unsightly. One 
wonders to what extent this sort of viewpoint influences 
ministers who decide whether such projects should receive 
the go-ahead. Not much, judging by the proliferation of 
windfarms in Scotland. In a small island like Shetland, 
perhaps this context is of much greater significance.

Broadly, the public shares the views of the council’s 
head of legal, that councillors face a conflict of interest in 
promoting the scheme on the one hand in their role as 
trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust and considering it as 
a planning authority on the other as elected members. That 
means those councillors who attend the meetings 
(advertised left) on the windfarm are likely to be in for a 
tough ride.

Finally, a big thank you to Sarah whose professionalism, 
commitment and enthusiasm was first class. She has 
produced a fine piece of work that, whichever side of the 
argument people happen to be on, truly does add to the 
debate. 

 Paul Riddell
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Dealer set 
for prison
A woman who supplied heroin to a 
teenager who died after taking it 
was warned she is likely go to jail 
by the sheriff yesterday. 

Brenda Pottinger, 39, of the 
town’s Sandveien, admitted supply-
ing the class A drug to Daniel 
Mitchell, 18, on 17th December last 
year. He died after returning to the 
house he shared with his girlfriend 
shortly afterwards.

At Lerwick Sheriff Court, 
Pottinger also pled guilty to 
assaulting a woman, Samantha 
Chapman, on 13th April by 
grabbing her hair and striking her 
with a knife – an attack which left 
her victim with a two centimetre cut 
above her groin.

Sheriff Graeme Napier deferred 
sentence on Pottinger for reports to 
be compiled, but he warned her: “I 
don’t think you should be under any 
illusion it’s likely you will be sent 
to custody.”

Procurator fiscal Duncan Mac-
Kenzie told the court that Stone-
haven man Mitchell, who like 
Pottinger had “an aggressive heroin 
addic tion”, had come to Shetland 
after meeting other drug users 
during a spell of custody in 
Aberdeen.

“On the day in question he was 
trying to source heroin in order to 
satisfy that aggressive habit,” he 
said. “Associates informed him a 
likely source would be the accused, 
and that information provided 
turned out to be correct.”

Mitchell went to Pottinger’s 
house, where she supplied him 
with a £20 bag of “fairly pure” 
heroin. “Daniel went back to the 
house he shared with his girlfriend, 
another drug user. They shared 
the heroin and he died as 
narrated in the charge,” said Mr 
MacKenzie.

He added that Pottinger was 
fortunate a recent clarification in 
the law meant she narrowly avoided 
being held on a charge of culpable 
homicide.

Defence agent Keith Bovie said 
a report from Aberdeen University’s 
forensic medicine unit said Mr Mit-
chell had been “in a terrible state” 
when he died.

Urging Sheriff Napier to release 
her on bail, he said it would be 
“more convenient for all concerned” 
for reports to be prepared with 
Pottinger at liberty.

Calling for social inquiry, 
community service and restriction 
of liberty re ports, the sheriff  
adjourned the case until 7th 
October.

He said he would not pre-judge 
custody until reports were prepared 
and released her on bail.

Aith lifeboat goes green with first wind turbine

The Royal National Lifeboat Institution turned on its first 
wind turbine yesterday in Aith as part of a green energy pilot 
study.

Three years ago the RNLI started researching the 
practicality of renewable and low carbon technologies at 
lifeboat stations. It was concluded that wind power was one 
of the technologies suitable for the charity with costs being 

recouped in less than 10 years at windy sites, even with no 
grant funding. 

The cost of the Aith wind turbine has been 90 per cent 
funded by grants, and with these the RNLI expects the cost 
to the charity of the turbine will be recouped within an 
estimated nine months.  

The RNLI uses electricity onboard its lifeboats as well as 

stations. Electric heaters keep the engines warm, to ensure 
when responding to an emergency the lifeboat can reach full 
power faster.

Shore power is also used to protect onboard electronic 
equipment such as radio, GPS and radar as well as 
keeping batteries fully charged while the engines are not 
running.

FROM left, coxswain Hylton Henry; Jennifer Nicolson, assistant 
development officer for Community Energy Scotland; Patrick Ross-
Smith, CES area manager; and Kevin Henry, lifeboat mechanic.  
Photo: Dave Donaldson

Islanders’ carbon footprint among 
the biggest in Britain – new study

By NEIL RIDDELL
Carbon dioxide emissions per head of 
population in Shetland are among the highest 
in Britain and almost double the Scottish 
average, according to damning new figures 
published by the UK government.

The report shows that the average 
Shetlander produced 13.7 tonnes of carbon 
dioxide in 2007, more than the average for 
people in every area of Scotland other than 
Falkirk and East Lothian. Household emis-

sions for electricity use grew faster than 
anywhere else in the country in the year to 
2007, by two per cent.

Shetland’s total carbon dioxide emissions 
are estimated at 301,000 tonnes, including 
land use, a very slight drop on 303,000 tonnes 
in 2005. But it still works out at nearly double 
the Scottish average of 7.8 tonnes of carbon 
dioxide per person and much greater than the 
8.5 tonnes average for the UK population. 

The figures were published this week by 

the Department for Energy and Climate 
Change in a report entitled “Local and 
Regional CO2 Emissions Estimates for 2005-
2007 for the UK”, comparing every local 
authority area. The Shetland tally is not 
skewed by emissions from Sullom Voe, 
which were effectively spread throughout the 
country and beyond in the survey because it 
looked only at the end use of products like oil 
and gas.

It is generally accepted that the colder, 

more exposed climate and the dispersed rural 
nature of the community means people have 
to spend more on heating their homes and 
getting from A to B. But the average figure of 
13.7 tonnes is also significantly higher than 
for roughly equivalent locations such as 
Orkney and the Western Isles, which recorded 
12.1 tonnes and 11.4 tonnes per person 
respectively. 

The report shows that household carbon 
(Continued on page two)

 Government study compares emission levels across country  Shetland figures are almost double the Scottish average
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Investigator
appointed
An independent investigator has 
been appointed to conduct the in-
quiry into councillor Jonathan Wills’ 
allegation that he was threatened by 
Shetland Islands Council chief 
executive David Clark.

Council head of legal Jan Riise 
confirmed this week that a suitable 
candidate had now been accepted by 
councillors and the chief executive 
after a list of people were put 
forward by the local government 
organisation Cosla. However, he 
declined to name the man, who he 
said had asked for his identity not to 
be revealed.

Mr Riise told reporters he hoped 
the matter could be concluded by the 
end of October. “We’re moving on 
as quickly as we can,” he said. 

The Shetland police have already 
dropped their investigation into the 
matter which relates to a phone call 
made by Mr Clark to Dr Wills earlier 
this month in which the chief ex-
ecutive is alleged to have threatened 
to kick the councillor’s teeth in if he 
did not desist from prying into his 
private life. 

Mr Clark has denied the claim 
and has taken holidays while the 
investigation takes place. Dr Wills 
is also currently off on holiday. 

Spared jail
Three women who broke into the 
Mossbank shop avoided a jail 
sentence when they appeared at 
Lerwick Sheriff Court.

Sandra Grant, 28, from 
Ockragarth in Brae, Laura Nelson, 
22, and Rachael Holmes, 28, both 
from Burgadale in Brae, were told a 
custodial sentence would not bring 
anything back to the community 
they had badly affected.

Grant will have to carry out 180 
hours of unpaid work. She was also 
handed a six month restriction of 
liberty order.

Nelson and Holmes were each 
told to carry out an 18 month 
probation order. They will also be 
tagged for six months. 

Both Grant and Holmes had 
admitted breaking into the shop on 
16th March, before stealing 
cigarettes, spirits, food and £650.

Grant and Nelson returned on 5th 
April, taking more cigarettes, as 
well as various other items along 
with Hydro Electric tokens and £190 
in cash.

Nelson admitted a new complaint 
of stealing two bracelets while on 
bail from Clocktower Cards in the 
Toll Clock on 20th July.

Sentence was deferred on the new 
charge for four months.

Moon view
With the help of Shetland Astro-
nomical Society, people in Lerwick 
will have the chance over the next 
two months to obtain their first view 
of the moon through a telescope.

The astronomers of Shetland will 
be helping the public to observe the 
moon on the nights of October 24th 
and November 21st as part of the 
Autumn Moonwatch Week, which 
forms part of the UK celebration of 
the Year of Astronomy (IYA 2009). 
The events will take place in the 
Shetland Museum.

Spokesman Reg Hussey said: 
“Even a modest telescope or pair of 
binoculars gives a spectacular view 
of the moon and it makes it easy to 
see the craters, mountain chains and 
lava-filled basins that dominate the 
lunar landscape.”

More information can be found at 
www.shetlandastrosoc.org.uk

Billy Fox, chairman of Sustainable Shetland
This poll justifies what we have been saying for some time, namely that the majority of 
Shetland residents do not support the Viking Energy windfarm. It shows that less than one 
in three of Shetland residents support the project with the level of opposition in some areas 
running as high as 77 per cent. This contradicts Viking Energy’s claim that this is a community-
backed project with majority support, a claim they were making to Holyrood MSPs as short 
a time ago as November 2008. 

The supplementary questions endorse our concerns in regard to conflicts of interests, with 
61 per cent believing that councillors cannot properly represent their interests while acting 
as trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust. This places our councillors in a position where they 
must now, despite being part developers through the Shetland Charitable Trust, follow their 
elected responsibilities and comply with the wishes of their constituents. They must reject 
the planning proposal and call for a local public inquiry, only by doing so will democracy 
prevail in the islands. 

Significantly, regardless of age group or area, the poll indicates a majority view that this 
windfarm will have a negative visual impact on the islands. There is also a majority view 
that it will be harmful to the environment.

Allan Wishart, project co-ordinator for Viking Energy
I was rather pleasantly surprised by the results of the poll. Claims were made earlier 
in the year by Sustainable Shetland that 80 per cent of the population were opposed to 
the project. Either that figure was hugely exaggerated or then many people have changed 
their views as a result of growing awareness of the impact of climate change and concerns 
about energy security – the rate at which we are using up reserves of coal, gas and oil 
with much of those reserves in countries that may not always be friendly. There is also a 
growing awareness in Shetland that our financial future has to be secured.

Messages have come out of the poll that have to be listened to. The size of 
the project is clearly a big issue and that is something that could possibly change 
as we continue discussions with consultees such as Scottish Natural Heritage, the 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency and others. Much will also depend on the 
cost of the interconnector to the mainland. Ultimately the Scottish Government will 
decide on all the issues and consider every aspect of the project before making a final 
decision.

It is interesting that the younger generation is much more supportive with 52 per cent in 
favour and only 28 per cent opposed. That is very encouraging.

Windfarm supporters speak out
By JOHN ROBERTSON

A new group has emerged to speak 
out in favour of the Viking Energy 
windfarm and challenge “mis-
information and scare stories”.

Windfarm Supporters is a loose 
group of islanders who have come 
together at the eleventh hour as 
a counterweight to opponents of 
the windfarm, notably Sustainable 
Shetland, which has run a well-
organised campaign since March 
last year. 

The group will try to persuade 
people to voice their support for 
the windfarm to the SIC and the 
Scottish government. One of its 
first actions will be to voice support 
for the planning application at the 
four public hearings being hosted 
by Shetland Islands Council next 
week.

The membership includes suc-
cessful businessmen like salmon 
farming pioneer Gibbie Johnson 
of Vidlin, Bob Spanswick of Delta 
Marine and shopkeeper Harry 
Jamieson. Other well-known names 
include distinguished architect 
Richard Gibson, naturalist and 
author Laughton Johnston, musician 
and instrument-maker Kenny 
Johnson, ex-council vice-convener 
Jeemie Smith from Sandwick and 
Burra and Trondra community 
council chairman Bobby Hunter.

They are adamant the group is 
not a front for Viking Energy, 
although it formed shortly after 
people had contacted the company 
wishing to support the project 
and were brought together for a 
meeting in Lerwick. Criticism of 
its origins has already been levelled 
at it with Sustainable Shetland 
chairman Billy Fox yesterday dis-
missing it as being “orchestrated” 
by Viking Energy.

One of the group’s eight spokes-
men, former Shetland Times 
journalist Chris Bunyan, who works 
for the health service, explained 
that about two dozen people had 
met at the Solarhus last month. “We 
agreed to meet the following week 
and we agreed from that point on 
we would have no connections with 
Viking Energy at all. We’re not 
financed by Viking Energy. We 
aren’t involved in any way now 
although we will be in touch with 
them because we have a list of 

questions that we think the public 
are wanting answers to.”

He said people would need to be 
“fairly paranoid” to see the group 
as some kind of plot by Viking 
Energy and declared he would 
not be involved if he felt it was a 
front for the company. “You either 
take at face value what myself and 
the group are saying or if you want 
to think we’re lying then we are 
never going to convince you 
otherwise.”

The group emerged as results 
from The Shetland Times opinion 
poll showed 31 per cent of the adult 
population in favour of the Viking 
Energy windfarm. It will be hoping 
to win over the substantial 21 per 
cent who have yet to make up their 
minds and perhaps make inroads 
into the 48 per cent who stated in 
the poll that they were against the 
development. Mr Fox and Viking 
Energy project co-ordinator Allan 
Wishart give their views of the poll 
below.

Mr Bunyan said everyone in 
Windfarm Supporters was agreed it 
was important for Shetland to try to 
“get this project to work”. “It’s a 
group of people who for sometimes 
quite different reasons have come 
together with one thing that we 
agree on – that we would support a 
commercial windfarm with com-
munity ownership.”

In a letter (see Our Readers’ 
Views) the group states: “It is vital 
for Shetland’s future that the 

scheme is not lost or taken over by 
another company without com-
munity ownership and with less 
regard for local concerns. This 
might be our only chance.”

The windfarm plan belongs to 
the Viking Energy Partnership, 
formed between the Shetland 
Charitable Trust-controlled comp-
any Viking Energy and power 
giants Scottish and Southern Ener-
gy.

Windfarm Supporters’ letter is 
signed by 32 people and sets out 
some of the reasons why they 
support the windfarm and the 
money it could earn for the com-
munity. These include:
● Ensuring Shetland can keep its 

standard of living as oil fund 
reserves erode;
● Preventing depopulation 

caused by young people seeking 
work, as happened in the days 
before the oil boom;
● Doing Shetland’s bit to combat 

climate change and exploit its 
natural resources;
● Encouraging other renewable 

industries to come to Shetland.
Generally, the older generation 

is stereotyped as being against 
change but for one of the group’s 
spokesmen, Gibbie Johnson, now 
approaching his 79th birthday, the 
change he opposes is not turbines 
but a return to the bad old days 
when Shetland was a poverty-
stricken backwater and its young 
people had little choice but to leave. 

He said yesterday the windfarm 
revenue would prevent that. 

“My main concern is that I can 
mind what like it was back in the 
1950s and 1960s when there was no 
work. Everybody was even blyde to 
get a day’s casting [peats] or a day 
at mowing hay or anything because 
there was just no work available. 

“I don’t want it to go back to that 
again – not that it will make any 
odds to me – but to the bairns and 
grandbairns and all the rest. I think 
it would be a disaster when they 
have the opportunity for such a 
wonderful source of money. 

“Shetland needs the money to 
keep up the standard of living that 
we’ve all gotten used to: care 
centres, leisure centres, the whole 
lot.”

While he said he had no concerns 
about the Viking Energy plan, he 
wondered why environmental cam-
paigners were not raising a fuss 
about Total’s proposed gas plant at 
Sullom Voe which will require 
hundreds of thousands of square 
metres of peat to be dug out of 
the hill, resulting in zero carbon 
payback and contributing to global 
warming from burning gas.

A criticism which will come 
Windfarm Supporters’ way is that 
few of the signatories to its letter 
would have to look out on an array 
of turbines from their homes, 
although those who live in the north 
or west would drive through them 
regularly. Farmer John Sutherland 

of Voe, known as John a’ Dale, is 
one of the group’s spokesmen who 
would see turbines in the distance 
out the front and the back of his 
house. He said: “Is it better looking 
at the windmills or in 50 years’ time 
somebody will be looking at social 
deprivation?”

He admitted to a vested interest 
in the windfarm because some 
turbines are intended to go on 
council-owned croft land for which 
he is the tenant and would receive 
an annual payment for. But he said 
his main concern was for the 
welfare of Shetland and future 
employment.

While only around 50 jobs will 
be tied up in the windfarm, he 
believes Viking Energy’s forecast 
of £31 million a year income to the 
community would save hundreds of 
jobs that exist today, particularly in 
the council, which will not 
otherwise be afforded in the future, 
along with the extra services that 
are going to be required, such as 
more care homes.

A phenomenon which the group 
believes has not been well 
publicised is what has happened in 
communities which now have 
windfarms but were hostile to the 
prospect beforehand. Mr Bunyan 
said similar fears to those in the 
Viking Energy debate had been 
raised in some of these communities, 
such as the threat of bird strikes and 
peat slides, but when he toured 
windfarm areas in his role as a 
Walls and Sandness community 
councillor he discovered almost 
without exception that those fears 
had been forgotten.

Sustainable Shetland has been 
there all the way, challenging 
Viking Energy’s claims. Mr Fox 
was “quite happy” about the arrival 
of a rival pressure group and said he 
was interested to see what sort of 
support it gets. 

He said quite a few of the names 
among the signatories stood to gain 
financially from the windfarm and 
so far their main argument was 
based on the financial benefits, 
which he said were questionable. 
He wanted to know whether the 
group would still back the windfarm 
if the community share of ownership 
fell through or, if they were then to 
object to it, on what grounds?

People attending the four public meetings about the Viking Energy windfarm next week should turn up 
ready to voice their views. The consultations, organised by Shetland Islands Council, will simply involve 
recording what people want to say.

The council confirmed that the sessions in Brae, Aith, Dunrossness and Lerwick would not be in the form 
of a debate or question and answer forum. Instead, those who attend will be asked to express their views, 
which will be transcribed by minute-takers and also taped.

SIC head of legal services Jan Riise said the record would be shown to the planning department to 
scrutinise for new material that it has not already taken into account in assessing the windfarm application. 
The transcript will then form part of the papers submitted to the government’s energy consents unit, which 
is handling the planning process for Scottish ministers.

The group campaigning against the windfarm, Sustainable Shetland, called for a show of hands each 
night to give a clear indication of opinion at each meeting as to whether councillors should support or reject 
the windfarm application. 

Vice-chairman Kevin Learmonth said a vote was necessary because not everyone is comfortable speaking 
at a meeting. “At least a show of hands and a careful count gives everyone the opportunity to participate.”

Urging people to attend and express their opinions, he said: “All people need to say is ‘I oppose this 
windfarm and the council should oppose it too’.”

The meetings are on Monday in the Brae hall, Tuesday at Aith hall, Dunrossness hall at Boddam on 
Wednesday and Lerwick Town Hall on Thursday, all starting at 6.30pm. 

(Continued from front page)
dioxide emissions for electricity use increased 
from a total of 57,000 tonnes to 58,000 tonnes 
year-on-year to 2007, comparing unfavourably 
with a fall from 6,524,000 tonnes to 
6,440,000 tonnes in Scotland on the whole. 
The average Shetlander emits 2.64 tonnes 
of carbon dioxide through his/her use of 
domestic electricity each year, according to 
the statistics.

On the other hand, carbon dioxide emis-
sions caused by industrial and commercial 
electricity use are estimated to have fallen by 
nearly eight per cent, from 55,000 tonnes to 
51,000, in the same time period. Figures for 
carbon dioxide pollution from petrol and 
diesel to fuel cars and other vehicles have been 
fairly stable, totalling 47,000 tonnes in 2007 
– an average of 2.14 tonnes per islander.

Carbon reduction officer for the amenity 
trust Harriet Bolt said the report’s findings 
reaffirmed the importance of urgently reducing 
our carbon emissions: “Obviously our local 
climate and rural landscape leads to increased 
energy use through heating and transport, but 
other island communities such as Orkney and 
the Western Isles had much lower emissions 
per capita than us. 

“Shetland had the highest percentage rise 
in emissions from the domestic sector over the 
whole of the UK, and reductions need to be 
made across our whole community, including 
industry.”

But Isles MSP Tavish Scott questioned the 
study’s findings. “I just don’t believe it,” he 

said. “It’s hard to imagine that our level of 
emissions is as high as this report indicates. It 
must be that rural and isolated areas are more 
difficult to monitor and accurately access than 
big areas like Glasgow and Dunfermline.

“I would hope that local energy bodies 
would have a good look at this and test its 
accuracy, for example the new renewables 
group. If this report is used in terms of 
government policy, I’d be concerned that it 
might give the wrong impression of our 
islands and lead to bad policy decisions over 
transport, housing and the economy.”

The study suggests that, while aggregate 
changes in land use in Scotland have cut 
carbon emissions, in Shetland the figure rose 
from 175,000 to 177,000 tonnes of carbon 
dioxide emitted between 2006 and 2007. But 
those particular figures come with a strong 
health warning. Scientists admitted that while 
the numbers on land use change were accurate 
at a national level, “very little data is collected 
at local authority level”. 

The impact of changes in land use are 
measured annually by the Centre for Ecology 
and Hydrology (CEH) in Edinburgh to identify 
the extent to which afforestation removes 
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and the 
net loss or gain of carbon dioxide as a result 
of changes in soil.

CEH scientist Peter Levy said the numbers 
on land use were published as “an experimental 
step” but “we don’t expect them to be very 
accurate for any given local authority”, 
whereas “other sectors of the ... inventory are 

relatively easy to extrapolate to local authority 
level”. 

Regardless of the figures’ veracity, though, 
it seems clear that a wider debate on how best 
to tackle the isles’ environmental impact will 
have to happen before too long. SIC 
environment spokesman Jim Henry said: “The 
whole policy on energy in Shetland will have 
to be reviewed when we see what happens 
with the windmills and the existing power 
station.”

Mr Henry believes the climate, and the type 
of homes, are likely to explain the level of 
household carbon emissions and leaves the 
SIC with a “mammoth task” on its hands: 
“Compared with Norway, it has a pretty rough 
climate as well, but the insulation they have is 
a lot better than Shetland, and Scotland,” he 
said.

In light of the apparent increase in the 
amount of carbon being spewed into the air 
from domestic use, he agreed that more needed 
to be done so that people who were looking to 
insulate their homes, for instance, knew where 
to go. He pointed out that many homes were 
old-fashioned bungalows which were “fine 
enough houses” but “they stand alone and they 
don’t heat each other; we have a job on our 
hands to try and tackle that”. 

But Mr Henry rejected the suggestion that 
the introduction of a £300 fuel assistance grant 
for over 65s who no longer qualify for the 
charitable trust’s Christmas bonus would only 
encourage them to use more fuel rather than 
find more sustainable means of keeping their 

homes warm. “Most of the folk eligible for 
that are folk that are needing it.”

He told The Shetland Times: “Folk don’t 
know where to go or who to go to, there are so 
many people now involved in this. We have to 
try and get it nailed down to simple yes, no 
kind of answers. Folk are being pushed from 
pillar to post, we have to try and get that drawn 
together and get a driver for the whole lot. 

“The council has some staff working on it, 
there is money available [for insulation] but it 
is difficult to draw it all together. We’re 
intending to draw together a form, something 
that tells people where they can go, what they 
can and what they can’t get.”

Ms Bolt pointed out that there are plenty of 
projects like Carbon Reduction Shetland, 
three Powerdown officers and representatives 
from the SIC, Community Energy Scotland 
and the Energy Saving Trust all working to 
reduce emissions. “There is a lot of good 
advice and help available for those wishing to 
reduce their carbon footprint.” 

The debate comes amid growing clamour 
nationally and internationally for action on 
climate change ahead of the major UN climate 
change conference in Copenhagen in Dec-
ember. The SNP administration has set Scot-
land an ambitious target of reducing all 
greenhouse gas emissions by 42 per cent by 
2020 (and by 80 per cent by the middle of the 
century). Ministers have called on councils to 
play a major role, particularly in efforts to 
improve energy efficiency in homes.
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SIC has ‘mammoth task’ on its hands

Unst fire
Firefighters from Baltasound were 
called to a chimney fire in a house in 
Uyeasound, Unst, at around 8.10pm 
on Wednesday.

They put out the fire with a hose 
reel jet and were able to leave the 
scene around half an hour later.
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Duncan calls for referendum on 
windfarm for everyone over 12

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Maverick councillor Allison Duncan stirred 
up the Viking Energy windfarm controversy 
this week by calling for a referendum with 
everyone over the age of 12 voting to decide 
the fate of the project.

The Shetland South member, known as Da 
Flea, declared at a public meeting in Aith on 
Tuesday that the windfarm was “too big an 
issue” to be left to him and the 21 other 
councillors of Shetland Islands Council to 
decide upon for the community. 

He stood up to declare his concerns about 
the £800 million windfarm in front of around 
140 people in the hall, drawing resounding 
applause. 

He also revealed confidential new estimated 
costs for building the 150-turbine windfarm 
which in his view made it a bad investment for 
Shetland Charitable Trust. At a recent private 
seminar he said councillor-trustees were told 

by the trust’s partner in the venture, Scottish 
and Southern Energy, that £81m of trust funds 
would need to be invested.

The funds would be paid out in three 
phases of £27m over three years and the first 
financial return would only come in the third 
year, amounting to £6m. “That’s £81m, for 
me, down the tubes,” Mr Duncan told the 
meeting. When he became a councillor in 
2007 the quoted cost to the trust had been 
£46m.

After the meeting he admitted his referen-
dum idea had not won much favour among his 
council colleagues so far but if he got his way 
it would take place at an early date to decide 
the windfarm matter. “The sooner the better,” 
he said.

His intervention in the meeting was sur-
prising not just because councillors have 
tended to avoid voicing opinions on the wind-
farm publicly but because the four hearings 
staged by the council this week were intended 

purely for members of the public to express 
their views.

While his action in Aith was popular with 
the crowd it drew criticism from councillor 
Allan Wishart, who is employed as Viking 
Energy’s project co-ordinator. He said Mr 
Duncan’s figures were “wrong and mis-
leading” and he rebuked him for involving 
himself in a meeting intended purely to record 
the public’s views.

Mr Wishart said: “I think councillors’ role 
at these meetings is to sit and listen closely 
and take on board what is being said. I think 
he was wrong to stand up and get involved in 
it, especially when he got the figures wrong 
– divulging confidential information and he 
didn’t even get it right.”

He said it was effectively a breach of 
Scottish and Southern Energy’s trust in the 
charitable trust. Asked why such information 
should be kept from the public, Mr Wishart 
said commercial figures were usually only 

announced once they were “firmed up” and 
SSE would be keen to avoid giving rival 
energy companies an insight into its plans.

“They play these things close to their chest 
because they do have competitors out there 
who are looking at scrutinising everything and 
trying to learn something to their advantage.

“If you start throwing these things around 
in public, even with the greatest explanations 
in the world at some stage they are going to be 
misunderstood – as they were by Da Flea.”

He admitted the figure of £81m was tabled 
by SSE but said a profit of £6m was expected 
for the second year of the investment, not the 
third, and it would then rise by £6m each 
subsequent year. He said he would go and 
show Mr Duncan the figures from the actual 
flip chart used at the meeting. “He just didn’t 
get it right.”

The £81m figure was an estimate, Mr 
Wishart said, and like any project the real 

(Continued on page two)

THE audience listens intently at the Brae Hall on Monday, during the 
first of the week’s four meetings on the controversial Viking Energy 
windfarm. Photo: Dave Donaldson

 Meetings on Viking application show strong opposition from public  Councillor criticised for divulging confidential figures at Aith

Worker influx 
may harm 
tourist trade
The SIC is to look into ways of 
address ing a potentially chronic 
shortage of accommodation as the 
isles’ economy faces coping with 
hundreds of millions of pounds’ 
worth of major building projects 
which could go ahead before 2015.

A report before yesterday’s dev-
elop ment committee mentioned a 
host of projects which would require 
a colossal number of construction 
workers. They include Total’s new 
gas plan, the Mid Yell school, 
Mareel, Viking Energy’s windfarm, 
new Whalsay ferry terminals and 
hund reds of council houses.

Councillors voiced concern at the 
prospect of many of Shetland’s 
estimated 2,573 bed spaces (in 
hotels, B&Bs, guest houses, hostels 
and self-catering) being booked up 
for construction workers during 
busy tourist seasons for much of the 
next six years – particularly with the 
Hamefarin’ event next year and the 
hosting of the Tall Ships in 2011.

The report showed the projects 
would provide employment for 300 
to 600 workers every year between 
now and 2014, before construction 
was predicted to drop off. 

It is projected that the busiest 
years will be 2011 – when 500 will 
be employed at Sullom Voe alone – 
and 2013. In both years, a quarter of 
available accommodation will be 
swallowed up by construction work-
ers. Members have now requested a 
further study into how the council 
can help cope with the influx.

Shetland North member Alastair 
Cooper believed the report “drastic-
ally underestimates” the potential 
scope for overheating the local 
economy. He said council spending 
alone could account for £180 million 
or more and there was also normal 
commercial activity like house 
building and other private contracts 
to consider.

Lerwick South councillor Jon-
athan Wills suggested making it a 
planning condition that developers 
have to provide some of the required 
accommodation for work ers. Other-
wise, he suggested, Shetland could 
face “putting tourism on the back 
burner for a number of years”.

The problem, according to West 
Mainland councillor Frank Robert-
son, would be getting accurate 
figures from the various developers 
on how many staff they will need. 

He pointed out that when Sullom 
Voe was being built in the 1970s, a 
workers’ camp was erected at Firth 
to cope with 1,500 people. But it 
became apparent that there would be 
far in excess of that and a further 
1,800 had to be accommo dated in a 
separate camp at Toft.
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Times poll prompts 
demand for inquiry
One of the conservation groups 
that came out against the Viking 
Energy windfarm has urged the 
council to call a public inquiry 
into the proposed development 
in light of The Shetland Times 
opinion poll which showed 48 per 
cent of people were opposed 
to it, 31 per cent were in 
favour and 21 per cent were 
undecided.

The John Muir Trust, which 
owns and safeguards eight areas of 
“wild” land in Scotland, said it 
was concerned that the 18,700 
hectares of upland habitat earmarked 
to be built over with 150 turbines, 
each 145m high, 14 borrow pits a
nd 118km of roads included a signi-
ficant amount of “active blanket 
bog”.

The group claims that “any major 
disturbance of this fragile peat 
land will release significant amounts 

of stored carbon dioxide into the 
atmosphere”. 

Steven Turnbull, policy officer 
for the John Muir Trust, said: “This 
scheme will have a major effect on 
one of Scotland’s most special wild 
places. There is an unimaginable 
level of impact, unlike any predicted 
level the Trust has seen in other 
applications. 

“It is important the council listens 
to people’s opinions and makes it 
decision accordingly. While they are 
not the decision making body, a 
public local inquiry would be an 
opportunity to discuss all the 
issues. 

“An inquiry would not be the end 
of the scheme, but it would enable 
anyone with an interest to have their 
say. We hope the council will pay 
attention to people’s views at these 
meetings and make their decision 
accordingly.”

Flea says cable 
to cost £525m

(Continued from front page)
amounts involved in the windfarm would not 
be known until contracts were signed.

Mr Duncan also divulged that Scottish and 
Southern Energy now expected it would cost 
£525m for the seabed cable connecting the 
windfarm to the Scottish mainland, which is 
around twice the previous quoted estimates of 
£200-300m. “I can tell you the figure tonight 
because I asked,” he told the meeting.

However, the cost of the cable will not be 
borne by Viking Energy, ultimately being 
recovered from the nation’s electricity users 
through the normal tariff system. Mr Wishart 
said £500m had been mentioned before. He 
said what Viking Energy needed to find out 
was whether it will be charged for spare 
capacity in the cable, not taken up by the wind-
generated electricity being transmitted to the 
National Grid.

The Aith public hearing was the second of 
four council-run consultations held around the 
Mainland this week which were not expected 
to be particularly eventful after the council 
made it clear that they were strictly opinion-
recording exercises rather than open debates.

Hundreds have their say on windfarm 

By JOHN ROBERTSON & 
ROSALIND GRIFFITHS

People attending three public con-
sultation meetings on the Viking 
Energy windfarm this week deli-
vered a massive 79 per cent vote 
against the proposal. In total, 228 
people raised their hand against 
the 150-turbine windfarm while 
just 47 were in favour (16 per cent) 
and 12 undecided (four per cent).

The last in the series of four 
hearings staged by Shetland 
Islands Council was set to take 
place in Lerwick last night where 
another “No” vote was expected.

Viking Energy project co-
ordinator Allan Wishart yesterday 
denied that the strength of opposi-
tion at the meetings was a blow to 
the developers of the proposed 
150-turbine network. He said he 
had expected an unfavourable out-
come. “Those who are very oppo-
sed to it have attended well. I think 
there is a large majority out there 
who are keeping their judg ment to 
themselves at this stage.”

He added: “Nobody has come 
up with a viable alternative to the 
present proposal and doing nothing 
is not an option given climate 
change, the future of our energy 
supplies and the future of the 
Shetland community.”

The meetings were organised at 
the request of councillors to gather 
views as part of the process of 
helping the local authority decide 
next year whether it backs the 
planning bid. 

The views recorded during the 
meetings will also be sent on to the 
government’s energy consents unit 
which will advise Scottish min-
isters before they ultimately decide 
whether or not the windfarm 
should get permission. 

Around 350 people attended the 
meetings in Brae, Aith and Dun-
ross ness. The Lerwick meeting 
was competing with the annual 
careers convention.

One of the common complaints 
aired at the earlier meetings was 
the perceived lack of political 
repre sentation by councillors on 
behalf of the opponents of the 
wind farm plan. At Aith, Ian Sinc-
lair of Bixter referred to The 
Shetland Times opinion poll which 
found 48 per cent of adults in the 
islands against the project and just 
31 per cent in favour. He said the 
Electoral Commission had made it 
clear that councillors’ responsibil-
ities were to the people in their 

wards and therefore they must 
reflect the poll result and vote 
against the scheme.

One woman who spoke at the 
first two meetings, Pia Duernberger 
of Lunning, drew thunderous 
applause in Aith when she said it 
was “absolutely appalling” that it 
had taken six years for the council 
to provide a platform for the public 
to express their views. 

Debbie Hammond from Rea-
wick felt betrayed because she had 
been told categorically by a coun-
cillor that no planning application 
for the windfarm would be sub-
mitted until after the Shetland 
public had been consulted. She 
also took great exception to Scot-
tish and Southern Energy chief 
executive Ian Marchant effectively 
holding a gun to the community’s 
head in stating that somebody else 
might be brought into the windfarm 
venture if the Viking Energy 
partnership fell. 

On Monday at Brae many spoke 
about the conflict of interest coun-
cillors have being on Shetland 
Charitable Trust, which controls 
half the windfarm partnership. 
Some called their dual roles “un-
tenable”. Charlie Gallagher from 
Sullom got loud applause when he 
said you could not “sail under two 
masters”.

While councillors endured a 
rough ride at the meetings they 
generally maintained their silence 
in the face of the criticism. At Aith 
on Tuesday, SIC executive director 
Gordon Greenhill explained that 
councillors who might have to take 
part in the hearing on the applica-
tion were in a difficult situation 
because they could not express a 
view on the project.

A show of hands was allowed 
each night by the chairwoman, 
deputy chief executive Hazel 
Sutherland, which the council had 
previously said would not take 
place. In Brae the vote was 58-18 
against the windfarm with five 
people undecided and a number of 
others who did not vote.

In Aith a sea of hands showed 
110 people against to 15 in favour 
and three undecided. Those who 
had voted the previous night were 
asked not to do so again. At the 
hall in Boddam on Wednesday 
night the vote was again strongly 
opposed with 60 hands raised agai-
nst, 14 for and four undecided.

Some conflict might have been 
anticipated during the meetings 
when two diametrically opposed 

A set of eight postcard-style illustrations has been produced by 
artist Mike Finnie showing the size of one of Viking Energy’s 
turbines against well-known landmarks, including Sumburgh 
Head, the Taj Mahal and, in this one, Lerwick Town Hall and 
the Esplanade. The height to the tip of the turbine blade is 145 
metres (476 feet). Mr Finnie said yesterday he was “still not 
sure” what way he was leaning in the big debate, being pro-
windfarm but harbouring concerns about the Viking project.

 Opinions will be reflected in planning report 

 Councillors urged to heed opponents’ voice

sides put forward their views on 
what has been a bitterly contested 
issue, but although the new Wind-
farm Supporters’ group was heavily 
outnumbered by windfarm oppon-
ents and Sustainable Shetland sup-
porters, each side showed respect in 
allowing the other to make its views 
known without interference.

Many who recorded their opin-
ions repeated well-aired concerns 
over the size, the emphasis on mak-
ing money, the effects of peat 
extraction, digging big quarries and 
driving roads into the hills. 

A lot of people questioned whe-
ther the windfarm would help 
combat climate change or make it 
worse due to all the peat being 
disturbed. Another issue coming to 
the fore was the turbines’ potential 
effect on health due to low-frequency 
vibration and the flicker effect from 
sun shining through the blades.

At Brae over 100 people turned 
up from as far away as Unst to air 
their views. Some who spoke out in 
favour included Sullom resident 
Stuart Balfour who said Shetland 
should make the “sacrifice” of 

having the windfarm for the sake of 
the under-fives. “We have a global 
resource here. It’s not Shetland’s 
resource. The threat [of climate 
change] is too significant to ignore, 
we have to make sacrifices.”

Other supporters spoke of the 
economic opportunities it offered – 
there had been very little in the 
1960s. Kenny Johnson of the new 
group Windfarm Supporters said: “If 
there was oil beneath the Kames we 
wouldn’t be having this debate.”

Tony Erwood of Lunna House 
said most of the opposition seemed 
to be about visual impact. He refuted 
the argument that disturbing peat to 
build the windfarm would release 
carbon, saying that it was mainly 
released through burning. “Climate 
change is serious, real and Shetland’s 
carbon footprint is awful. The 
windfarm is a complete no-brainer 
– go ahead and embrace it.”

Those against the windfarm all 
said they were in favour of wind 
power but this scheme was, in the 
words of Jim Mainland, “far too big, 
far too destructive and far too 
divisive”.

Margaret Roberts from Gluss 
said she was “conflicted” about the 
issue and called for a public 
inquiry.

Ian Tait of Brae said the 
“smoke screen” of renewable ener-
gy was to mitigate the fact Shetland 
could not live within its means and 
should not sell out to a “snake oil 
salesman” for big bucks.

It was no surprise that the Aith 
meeting was also dominated by 
opponents, the West Side having 
been the most vocal part of Shet-
land since the start of the debate.

Dave Hammond, one of the 
Sustainable Shetland organisers, 
warned that people did not want to 
live in a windfarm. “My fear is it 
will trigger depopulation,” he said. 
Malcolm Ferguson believed the 
opposite. “I really believe without 
it Shetland will not be sustain-
able.”

Jim Nicolson of Aith admitted 
to early doubts about the Aith 
lifeboat pier wind turbine, which 
was plain for everyone to see in the 
distance as they arrived for the 
meeting. But it was only on a 
15-metre pole, he said, one-sixth 
the height of the turbine columns 
proposed by Viking Energy. 

He criticised Viking for “scare-
mongering” that Shetland might 
be set back to the 1950s if it shun-
ned the proposal. He believed that 
other opportunities would come 
along.

Cliff Sutherland of Gruting 
warned of potential landslides 
from digging into the peat on the 
hills, fearing that heavy rain could 
cause an Aberfan-style disaster, 
evoking the Welsh disaster of 1966 
which claimed 144 lives when 
the slag heap from a coal mine 
slid down the mountainside and 
smothered the village.

Among the objections from 
James Mackenzie of Tresta were 
the proximity of turbines to houses, 
particularly to the famous Halfway 
House at the Kames which would 
have three turbines within one 
kilometre. “To me that is gross 
insensitivity,” he said. “Govern-
ment policy is against turbines 
within two kilometres.” 

Contributions from two people 
with real experience of living next 
to a windfarm made a change from 
all the theory being expounded by 
others, for and against. Rosemary 
and Pete Macklin of Tingwall live 
less than a mile from the turbines 
at Burradale.

Mrs Macklin spoke of how she 
first became aware of the noise one 
night when she thought an air 
ambulance was coming in to land 
at the nearby airport. But the sound 
never got louder or went away. 

Once she realised what it was she 
could not sleep. Her husband said 
they now woke up to the sound of 
whishing, not the birds singing 
outside.

Chris Bunyan of Gruting, a 
prominent member of Windfarm 
Supporters, said the biggest threat 
to wildlife was not the windfarm 
but global warming which was 
already causing death and drought 
in parts of the world while we 
continued to live very nicely. 
Shetland had some of the biggest 
pollution emissions in the UK, as 
revealed by The Shetland Times 
last week, and the best wind re-
source to help tackle the problem. 

Laughton Johnson supported 
the scheme if it was made smaller 
by removing some turbines from 
near houses but to reject it out of 
hand would be like “turning down 
another Sullom”. He said: “We 
should not throw the baby out with 
the bathwater.”

Adam Priest, an Unst man 
living in Nesting, called for the 
council to seek an agreement or 
partnership with Total to become 
involved in its forthcoming gas 
terminal next to the Sullom Voe 
Terminal, which could handle gas 
worth a massive £4 billion a year.

Speaking as a chartered engin-
eer, he questioned some of the 
prac ticalities of the windfarm con-
struction, particularly installing all 
the turbines on the hilltops in just 
a couple of years. He warned the 
project could “end up in bridg ing 
loan hell” with debts mounting up 
due to con struction problems.

Jim Tait from Walls said the 
investment sums quoted by coun-
cillor Allison Duncan (see separate 
story) were “absolutely crazy” and 
he poured scorn on the notion that 
Shetlanders would return to wear-
ing rivvlins on their feet and 
sheepskins on their backs if they 
said “No” to the windfarm. His 
hope lies perhaps a bit further 
down the timeline with wave and 
tidal power which Shetland could 
exploit using its network of 
harbours, piers and tugs.

Mr Tait voiced frustration at the 
lack of representation of oppon-
ents’ views by councillors, some of 
whom had been “sitting on the 
fence for so long they must be 
getting a fair old mett in their 
backside by now”.

Colin Black from Lerwick 
called for Viking and Sustainable 
Shetland to get together and work 
something out for the benefit of 
Shetland instead of arguing and 
causing division in the community. 
Despite his sentiments, it is most 
likely that the bitter debate will roll 
on for a long time yet.
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Food festival hails quality of produce

CELEBRITY chef George McIvor and island games golden girl Emma Leask teamed up to win the “Ready Steady Shetland” 
cooking competition at the Shetland Food Festival. Full story on pages 20 and 21. Photo: Dave Donaldson

Irish firm disputes decision by
council to end school contract

By NEIL RIDDELL
The SIC is in dispute with building contractor O’Hare and 
McGovern over its decision to walk away from an agreement 
with the Irish firm to build the new Anderson High School, 
which could lead to a multi-million pound lawsuit.

After the decision to switch from the Knab site to the lower 
Staney Hill was taken in early September, SIC executive 
director of education Hazel Sutherland stated that either party 
had been free to walk away from the deal at any time – a 
stance reasserted by head of legal services Jan Riise this 
week.

But the company’s managing director Eamon O’Hare 
disputes that position and believes his company has a deal to 
build the school regardless of where in Lerwick it is to be 
located. The SIC says it has not severed ties with O’Hare and 

McGovern entirely because the firm will be entitled to apply 
for the tender to build at the lower Staney Hill like any other 
building company. 

When the school was to be sited at the Knab, the 
construction contract was expected to cost somewhere in the 
region of £40 million from an overall £49m budget. A total 
of £5.6m has now been spent on the project, up to £2m of 
which is understood to have been paid to O’Hare and 
McGovern for work they have carried out on the project since 
September 2007.

Rumours circulating that O’Hare & McGovern were on a 
substantial monthly retainer over the summer while an 
independent review was carried out have been repeatedly 
scotched by both parties. The council main tains that the early 
contractor involvement (ECI) basis upon which O’Hare and 
McGovern were employed meant the contract could be 

severed without any cash, beyond that for which work had 
been carried out, being handed over.

The Irish firm had been just days away from getting on site 
at the Knab before councillors’ last-minute decision in late 
June to order a rethink. That prompted Mr O’Hare to express 
“gross” disappointment that his company was being caught 
up in political wrangling. He also suggested members’ about-
turn had been prompted by “misinformation” from some 
councillors. 

Mr O’Hare said this week that, as far as he was concerned, 
the company’s position was quite simple: “We still have a 
contract with the SIC to build a school for them. It has always 
been our understanding that we had the contract to build the 
school anywhere in Lerwick – some of the council officials 
would have agreed with that.”

(Continued on page two)

 O’Hare and McGovern insists it has a binding deal to build  Site move to Staney Hill may end in large compensation claim

Windfarm plans 
revised by Viking
A conclusion to the wind farm 
debate is no closer after Viking 
Energy revised plans to its 
controversial design, forcing 
councillors to delay their decision 
by at least four months.

 Full story, page 5

Clark decision 
may be next week
A resolution to the independent 
investigation into allegations 
that SIC chief executive David 
Clark threatened a councillor with 
violence should be reached early 
next week when a five person 
investigation group presents its 
findings to the full council.

 Full story, page 6

Flugga whisky 
hits the shelves
Scotland’s most northern 
whisky distillery could soon be 
in Shetland with the news that 
Canadian investors are looking 
to back the venture, as the first 
bottles of Muckle Flugga hit the 
shelves.

 Full story, page 8

Whalsay ferry 
damages Laxo pier
The Whalsay ferry Linga 
destroyed part of the Laxo pier 
when she crashed into the wooden 
structure on Wednesday, due to a 
suspected electrical fault onboard 
the vessel.

 Full story, page 13

Charity trek by 
Virkie youngster
Ten-year-old Yoel Howard from 
the Virkie has walked around 
Shetland to raise money for the 
Haemophilia Society, of which 
he and his siblings are registered 
members. 

 Full story, page 17

Rugby team 
trounces Peterhead
The Shetland rugby team got their 
season on track at the fifth time 
of asking on Saturday with a 91-0 
thrashing of visitors Peterhead, 
with a double hat-trick of tries by 
Nathan Coote.

 Full story, page 52

Electric Blanket Special - Friday & Saturday Only 



The Shetland Times, Friday, 9th October, 2009  5

Four month delay for windfarm 
ruling after feedback from public

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Councillors’ big decision on the 
Viking Energy windfarm is to be 
delayed by at least four months due 
to the company’s decision to 
respond to critics and revise the 
controversial design.

Shetland Islands Council was 
due to give its ruling on the £800 
million proposal at a special 
meeting on Thursday, 5th November 
but Viking Energy announced this 
week it wanted to add new 
information into its planning 
application.

Viking said it wished to respond 
to “particular issues” raised by the 
Shetland community and the 
various bodies which have been 
consulted about the 150-turbine 
windfarm. The company is pre-
paring an addendum which it 
expects to have ready for sub-
mission “in the turn of the year”. 

Viking Energy project co-
ordinator Allan Wishart confirmed 
the rethink could include moving 
some turbines and cutting down on 
the total in a bid to address the 
overwhelming concern coming 
from the community, which has 
been about visual impact.

He said: “The prime reason for 
this delay is to try to take account of 
everything that has been said. We 
won’t satisfy everybody but can 
maybe move closer to it because 
after all it is a community project.

“I personally feel that there will 
have to be changes to the layout, to 
the design. There is the option to 
move turbines, to remove turbines. 
But at the end of the day the 
backstop is the whole project has to 
be commercially viable. 

“This is going to take a couple of 
months to fit together so we are not 
at the stage to say what the outcome 
might mean.”

Mr Wishart said turbines which 
produced greater power were now 
on the market and turbine efficiency 
had improved by around 10 per 
cent, which could mean fewer units 
could still produce the planned-for 
output of 540 MegaWatts.

Once Viking has submitted its 
addendum the revised windfarm 
application will require a further 
28-day consultation period. The 
new information will then have to 
be analysed by the council planning 
service.

SIC planning development 
manager John Holden estimated it 
could take until March at the earliest 
to bring the updated and revised 
report before a special meeting of 
the council.

Viking’s extension request has 
been agreed by the government’s 
energy consents unit in Glasgow 
which is in charge of the windfarm 
application process with SIC 
planning doing the nitty-gritty work 
on its behalf. 

Despite the huge amount of work 
involved Mr Holden said his staff 
had been on target to deliver their 
report to councillors to decide upon 
next month, including the results of 
the four public hearings last week 
at which the feeling was over-
whelmingly against the windfarm. 

Viking Energy’s addendum 
changes will also try to defuse the 
concerns about the windfarm 
expressed by statutory bodies, 
including Scottish Natural Heritage, 
the Scottish Environmental Pro-
tection Agency and the RSPB. 
Strong opposition was also voiced 
by Shetland Amenity Trust and 
some community councils.

Mr Wishart said the addendum 
would take some time and it would 

be difficult to reconcile conflicting 
interests. He explained that 
changing one turbine to address a 
particular concern, such as a bird 
flight path, could give rise to fresh 
concerns for different reasons, 
perhaps due to archaeology or the 
potential effect on water courses.

A Viking Energy statement read: 
“The new information available 
and the new responses of consultees 
resulting from revisions to the 
environmental statement will allow 
the council to make a fully informed 
recommendation to the Scottish 
ministers.”

Meanwhile, Shetland’s partner 
in the proposed windfarm, Scottish 
and Southern Energy, is set for a 
boost with the reported agreement 
of a European Union grant of 
£68.9m towards its cable system for 
carrying power to and from 
Shetland and other renewable 
power sources off the north-east of 
Scotland. 

According to unconfirmed 
reports, SSE hopes to build a 
transmission hub which would be 
attached to the interconnector cable 
linking Shetland and the National 
Grid. It would allow power from 
sources such as offshore wind farms 

and wave power in the Pentland 
Firth to reach the mainland. The 
cable would also allow the power to 
be returned to the islands when the 
wind turbines are not producing.

The funding from the European 
Economic Recovery Programme is 
expected to be confirmed soon once 
the EU’s recommendation is 
approved by the UK government. 

The application to lay a cable 
through Weisdale and Kergord and 
build an electricity converter station 
was submitted by SSE’s subsidiary 
company Scottish Hydro Electric 
Transmission Limited in July. The 
latest reported cost estimate is 
£525m. SIC planners have been 
aiming to put the application before 
the planning board next month but 
only if a few outstanding issues can 
be cleared up. 

The Viking Energy proposal was 
aired in the Scottish Parliament last 
week when MSPs held a debate on 
energy. A former Labour govern-
ment minister voiced his support 
for the Shetland proposal, predicting 
that the windfarm would go ahead 
even if the community ended its 
involvement in the partnership.

Peter Peacock, a Highlands and 
Islands MSP, said the windfarm 
plan would help not just Shetland 
but the rest of Scotland become 
carbon neutral. He said the joint 
venture was “astutely negotiated, as 
we would expect from 
Shetlanders”.

Mr Peacock told fellow MSPs: 
“Shetland has an enormous 
opportunity that I hope it can take. 
It if does not do that in partnership 
with Viking Energy, as is the current 
proposal, I predict confidently that 
the proposals will become a purely 
private project and the community 
might not have the same opportunity 
to access long-term revenue 
streams. 

“I hope that the community can 
find a way forward to help itself, to 
help us as a nation to meet our 
targets, to be as bold as it was in the 
1970s in grasping that opportunity 
and in seeking to address as many 
of the legitimate concerns as 
possible.”

Mr Peacock was disappointed 
that the government had refused 
permission for the giant windfarm 
in Lewis, which he said was “a lost 
economic opportunity, not only for 
the local community but for the 
nation as a whole”.

The chairman of the parliament’s 
economy, energy and tourism 
committee, Iain Smith, the Lib Dem 
MSP for North-east Fife, said action 
was needed from the UK govern-
ment to change the “ludicrous” 
regime for charging for electricity 
transmitted from production areas 
to the National Grid.

Mr Smith said it actively 
discouraged decentralised power 
generation and renewables: “It is 
simply unacceptable for generators 
in the north of the UK to be charged 
£190m to access the grid, while 
those in the south are actually paid 
£140m to do so.

“The vested interests of National 
Grid and the large generating 
companies who want to see the 
maintenance of a charging regime 
designed to support a centralised 
system of large thermal power 
stations, including nuclear, must be 
challenged.”

He told the parliament it was 
apparently cheaper for the French 
to send power to England than to 
send it from Scotland.

Responding during the debate, 
Scottish energy minister Jim Mather 
said the SNP government continued 
to press for a fairer scheme and he 
endorsed Mr Smith’s description of 
the existing system as ludicrous, 
discriminatory and unacceptable.

 Viking preparing 
addendum for New Year

 Total number of 
turbines could be cut

A Viking Energy illustration of the turbines proposed at North Nesting.

Calls for 
public say

Pilot study is ‘using a sledgehammer to crack a nut’

Should the public be allowed to 
speak at meetings of Shetland 
Islands Council and vote in regular 
referendums on important issues?

Councillor Jonathan Wills 
believes these ideas and a host of 
others should be considered by his 
colleagues in an attempt to make 
local government more democratic 
and less disaster prone.

Controversially, he has also 
called for the elected office-bearers 
to be reconfirmed half way through 
the five-year council term, which, 
if it was already a rule, would see 
convener Sandy Cluness, vice-
convener Josie Simpson and the 
chairs and vice-chairs of the big 
committees facing re-election by 
their colleagues next month. 

Dr Wills said he did not see the 
idea as revolutionary or an attack 
on those currently holding those 
paid positions. For the concept of 
allowing members of the public to 
become involved in meetings he 
envisaged sessions of five to 10 
minutes being offered on issues of 
interest.

He said the recent debate over 
the Anderson High School had 
shown there was an extraordinary 
level of interest in local democracy. 
“It’s alive and well and we should 
foster it.”

Dr Wills’ manifesto for change 
was first tabled in April to the audit 
and scrutiny committee in the hope 
of stimulating discussion. So far 
that debate has not taken place and 
his colleagues have proved 
backwards in coming forwards with 
their own blueprints for 
restructuring.

With Dr Wills’ foe, the new chief 
executive Dave Clark, on holiday, 
the committee decided on 
Wednesday to postpone its regular 
discussion on the issue of council 
governance. But Dr Wills was 
unhappy with the delay, saying: “It 
seems more urgent than ever that 
we find out whether we are running 
this council properly.”

Chairwoman Florence Grains 
agreed with Dr Wills’ desire to have 
an early debate and encouraged 
members to come forward with 
their views. 

One of the issues he said needed 
to be sorted out now was whether 
the SIC needed a full-time deputy 
to the chief executive, which he 
thought it did. 

Other changes proposed in his 
previous paper included the 
dismantling of super-departments 
to recreate the old more-manageable 
units, such as education, social care 
and housing, each with their own 
committee of councillors.

Ironically, another suggestion 
was to improve media relations, a 
process which Mr Clark decided to 
put in train as soon as he became 
chief executive.

By RYAN TAYLOR
Councillors fell out on Tuesday 
over a proposed pilot study which 
could help curb anti-social be-
haviour, with one member de-
scribing the move as “using a 
sledgehammer to crack a nut”.

The council voted narrowly, by 
10 votes to seven, in favour of 
submitting a bid to the Scottish 
Government by in the hope it might 
match fund £10,000 from the anti-
social behaviour budget to run the 
scheme at the Staney Hill in 
Lerwick.

Known as “participatory budget-
ing”, the project directly involves 
local groups and individuals, allow-
ing them to take direct responsibility 
in the development and renewal of 
their own neighbourhoods. If 
Shetland’s bid is successful, resi-
dents will be able to allocate 
budgets for new services and 
budgets in a democratic fashion.

Head of environmental health 
Maggie Dunne told the infra-
structure committee meeting that 
the scheme had been worthwhile 
down south, and could prove a 
useful tool in the isles.

“Participatory budgeting has 
been tried across the UK and found 
to be effective in tackling 
communities that are splitting up or 
addressing issues and bringing 

together groups that are normally 
excluded,” she said.

However, concerns were raised 
that the project would be more 
suited to larger urban areas down 
south. Convener Sandy Cluness 
said the council and police should 
be able to combat any problems 
without running a pilot study.

“I’m not going to oppose this, 
but I have a feeling these pilot 
schemes are more for much larger 
areas than Lerwick,” Mr Cluness 
said.

“We should be able to solve our 
difficulties within a local area by 
having a close connection with the 
community, the community council 
and local residents’ groups. If there 
is anti social behaviour we 
hopefully have ways of dealing 
with that.”

Alistair Cooper thought the 
council had a poor record for 
dealing with anti social behaviour. 
The authority was guilty of housing 
vulnerable people without offering 
them proper support afterwards. 
“We need to be more sensitive to 
the needs of the community,” he 
said.

Betty Fullerton agreed with Mr 
Cluness that the council should 
handle its own problems, although 
she insisted she was in favour of 
helping communities to help 

gloomy prognosis” around the 
table, adding there was “a lot to 
commend” the study.

“We should deal with anti social 
behaviour effectively, but we don’t, 
and here’s a way of doing it,” Mr 
Wishart said. Seconding Mrs Miller, 
he said there would be “a lot of 
changes” in Staney Hill when up to 
200 new houses were built in the 
area.

“It’s a very appropriate area. 
There is a very active community 
association there. If we don’t try 
anything we’re being very 
negative,” Mr Wishart said.

Staney Hill was chosen as a 
possible location after some 
residents aired concerns about 
unruly behaviour in the area. 
Consultation was also carried out 
with the SIC housing service, while 
contact was made with community 
learning and development.

The government has already 
agreed to help fund three of the 
pilot schemes across Scotland. It 
was thought running the scheme in 
Shetland would provide a rural 
perspective for the study.

The council’s application will be 
submitted by the end of the month 
while a presentation day will be 
held by CoSLA in November, 
where proposed projects will be 
selected by a panel.

themselves.
“I would support the ethos and 

idea of involving people in making 
decisions, but this is like using a 
hammer to crack a nut,” she said.

Mrs Fullerton tabled an 
amendment the Shetland bid be 
dropped altogether. “We already 
have the community council and 
local service delivery groups,” she 
added.

She was seconded by Laura 

Baisley, who said she had learned 
from her North Isles ward that all 
the people interested in being 
involved in local delivery groups 
already were.

Mrs Baisley said the scheme was 
“OTT and unnecessary, and I can’t 
see it being rolled out in other 
areas”.

However, Lerwick North 
member Caroline Miller said she 
supported the study, not least 

because she had witnessed the 
positive impact similar projects had 
had on communities.

“I’ve seen youngsters being 
allocated funds, and how it brings 
out responsibility and understanding 
between them,” Mrs Miller said. 
“This is a good way of bringing a 
community together, to understand 
the problems and find a solution.”

Vice-chairman Allan Wishart 
said he had “never heard such a 
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I hear that North Sea mackerel have 
swum from Norwegian waters into 
ours. How inconsiderate of them.

The Norwegians are asking 
Brussels for some leeway to catch 
these fish and presumably to give 
them a good talking to about 
crossing international boundaries.

Yes okay, this is all somewhat 
flippant. But the serious observation 
is that, in other years, our pelagic 
boats have suffered from mackerel 
swimming up and down a line just 
to the east of our waters. I don’t 
recall Europe being sympathetic at 
that time so presumably they will 
take the same line now the boot is on 
the other foot.

All told, it’s another headache for 
the beleaguered fisheries minister, 
Richard Lochhead. I met him last 
week along with the other two isles 
MSPs. We raised the concerns of 
local boats about the December 
Fisheries Council negotiations, 
concerns which differ from those of 
the north-east.

But on some matters there is no 
difference. This week Peterhead 
fisher men and the industry condemn-
ed the government for giving up on 
them. The industry is saying that Mr 
Lochhead has already conceded the 
10 per cent further cuts that Brussels 
wants.

I cannot understand this lack of 
fight from the SNP. Alex Salmond’s 
career was made on being elected by 
the fishermen of Peterhead. But with 
the impending crisis, with the 
industry being hit by government 
restrictions, red tape and cuts, Mr 
Salmond’s government, according 
to the fishermen, has given up.

Mr Lochhead said, after the 
Fisheries Council last December, 
that fishing families across Scotland 
would “sleep well this Christmas”. 
That sounded optimistic at the time 
and now looks downright silly.

If fishing is still important to the 
SNP, and this December turns out to 
be a disaster, Mr Lochhead’s coat is 
on the proverbial shoogly nail. 
Fishermen will demand someone 
better. Mr Salmond, faced with a 
revolt in his own political backyard, 
will have to act. 

Aberdeen was the route to 
Parliament this week. I was to meet 
Aberdeen University students on 
Monday but the failure of Loganair’s 
de-icing kit at Sumburgh did for 
that.

But I was in time to see the enor-
mous new shopping, hotel and 
cinema complex nearing completion 
between Aberdeen railway station 
and the boat. This will be very handy 
for Shetlanders, and visitors to the 
Northern Isles. There will be shops 
galore, food places and a picture 
house.

More practically, the centre will 
open at 7am so, as the boat arrives in 
Aberdeen, there will be shopping, 
food and other options available. 
And it’s all under cover.

What is needed is a covered walk-
way from the NorthLink terminal to 
the station. With the difficulties 
booking taxis and the lack of a 
connecting bus service, a walkway 
would give the able-bodied a drier 
option on a day of Aberdonian rain.

LETTER FROM 
EDINBURGH

Tavish Scott MSP

“
”

THE OLD ROCK
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Anderson would not be amused
The ire of Irish builders O’Hare and 

McGovern is understandable. Once the 
anointed firm to construct a new high school 
at the Knab, it must now compete against 

rivals for the privilege of building one at the lower 
Staney Hill.

Technically, of course, O’Hare and McGovern was 
appointed on an early contractor involvement basis, 
which the council insists gave both sides the latitude to 
walk away at any stage with financial impunity.

That point is now being contested by the firm, and it 
is easy to see why. O’Hare and McGovern was assured 
it would be building a school at the Knab long before 
the political process had exhausted itself. Remember, 
officials were so sure work would be going ahead that 
they arranged to buy the house next door.

The vote which led to the infamous Laidler review 
came as a surprise to everyone; but is that an excuse 
for the project getting ahead of itself? Ought not there 

to be automatic blocks in place to prevent any work 
being done and purchases made until councillors have 
made their final decision on every project, large and 
small?

The 20-year saga of the new Anderson High 
School would have been deeply upsetting for a go-
getter like its namesake. Perhaps we are getting to the 
stage where lines can be drawn and progress made; 
perhaps.

:  :  :  :  :

For those who adamantly oppose the windfarm, 
the news that Viking Energy is to produce an 

addendum to its environmental impact assessment 
will make no difference. Yet it shows the prospective 
developer is willing to listen to constructive criticisms 
and feedback. If that comes at the cost of further 
delays, so be it. The judgment needs to be make on 
the best possible evidence.

Officials arranged to buy 
the house next door

25 Years Ago
Shetland mutton pies could become big business. The 

SIC proposes to spend £8,300 looking at the potential for 
making meat products in Shetland.

Monday’s meeting of the development committee 
recommended spending the money on a survey by the Meat 
and Livestock Commission. The idea originated from an 
approach from Flaws & Burgess, owners of the Boddam 
Slaughterhouse, asking the council for financial assistance 
to start making mutton pies.

Unsure of the demand for such a project the council’s 
research and development department recommended a 
survey. They argue: The development proposed by Flaws 
& Burgess is likely to be costly and adequate information 
is required; it will cover more than mutton pies and other 
firms and individuals may be interested in producing other 
meat products; it will reveal the scope for making meat 
products in Shetland which are normally imported.

It is hoped that the survey will pinpoint the potential 
Shetland market, provide plans for possible factory units, 
specify equipment needed, estimate the cost involved and 
produce recipes for products.

50 Years Ago
Shetland not only has a human depopulation problem – it 

now has a sheep depopulation problem to contend with as 
well. The North of Scotland College of Agriculture have 
noticed that over the past 10 years the number of sheep has 
gone down, despite the fact the crofters are trying to keep 
more sheep and that more land is going down to sheep 
grazing.

Ten years ago there were roughly 250,000 sheep at the 
peak period in the islands. This figure dropped to as low as 

190,000 two or three years back, but the position has 
recovered a little lately to just above 200,000.

During the same year there has been a loss in tillage 
acreage which confirms the theory that more land is being 
used for sheep grazing. There has been a decline in the 
number of cattle too.

The college has decided that it might be possible to 
establish the cause by holding a series of conferences in 
Shetland commencing on 19th October at Hillswick, 
Baltasound, Mid Yell and Lerwick.

Discussion will be sought at each point and a final 
summing up will be given by Mr A. E Parkinson, college 
regional director at Aberdeen.

100 years ago
Lerwick Burgh Finances – It is generally admitted on all 

hands that the winter upon which we are now entering will 
be a most distressing time for the poorer class of the 
community. There are few seasons in the recent past that 
have yielded a smaller return to the workers than the season 
now closed. Local fishermen have done very little; and 
however anxious they may have been to add to their 
earnings, even at this eleventh hour, the weather has put a 
complete stop to their operations. Shore workers have also 
suffered through the shortage of catch and consequent 
lessened employment.

But it is not only in fishing that there has been a shrinkage 
of employment and reduction of earnings. The building and 
kindred trades have been in a languishing state for a 

considerable time, and may now be said to have reached the 
vanishing point. Under such conditions it might be expected 
that our public spending departments such as the School 
Board and Town Council would have been considering 
some wise schemes of economy – not forgetting efficiency, 
of course – so that at least for a time, the burdens which fall 
so heavily on the poor, and which can be but ill borne by 
most people at the present time, should have been as light 
as possible. In fact, the present is a time when the burdening 
of people by an extra penny is nothing short of a scandal; 
yet our public bodies go on calmly incurring expenses, 
which must be borne by the ratepayers, with the utmost 
unconcern for the welfare or comfort of the people.

: :    : :    : :    : :

Lerwick PSA Brotherhood – It is less than two years 
since the Pleasant Sunday Afternoon Brotherhood has 
inaugurated in Lerwick – the anniversary will be in next 
January – yet during that short time it has come to the front 
as one of the foremost and most successful movements in 
the town. It boasts a large and increasing membership. It 
fills a want felt by the young men of the town, and the 
meetings are always largely attended and very much 
appreciated. As a progressive force in town it is to be 
reckoned with.

A new session of the PSA was begun on Sunday afternoon 
last, when the first meeting was thrown open to both men 
and women. It was addressed by the Rev. Joseph Gleave, 
of Sandwick, his subject being “The formation of character.” 
Solos were rendered by Mr J. W. Irvine, whose piece was 
entitled “Far from my heavenly home”; by Mr A. Morgan, 
whose solo was Honour and arms; and by the Rev. Joseph 
Henderson, “Oh love, thou will not let me go.” These were 
heartily applauded by the audience.
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2. Lies. “ Beauty is truth, truth 
beauty – that is all/ye know on earth, 
and all ye need to know.” So wrote the 
poet John Keats, concluding his Ode 
on a Grecian Urn. At times I feel 
like emblazoning these words on a 
banner above the town hall, because 
some of those in power and authority 
certainly need to know truth, let alone 
beauty.

3. Representation. Gordon Greenhill 
stated at Aith Hall last week that it was 
inappropriate for councillors to make a 
judgment about the windfarm until 
they considered the planning application 
(and with it, the planning department’s 
recommendations). How come then that 
already one councillor is paid (with 
our money) to promote the windfarm, 
another is “110 per cent” for it, and others 
have publicly supported it. Are there two 
laws in operation here for the same group 
of people

4. Democracy. Petitions of 2,000 sig-
na tures or so get us a second ambulance, 
and a volte-face on the Anderson High 
School. Over 3,000 signatures, and 
over 70 per cent votes at public 
meetings, against the windfarm, and 
we are fobbed off with “the silent 
majority” who are reserving their 
judgment (until when).

5. Knowledge. I hang my head in 
shame – almost despair. But then, 
after 33 years living in Shetland, I’m 
just an ill-informed incomer, aren’t 
I? Especially as I don’t know what’s 
in the Viking Energy partnership 
agreement.
 James Mackenzie
The Lea,
Tresta.

Just get 
on with it
Shetland’s chief executive has the un-
enviable task of dealing with Sustainable 
Shetland; handling Shetland’s moral 
duty for reducing our carbon footprint; 
prioritising spending; following through 
his five-year capital programme; secur-
ing a better deal for Shetland’s oil and 
new gas reserves; difficult decisions on 
financial strategy; the new Anderson 
High School, etc.

If these issues are not dealt with 
properly now, Shetland could face a 
repeat of the “Treawick story” (The 

Shetland Times, 11th September) on a 
colossal scale. 

It seems the focus of political debate 
has now shifted from these important 
issues to the saga of David Clark, Willie 
Shannon and Jonathan Wills, but for 
these guys when the going gets tough, 
the tough take holidays!

Mr Clark must have realised the job 
he was taking on and the problems that 
could possibly arise in an island com-
munity – the sayings sticks and stones, 
gossip, hearsay and innuendo come to 
mind.

He and his fellow council employees 
should act the same way as most 
hard-working people and parents in 
Shetland – pay no heed and get on with 
the job.
 Mark Penders
44 Hoofields,
Lerwick.

Tourist season 
is very short
Regarding the article “worker influx 
may harm tourist trade”, I know there 
are a few projects starting in Shetland 
over the next few years, but I still think a 
lot of projects won’t affect the tourist 
trade.

Last winter was the quietest we have 
been for many years and this one is 
looking no better.

I think that I am right in speaking for 
a lot of the accommodation providers 
(many who have this as their only source 
of income) in saying that although we 
need the tourists we also need contractor 
bookings.

The tourist season is four months 
of the year but we still have bills to 
pay for the other eight months. We 
do not want to over-react and have 
accommodation barges or camps put 
up and end up with empty beds in 
Shetland.

Tourists will always come to 
Shetland and if they can’t come 
because of lack of accommodation 
one year they will probably come the 
next. 

You have to remember there are 2,573 
beds to fill every day for eight months in 
the winter
 Christine Glaser
Breiview Guesthouse,
Lerwick.

Trip will help 
our finances
In response to your editorial in last 
week’s paper, our board of trustees are 
tasked with becoming less reliant on our 
local and national funding bodies. We 
already attract substantial funding into 
Shetland to deliver arts events and 
educational programmes. We need to get 
better at this and look at ways of making 
even more money to take pressure off our 
local Shetland Charitable Trust funding 
in the future.

We are very comfortable with our 
decision to nominate our director on to 
this programme. In fact it is quite a 
feather in our cap that an arts organisation 
has been selected to send a representative 
on this international event.

On Gwilym Gibbons’ return our board 
will be discussing what he has learned 
and how we can set up a similar business 
model here. Shetland Arts is held in high 
regard in Scotland, and further afield, 
for our forward-looking business plan 
that supports the fantastic work of our 
officers.

Having a dig at our director going all 
the way to Australian at someone else’s 
expense makes a good story. I hope that 
you get the chance to address the balance 
by following it up in the future when our 
finances are even healthier because of 
this trip.

For your information Gwilym is on 
full pay as he is still working. He is 
keeping in touch with me and his officials 
when he is away. It’s amazing what 
you can do with modern communication 
technology isn’t it?
 Jim Johnston
 Chairman,
 Shetland Arts
Toll Clock Centre,
Hillswick.

No vaccine 
available
I write regarding the article in The 
Shetland Times on 28th August 2009 
regarding a meningitis case.

The article stated that there is now a 
vaccine against type B meningitis. This 
is regrettably not the case. A vaccine for 
Group B Meningococcal Disease is still 
some years away.

This particular serogroup of the bac-
teria is very difficult to make a vaccine 
for, due to the coat that it uses to hide 
from the body’s immune system. Health 
Protection Scotland figures showed that 
last year the Group B meningococcal 
bacteria contributed to 84 per cent of 
meningococcal disease – the most com-
mon form of meningitis and septicaemia 
in Scotland.

We urge the people of Shetland 
to be vigilant for the symptoms of 
meningitis and septicaemia and seek 
medical help quickly if they suspect the 
disease. 

Not only are the symptoms of 
meningitis and septicaemia in the early 
stages, frequently confused with the flu, 
delaying vital treatment, but suffering 
from the flu runs down the body’s 
defences and make a person more likely 
to suffer from the deadly diseases of 
meningitis and septicaemia in the first 
place. 

This is especially important given the 
anticipated worsening of the swine flu 
pandemic this winter. 

Symptoms of meningitis: severe 
headache; stiff neck*; dislike of bright 
lights*; fever/vomiting; drowsy and less 
responsive/vacant; rash; seizures (fits) 
may also be seen. (*Unusual in young 
children).

Symptoms of septicaemia (this form 
of the illness often starts with non-
specific flu-like symptoms):

rash; fever/vomiting; cold hands and 
feet/shivering; limb/joint/muscle pain; 
abdominal pain (sometimes with diar-
rhoea); pale or mottled skin; rapid or 
unusual breathing, drowsy and less 
responsive/vacant.

Other symptoms in babies include: 
tense or bulging fontanelle (soft 
spot); blotchy skin, getting paler 
or turning blue; refusing to feed; 
irritable when picked up, with a high 
pitched or moaning cry; a stiff body 
with jerky movements or else floppy 
and lifeless.  

For more information call our 24-hour 
Freefone helpline on 080 8800 3344 or 
visit the Medical Research Foundation 
website on www.meningitis.org  
 Robbie Coleman
 Medical information officer,
 Meningitis Research Foundation 
28 Alva Street,
Edinburgh.

Wonderful 
idea in Yell
I’ve just discovered Bluemull Develop-
ment Company Ltd (formerly “Initiative 
at the Edge - North Isles”) at Sellafirth 
in Yell.  

What a great idea. Initiative 
indeed. Full desk facilities with fast 
broadband; friendly, helpful staff 
and tea/coffee on tap; spacious and 
well lit. 

I love it and at just £5 for a half day I 
intend to make good use of it.
 Alastair Christie-Johnston
Mid Yell.

Too big and too risky
Viking Energy has been dealt a very serious blow from our 
community, with the project taking in water through many 
holes. Unfortunately, though sinking fast, the project has not 
sunk. 

The chieftains, however, are still sailing from afar 
(seemingly ignoring public opinion) and are still 
looking longingly at the hills they wish to plunder. 
With sails torn and flapping in the wind, they will 
be back I fear, our charitable trust pot of gold all too easy to 
seize.

A clear and concise message has been sent, but has it been 
heard? We can only hope that it has and our councillors will 
reject the Viking Energy planning application, due to be 
debated on 5th November.

Meantime, if you have any doubts about the gigantic 
proposal, I urge you to contact your councillors and 
express your feelings. Mine being (with many, many others) 
that this proposal is, very simply, too big, too risky and too 
damaging to our environment. It will change Shetland 
forever.
 Laurence Farmer
Tingwall.

Look at the 
bigger picture
The debate for or against the windfarm 
is in danger of becoming a battle of 
figures and costs. The bigger picture is 
gradually diminishing.

There is a moral issue we should 
consider. Imagine for a few minutes the 
following hypothetical scenario.

We are suddenly given two options. 
Firstly, we can have an oil terminal, the 
largest in Europe. Huge quantities of peat 
will have to be extracted. A loch will be 
filled in. Gas will have to be flared off. A 
further two large areas of peat will be 
excavated to build construction camps. 
Tankers will vent noxious gases prior 
to loading and the glow of the flare 
stacks will be visible all over the islands. 
Oil spills will occur. Main roads will 
have to be upgraded, requiring more peat 
movements. A new gas plant will be 
required in the future with yet more 
peat extraction. Large sums of money 
will be generated for the Shetland 
economy. Further pollution will continue, 
as long as the life of the terminal and 
beyond.

The second option is a windfarm. 
Large quantities of peat will be extracted. 
Access roads will be constructed to 
hilltops. C02 releases in the construction 
and installation of turbines will occur. 
Birds may be displaced or killed. Lochs 
may be infused with peat run off. 
Machines will be visible from most of 
the islands. Tourism may be affected. 
Large sums of money will be generated 
for the economy. Ongoing pollution 
during the lifetime of the windfarm 
negligible.

We, of course, have the terminal and 
it has provided a vast income to the 
islands. The standards of living are 
comparable with anywhere in the 
world. We do though have a moral 
obligation to consider. Is it right 
that we should take and give nothing in 
return?

Forests in Norway are showing 
signs of damage from acid rain. This is 
directly linked to Shetland. Climates 
are changing faster than predicted. 
Pacific islands are now under water. 
We have played a part in creating these 
situations.

Does Shetland of the 20th and 
21st centuries want to be remembered as 
an insular society, or one that was 
forward thinking? Are we concerned 
about the effect our lifestyle has 
on the rest of the planet? We 
may very well have to sacrifice 
our landscape for a while, but it is 
payback time.
 Frank Miller
Kingsknowe,
Gulberwick.

Personal 
thoughts
Please may I offer some personal 
thoughts about the Viking Energy wind-
farm debate?

1. Language. I hate this term “no-
brainer”, which some supporters of the 
windfarm have used. To me a “no-
brainer” is a project to which brains have 
not been sufficiently applied, whether in 
the making of it or the understanding of 
it, not something to which brains do not 
need to be applied. (Is there anything – 
even love – we shouldn’t use our brains 
for, outside of sleep).

Correction
In last week’s caption on the Girl 
Guides’ centenary photograph on page 
20 Jeanette Henderson MBE was 
wrongly named as Jeanette Hutchison. 
We apologise for the error.
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Shetland Gas Supplies
Propane 47kg only £67.50 each
Propane 19kg only £30.80 each

13kg Butane £25.50 each
It’s easy to change from your current supplier

We do not charge for hire of cylinders

01806 503372

LIMITED UNRESERVED CALENDARS ARE AVAILABLE FROM LOCAL 
SHOPS. ORDERS BEING DISPATCHED BY ROYAL MAIL WILL BE 
POSTED NO LATER THAN MONDAY, 2ND NOVEMBER, 2009.

All Unst addresses Skibhoul Stores, Baltasound
All Yell addresses Ulsta Shop
All Whalsay addresses Tetley & Anderson
All mainland addresses north of  Voe Brae Garage
All Vidlin and Voe addresses Tagon Stores
All Nesting, Gletness & Skellister Robertson & Read
All Tingwall & Whiteness addresses J & K Anderson

All Weisdale, Tresta, Sandsound,
Bixter, Skeld, Walls & Sandness  Robinson & Morrison

All Aith Eid Shop
All Scalloway and Trondra addresses Scalloway Meat Company
All Burra addresses Hamnavoe Shop
All Lerwick, Gulberwick & Quarff  Harry’s Dept Store
Cunningsburgh & all addresses south North Bridge Stores

IVAN HAWICK’S 
IVAN HAWICK’S 

UNFORGETTABLE SHETLAND 
UNFORGETTABLE SHETLAND 

2010 CALENDARS
2010 CALENDARS

Ivan’s ‘Unforgettable Shetland’ 2010 Calendars will be 
available from 2pm on Saturday 31 October.  For those 

being collected from local shops please see details below:

Windfarm specialists visit
Two of the specialists involved in building Europe’s largest onshore 
windfarm at Whitelee near Glasgow will be speaking at a public meeting 
in Shetland next week.

Project manager Tony Windle and environment manager Alan Chesney 
of Morrison Construction, the firm that built Whitelee for ScottishPower, 
will answer questions local people may have about environmental, 
engineering and other aspects of how large windfarms are built. 

The meeting, organised by Shetland’s newly established pro-windfarm 
group, Windfarm Supporters, will be at the Sound Hall on Tuesday at 7pm. 
They will also attend a special meeting of Shetland Charitable Trust earlier 
in the day.

A spokesman for Windfarm Supporters said the pair would talk about 
the problems they faced and answer questions about how the windfarm 
was built and the measures taken to protect wildlife and the environment 
– such as tackling the problems of deep peat, building roads, protecting 
birds, wildlife or water sources and other engineering issues.

The spokesman said the meeting was open to everyone, whether they 
supported, opposed or were undecided about the Viking Energy project.

Since Windfarm Supporters started, the spokesman said, it has been 
pressing Viking Energy to improve its public relations and information to 
the local community. In particular the group has asked Viking Energy to 
provide professional expert speakers who can answer islanders’ questions 
– rather than always using company representatives.

“The lead environmental consultant for Viking Energy, Peter Cosgrove, 
has already held a very productive meeting with group supporters, but 
unfortunately it was not possible to organise a public meeting.

“We hope next week’s meeting will be the first of several public 
meetings where people can question independent professional experts 
about windfarms or the Viking Energy proposals.”

OPINION  
 Windfarm Supporters Group

Benefits must be grasped

Let’s start by agreeing that the 
Viking Energy windfarm will affect 
the landscape and the local environ-
ment. It is a large development and 
everything we do has some effect 
on the environment. What is 
important is assessing the level of 
damage any development might 
cause and weighing it against any 
benefits. Sustainable Shetland has 
come to one conclusion – the 
Windfarm Supporters have come to 
a different conclusion.   

Virtually everyone now agrees 
global warming and climate change 
is happening. The world is already 
changing – Shetland’s natural en-
vironment is already changing. 
Wildlife, animals, fish, birds are 
already being affected and it will 
only get worse. Opponents of the 
windfarm say it is not going to do 
anything to change global warming. 
They point to China burning more 
and more coal or the gross over-
consumption of the USA and argue 
the windfarm in Shetland is not 
going to change anything. In a way 
they’re right. The Viking Energy 
windfarm will help Scotland meet 
its carbon emissions target, but on 
its own it is not going to reverse 
global warming.

But how many of you have new 
low energy light bulbs? How many 
of you recycle glass or aluminium 
cans? Is that really going to make a 
blind bit of difference to global 
warming? No. But you do this 
recycling because you’re “doing 
your bit” to change things. Perhaps 
you want to set an example to 
others. Perhaps you feel bad about 
the world your children or 
grandchildren are going to inherit. 
Well, the windfarm in Shetland will 
be “doing our bit”. On its own it is 
not going to halt global warming. 
But it would show people we care 
– and are willing to use our 
tremendous wind resources which 
mean turbines can be twice as 
productive as elsewhere.

The effect of the windfarm on 
moorland seabirds (divers and 
skuas) will be as nothing compared 
to what has been happening to 
Shetland’s seabirds through changes 
to the marine environment over the 
last decade through climate change. 
Nor is the effect likely to be of the 
order of what has happened to 
moorland terrestrial birds (partic-
ularly waders, several species of 
which have also been in decline) 
through loss of habitat by both peat 
erosion and agricultural improve-
ment over the last 50 years and 
more. The effect of climate change 
over the long period, if nothing is 
done to alleviate its effects, is going 
to be far more destructive to 
Shetland’s wildlife than a wind-
farm.

Sustainable Shetland argue that 
we can “do our bit” by reducing our 
energy consumption, by changing 
our policies and attitudes to tran-
sport, housing and our economy 
and by developing “fit for scale” 
renewable energy schemes. We 
agree with these ideas. But we think 
you can develop the windfarm – 
and start the sort of work Sustainable 
Shetland talk about. We can insulate 
our houses, use heat pumps for 
heating and hot water, change our 
public transport system to try to 
reduce our love affair with the car. 
We can have local wind power 
schemes linking groups of houses 
or public buildings like a school, 
shop, leisure centre or care home. 
And have the windfarm.

What about the money? When it 
come to the arguments about money 
there is the one question opponents 
of the windfarm possibly find most 
difficult – what is your alternative? 
What alternative ideas are there for 
generating tens of millions of 
pounds a year for the local econ-
omy? We find the usual answers 
very hard to accept, if not hypo-
critical – “we can’t carry on spend-
ing the way we have, we have to 
save, we have to reduce our expect-
ations, the council must spend 
money more sensibly, our present 
standard of living is not sustain-
able”. Well, we have lived very 
very nicely thank you for about four 
decades on the back of the oil 

industry. We’ve taken that money 
without too many worries about its 
source and its effect on the 
environment. But now we’re 
expected to say to the future 
generations they can’t enjoy the 
same prosperity, the same benefits 
– even allow them to make the same 
mistakes. Tell them they are going 
to have to start cutting back, save 
money, sorry this standard of living 
cannot be sustained. Without 
something like the Viking Energy 
proposal our standard of living is 
unsustainable. With it we can have 
a sustainable Shetland in every 
meaning.

Shetland Charitable Trust will 
have to invest a good few millions 
into the scheme over the first three 
years. But before this happens the 
proposal must have planning 
permission; there has to be agree-
ment to provide a cable to the 
National Grid; and there has to be 
an agreement from a utility com-
pany to buy the output from the 
windfarm. Every business would 
love to be in that position – knowing 
your sales are guaranteed isn’t a bad 
way to start a business – and it 
sounds like a good investment. It is 
predicted that something over £30 
million a year will come into the 
Shetland economy from the 
windfarm. About £2 million will go 
directly to local community trusts 
(with no SIC involvement), another 
£3 million or so will go in rents to 
landowners, crofting tenants and 
common grazing shareholders. The 
rest will go to the trust. There’ll also 
be a fair number of jobs and the 
opportunity to develop renewable 
energy expertise here should mean 
even more jobs in the future.

Many people are worried that the 
council might mess the whole thing 
up and lose another fortune. Well, 
if it wasn’t for Scottish and 
Southern’s involvement this might 
be a real concern. But this is one of 
Europe’s biggest power utilities, a 
private company with shareholders 
to please. They wouldn’t be keen 
unless they knew they would make 
money and they will probably go 
ahead with or without the local 
community because they see the 
potential.

:  :      :  :      :  :      :  :

It was interesting that The 
Shetland Times opinion poll found 
most support for the windfarm 
among the young and less among 
older folk. Well there’s a good 
percentage of older folk who agree 
with the Windfarm Supporters and 
their main concern is to avoid 
Shetland going back to the days 
before oil – to the days when they 
were at school and most young folk 
had to leave the islands for work. 
Whaling, the merchant navy or 
emigration were the choices. 
Islanders survived on crofting, 
hand-knitting and fishing. Times 
were hard.

At meetings they speak 
passionately about the poverty and 
lack of opportunity of “the good old 
days”. For some this is more 

important than any environmental 
reasons. They are desperate that the 
next generations inherit a com-
munity and an economy that can 
support them here, offer oppor-
tunities here and not see young 
people leave the islands.

Why do we need a cable to the 
mainland? Well, without the so-
called interconnector cable linking 
us to the National Grid on the 
mainland no large commercial 
renewable energy project will 
happen in Shetland – ever. No 
commercial windfarm, no local 
projects like the one proposed for 
Yell, no tidal schemes, no wave 
power schemes. Without the 
interconnector we cannot properly 
exploit our tremendous natural 
resources. 

Without the interconnector we 
will continue to rely on a full-scale 
power station in Lerwick – and 
remember that our electricity today 
is so expensive it is heavily 
subsidised by south consumers.

With an interconnector we can 
export energy to the National Grid 
– after supplying all of Shetland 
with power from a renewable and 
sustainable source. And an inter-
connector means we can import 
power on those few days when 
there’s not enough wind here to 
meet our needs. Eventually, given 
our potential for renewable energy, 
another cable may well be needed. 
And, incidentally, the prophets of 
doom and gloom about huge 
percentage transmission losses 
along such a long cable are going to 
be disappointed. A maximum loss 
of six per cent is expected.

Let’s also all agree on another 
thing. Tidal power is predictable, 
reliable and likely to be the re-
newable energy source of the future. 
But the key word unfor tunately is 
“future”. Tidal energy systems are 
10-20 years behind wind power 
technology. It’s a shame, but true. 
And there is some opposition to 
tidal schemes because of the 
changes they’ll make to the marine 
environment.

Using the Sullom Voe gas power 
station is not an alternative. To 
ensure security of supply the energy 
regulator would insist supplies to 
the local grid took priority over 
supplies to the terminal. There’s no 
way the terminal is going to lose 
control of its power supply and put 
its needs second to the local grid. 
Also, gas is not sustainable and 
releases harmful greenhouse 
gases.

Sticking to the “fit for scale” 
small local schemes will be good 
for helping meet local needs. But if 
there are no connections to the local 
grid, that won’t be possible. And 
there’ll be no interconnector cable 
for other renewable projects to use 
and no £30 million plus every year 
being pumped into the local 
economy.

:  :      :  :      :  :      :  :

Peat has been vital to the islands’ 
survival for generations. It was the 
only source of heat. In the past 
households probably cut 30 tons of 
wet moor, which dried to about 10 
tons of peat (about three lorry loads) 
every year. If only 2,000 households 
did this it adds up to 60,000 tons of 
moor every year, 600,000 tons 
every decade. This helps puts the 

Viking Energy plans into 
perspective. The disturbance to peat 
and subsequent release of carbon 
can be kept to a minimum, as shown 
by other similar developments in 
Scotland. The windfarm will be a 
net reducer of carbon within a few 
years. 

Shetland already has a very bad 
peat erosion problem and therefore 
is already contributing to climate 
change. Peat is a very complex 
issue.  But Viking Energy is 
working on plans that it says will 
actually help protect the peat and 
reduce erosion. That peat is more of 
an emotional than environmental 
issue is illustrated by the fact that 
no-one, so far, has complained 
about the removal of 350,000 cubic 
metres of peat to develop – 
unsustainable – gas production at 
Sullom Voe.  

Is a compromise possible? 
Climate change is a global problem 
that is already running out of control 
and unless we forget our parochial 
concerns and contribute what we 
can, our children, grandchildren 
and future generations will have 
problems beyond imagination.

Surprisingly, what we do have 
and can contribute is our weather, 
which some would say has been the 
curse of Shetland for as long as we 
care to remember. The wind, the 
waves and the tide. But none of this 
can happen without a cable to the 
mainland. This is Catch 22. Unless 
we have a large enough project to 
pay for this cable we can’t 
contribute our natural resources. 
And this is where we part company 
with Sustainable Shetland.

A smaller windfarm is acceptable 
to the Windfarm Supporters – and 
indeed Viking Energy – so long as 
there’s an interconnector cable to 
the National Grid and it makes 
reasonable profits for the local 
economy.    

But Sustainable Shetland rejects 
any commercial windfarm, what-
ever the size, if it comes with an 
interconnector cable. Windfarm 
Sup  porters see a future for both 
options – the commercial windfarm 
and smaller local projects. Sustain-
able Shetland sees a future for only 
one of the options. 

The Viking Energy windfarm is 
the first major windfarm in Britain 
with substantial community partici-
pation. Just as Sullom Voe was 
ground breaking and made possible 
by support from BP, this project is 
also ground breaking and would be 
too risky if it wasn’t backed by an 
international company with huge 
experience in the construction of 
windfarms. It would be a betrayal 
of our descendants and of the other 
citizens of the world, if Shetland 
did not continue to explore and 
develop a windfarm. 

It would also be grossly 
irresponsible to turn down such a 
unique opportunity of involvement 
and participation when the 
alternative – a private venture – 
may leave Shetland with no control 
over the development and no direct 
benefits. We would like to see a 
Shetland that is sustainable in its 
energy sources and energy usage; 
sustainable in its economy; and 
sustainable in its way of life and 
standard of living.
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CHRISTMAS 
OPENING HOURS

Customers please note that our Argos offi ce will be 
opening extended hours in the run up to Christmas.        

As of Monday, 16th November the offi ce will be open 
from:

10am - 5pm  Monday to Friday
9am - 5pm Saturday

We would also like to take this opportunity to let you 
know that out last order date for anything in-stock for 

Christmas will be:

Friday, 20th November for Home Delivery items
Friday, 11th December for normal items

Tel: 01595 693070
e-mail: dleask@petersonsbs.com

ROLFING 
& DEEP MUSCLE 
TISSUE MASSAGE

Immediate and long 
term relief from:

● Back pain
● Sciatic nerve pain
● General stiffness aches   
 and pains
● Sports injury
● Stress
● Work related injuries such  
 as repetitive strain injury   
 and manual handling
For further information or to 
book an appointment please 
contact LAURA POLSON:

(01595) 830 307 
or 07900181994

DENTAL SHETLAND
                                DAVID LUBBE DENTIST

1st Floor, Toll Clock Centre
Lerwick, ZE1 0PE

Tel.  01595 695553
david.lubbe@btconnect.com

CHECK OUT OUR WEBSITE!
www.dentalshetland.co.uk

ww
w.d

entalshetland.co.uk     S
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Viking Energy tour was illuminating
The fifth tour of Scottish windfarms organised 
by Viking Energy was hampered by poor light 
and rain but the consensus of opinion was that 
it had been very illuminating.

It was unfortunate that by the time the 
mini-bus pulled into the mammoth 140-turbine 
ranch at Whitelee it was getting dark and 
the tour had to be curtailed without the 
visitors really getting enough time to soak up 
the novel experience of being among so many 
turbines.

The obvious criticism of the three sites 
chosen for the tour is that none was able to 
simulate the full visual impact that the Viking 
turbines would have on the exposed hills of 
Shetland, which people would drive past and 
look out upon from their homes every single 
day.

The machines on show ranged between 2MW 
and 2.3MW on the three sites so were not as 
imposing as the 3.6MW (or potentially 4.5MW) 
models proposed for Shetland and they sit on 
landscapes of far greater scale than the island 
hills of the central and north Mainland. 
However, it is hardly the fault of Viking Energy 
that bigger turbines are not yet in common use 
onshore.

At Whitelee the mass of rotating blades and 
giant light grey steel columns was an arresting 
sight but, whether perceived as majestic or 
ghastly, they are mainly on a plateau and each 
stands 35 metres (115 feet) shorter to the tip of 
its blades than the maximum height proposed 
by Viking. 

The Braes of Doune windfarm is on bleak 
moorland like parts of Shetland but it stands 
many miles from the nearest houses and, in a big 

tree-filled landscape, a few distant turbines do 
not catch the eye.

At Ardrossan the turbines are on steeper hills, 
like those in Shetland, and can be seen for many 
miles around from towns like Ardrossan itself 
and West Kilbride. But there are only 15 of 
them, not 150 as planned for the Mainland.

The countryside around the Ardrossan site is 
already scarred by heavy-duty electricity pylons 
and overhead lines taking power from the 
Hunterston nuclear power station, apparatus 
which surely few would argue the visual merits 
of.

Not everyone on the trip was in the Viking 
Energy camp, and even some of the majority 
who were pro-windfarm had concerns they 
sought answers for. But with no strong windfarm 
opponents present it is impossible to know if 
they would have changed their views, at least 
on some issues, after what they saw and heard. 
Certainly most people on the tour felt reassured 
generally and the pro-windfarm contingent 
seemed emboldened by the experience and their 
fresh knowledge.

Braes of Doune
The 36-turbine Braes of Doune windfarm in 

Perthshire was developed by Viking Energy 
Limited’s bedfellow, Scottish and Southern 
Energy (SSE) through its subsidiary Airtricity. 

The development is high above the treeline 
many miles from human settlements on a 
country estate from where the Wallace 
Monument can be seen through the murk. All 
but six of the turbines on the heathery hill are on 
land owned by the Earl of Moray and are 
reached from a winding single-track road lined 

with hedges which goes right past the estate 
manor house.

The windfarm is rated at up to 72MW which 
is potentially enough to supply power to 45,000 
homes through the electricity grid and provide 
the earl with a whacking profit. Unfortunately 
there was so little wind during our visit that 
some turbines were not moving, although those 
a few hundred feet away were turning in a 
languid fashion.

The site was completed in 2007 and two 
years later it appeared to the casual observer to 
be a candidate for an ideal windfarm, tightly 
grouped in the back of beyond with no noticeable 
devastation to the environment, although there 
are still swathes of exposed, but not dry and 
crumbling, peat. We were told there had been 
no problems with floating roads and were shown 
a reinstated quarry from which rock was taken 
for the roads and turbine bases, which shows no 
obvious signs of ever having been dug into.  

People are free to walk across the hills to look 
for themselves because it is Scotland and you 
are entitled to tramp the land. “If you want to 
come here tomorrow on your own you’re free 
to do so,” said Charlie, our SSE guide.

The Vestas 2MW turbines are one-and-a-half 
times the height of the Burradale machines but 
roughly two-thirds in scale to those proposed by 
Viking Energy. There is a noise but you can talk 
normally directly underneath a turbine. Charlie 
does not notice it anymore while working on-
site. He said as the wind picks up it drowns out 
the swishing blades. 

The operation is run by seven technicians on 
site along with visiting SSE teams and local 
contractors. No turbines have failed during the 

Fined for Inn fracas
A recovering heart attack victim 
who caused a struggle in a pub 
after going on a drinking session 
was fined £400 at Lerwick Sheriff 
Court this week.

Raymond Coutts, 48, of 
Hammersgarth in Mossbank, 
struggled with patrons at the 
Welcome Inn on 18th April.

Neither customers nor staff 
at the bar could calm him down, 
and it took three police officers to 
eventually restrain him, although 
he struggled with them as well.

The court had previously heard 
that Coutts had suffered a heart 
attack just two months before the 
incident. He drank so much he 
became abusive to his wife, who 
worked at the bar.

Sentence was deferred for 
Coutts to prove he could be of 
good behaviour.  

On Wednesday the court heard 
he had stayed out of trouble, and 
had apologised to all concerned, 
including the police.

Sheriff Napier said Coutts had 
a past record, but had “at least 
fulfilled” his promise not to get 
into trouble again.

Man sold drugs
A drug supplier was ordered to 
carry out a year’s probation and 70 
hours community service when he 
appeared in court this week.

Calum Thomas Jamieson, 26, 

In Brief had previously admitted supplying 
the class C drug diazepam from 
his home in Norstane in December 
last year, although he only 
supplied to one person – mostly 
the drug was for personal use.

Sheriff Graeme Napier had 
deferred sentence in May to allow 
Jamieson the chance to work on 
the Community Bike Project.

On Wednesday the sheriff 
was unimpressed after hearing 
Jamieson had already stopped 
going when he last appeared in 
court.

“I’m not at all impressed I was 
misled about his situation,” he 
said.

However he conceded 
Jamieson was no longer assessed 
as being at a high risk of offending 
again.

He said the sentence should be 
a combination of probation and 
voluntary work. A review of his 
probation order will be held in 
February.

Trial date set
A man will face trial after 
allegedly assaulting two 
women and a man at a house in 
Sandveien.

Carl Dew, 32, from Coventry, 
denied carrying out the offences 
on 11th September when he 
appeared at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
on Wednesday.

A trial date was set for 12th 
February, with an intermediate 
diet on 13th January.

Dew admitted two separate 
charges of breaching the peace 
and smashing two windows.

Sentence for those offences 
have been deferred until the day 
of his trial.

Driver ‘lucky’
A speeding young driver was 
allowed to keep his licence after 
completing a “pass-plus” driving 
course before his sentence.

Stuart James Lavender, 18, of 
Maidenfield in Mossbank, had 
driven at 85mph on the A970 at 
Tingwall on 31st May.

Sentence had been deferred to 
allow Lavender to complete the 
course.

On Wednesday Sheriff Graeme 
Napier told Lavender he was “a 
very lucky man”.

Instead of imposing a ban he 
fined him £250 and ordered five 
points be put on his licence.

One of the biggest decisions ever to face the 
Shetland community has been pencilled in for 
late next year. If all goes according to plan, 
the trustees of Shetland Charitable Trust will 
sit down then to decide whether or not to 
commit an as-yet unquantifiable sum of 
community funds to build the £800 million 
Viking Energy windfarm.

Between now and then the controversial 
project must pass several key landmarks. 
Firstly, early in the new year, Viking Energy 
will reveal its revised proposals, which are 
expected to focus on moving and removing 
turbines from unpopular sites. 

Following another full round of public 
consultation, Shetland Islands Council will 
hold a special meeting to make a recommenda-
tion to Scottish ministers, either for, against 
or in favour but with conditions. Viking 
Energy believes the earliest that the council 
could make a decision is next spring. 

The baton would then pass to Scottish 

ministers to decide whether to permit the 
windfarm. Viking still hopes that ruling 
will come through “in the latter part of 2010”. 
A green light from government would see 
the charitable trust buckle down to its 
monumental decision whether to invest 
alongside its partners, Scottish and Southern 
Energy and the four local businessmen who 
have a five per cent stake in the venture. 

The timetable assumes that the SIC does 
not trigger a lengthy public inquiry by 
objecting to the development. The government 
could also decide to call an inquiry if it felt 
that material objections to the application 
had not been adequately addressed.

Meanwhile, with public opinion split, there 
is still everything to play for between the two 
opposing camps in the debate. Viking Energy 
continues its practice of organising and fund-
ing tours of Scottish windfarms for interested 
people. Here, Shetland Times reporter 
JOHN ROBERTSON reports from the 

latest trip last week, organised and paid for 
by Viking Energy at a cost of around £400 per 
person. The hospitality accepted by the 
newspaper comprised free flights to and from 
Edinburgh, travel on the minibus, two light 
lunches at Marks & Spencer, dinner, bed and 
breakfast at Gailes Hotel near Irvine and one 
drink at the bar.

Besides John, those on the trip, or at least 
part of it, were Frank Miller of Bressay 
Community Council, Laurence Robertson of 
Unst Community Council, Norman Leask of 
the Crofting Foundation, SIC councillors 
Addie Doull and Allison Duncan, Jonathan 
Swale of Scottish Natural Heritage, Joe 
Rocks, Tony Erwood and Bob Spanswick of 
the Windfarm Supporters group, Jane 
Cumming and Andy Anderson of Platform 
PR, Aaron Priest and David Thomson of 
Viking Energy, Jordan Ogg on behalf of BBC 
Radio Shetland and Hans Marter of Shetland 
News.

Tales from the windfarms

The builders of Europe’s biggest 
onshore windfarm near Glasgow 
believe Viking Energy could repli-
cate their successful techniques to 
overcome the problems of putting 
turbines on steep hills and deep 
peat. 

The 140-turbine Whitelee Wind-
farm was completed this year by a 
Morrison Construction/Balfour Kil-
patrick partnership for ScottishPower 
on the relatively flat expanse of 
Eagle sham Moor among farms, a 
forest and three Scottish Water 
reservoirs.

Morrison’s project manager at 
Whitelee Tony Windle and environ-
ment manager Alan Chesney were 
flown north this week by Viking 
Energy to give presentations to Shet-
land Charitable Trust on Tuesday 
and to a public meeting in Sound 
Hall, hosted by the Windfarm 
Supporters group.

The two men only managed a 
brief tour of part of the area where 
Viking hopes to erect turbines but, 
from what he saw, Mr Windle did 
not accept that the hill ranges would 
present unacceptable civil engineer-
ing problems arising from issues 
like site flooding, dirty water run-
off, water contamination and liquid 
peat on what would be much steeper 
sites than he encountered at 
Whitelee. 

He said Morrison had also built 
small windfarms on steep hills in the 
Highlands which were similar to the 
topography found in Shetland and, 
even at Whitelee, one side of the site 
was open peat moorland, like some 
of the proposed Viking site. 

To guard against “trouble” he 
warned it was crucial for the con-
tractor to have good quality advance 
planning and environmental safe-
guards in place early.

After a brief question and answer 
session in the morning with some 
trustees of charitable trust the two 
Morrison representatives faced a 
much more rigorous examination at 
the Sound Hall where around 100 
people from all over Shetland braved 
a wet and windy night to turn out. 

Many echoed the observation 
made by Fred Gibson of Windfarm 
Supporters and Sustainable Shetland 
member Roberta Clubb that building 
a windfarm on a plateau in the open 
landscape of central Scotland could 
not be compared with doing the 
same in the high hills of Shetland.

Although Sustainable Shetland 
has no real issues with Whitelee, 
chairman Billy Fox said after hear-
ing Mr Windle and Mr Chesney 
address the charitable trust that the 
Viking proposal was completely 
different.

He said: “To compare Whitelee 
with the location of the Viking 
Energy project up here is like chalk 
and cheese. Whitelee is relatively 
flat – very flat in comparison – and 
it is in the right place. If you have to 
have a large industrialised windfarm 
somewhere then Whitelee is prob-
ably as good a place to have it as 
any. But to try and transfer that 
project into the diminutive land-
scape of Shetland compared with 
Eaglesham Moor is just mad. It just 
doesn’t transfer.”

He envisaged “horrendous prob-
lems” in Shetland with the likes of 
drainage during construction and 
disturbance to rare birds.

While objections to the Viking 
plan have already come from many 
islanders and bodies such as Scottish 
Natural Heritage, the RSPB and the 
John Muir Trust, the Whitelee pro-
ject attracted little opposition despite 
its vast spread, Mr Windle said. The 
main concerns had been over visual 
impact. 

Whitelee currently employs over 
20 people providing 24-hour cover. 
The plan is to eventually extend the 
site from 140 to 215 turbines. 

Mr Windle’s hunch is that as the 
lifespan of the turbines progresses, 
ScottishPower will replace the 
2.3MW Siemens machines with 
6MW or 7MW turbines, which will 
be in more common use by that 
time.

The range of precautions and 
pollution response measures put in 
place at Whitelee to avoid contamin-

ating water courses on the site were 
undeniably impressive. They had to 
prevent any dirty water contamin-
ating three lochs on site which 
Scottish Water uses as reservoirs for 
supplying about 50,000 houses 
around Kilmarnock.

Mr Chesney told trustees earlier 
in the day that there had been no 
incidences of polluting reservoirs. 
He had a budget of £1.3m to handle 
environmental matters during the 
three-year construction and wielded 
the power to stop work on site, 
which he did many times when 
construction areas began to flood 
with heavy rain. 

One of the most eye-watering 
statistics cast up by Mr Windle was 
the five million tonnes of rock 
quarried from six giant borrow pits 
on the site, which at the time was 
“one of the biggest quarry operations 
in Scotland”. The rock was crushed 
and carried by 88 35-tonne dump 
trucks for roads, turbine bases and 
hard-standing areas. 

Mr Fox, who posed the most 
questions at Sound, asked how 
Viking Energy could claim it would 
use only 1.5 million cubic metres of 
rock (around three million tonnes) 
for 150 larger turbines. 

As with a number of the questions 
that were asked, it was not one 
which the Morrison team could 
answer, causing meeting chairman 
Chris Bunyan of Windfarm Sup-
porters to keep repeating: “You 
would need to ask that one to Viking 
Energy.”  

An issue of concern in Shetland 
is the size and number of roads 
which would have to be built to 
snake through the hills to each 
turbine site. The use of so-called 
floating roads is crucial to avoiding 
digging through masses of peat to a 
hard foundation. At Whitelee two-
thirds (37 miles) of the roads are 
floating on the surface, created with 
crushed rock laid on top of a geo-
textile membrane. 

The floating roads were put in 
areas were the peat was over 1.2 
metres deep. In some places the peat 

was 8-9 metres deep. Mr Windle 
said the floating roads also avoided 
disturbing the original water table in 
parts of the site. 

Absolutely crucial to the success 
of the floating roads, according to 
Mr Windle, is to avoid breaking the 
crust of the peat, otherwise the road 
sinks into the liquid peat and so does 
the construction company’s plant. 

While Mr Windle said the 
techniques had worked well on the 
“vast majority” of roads on the 
relative flat of Whitelee there are 
valid concerns about how it would 
fare for getting up the sides of steep 
hills in Shetland. 

Responding to a question from 
Mr Fox, Mr Windle said the 
maximum gradient possible for a 
floating road was a 1 in 14 drop 
across the road, to avoid a “peat 
stability issue”. Along the length of 
a road the maximum at Whitelee 
was a 1 in 11 gradient, more for the 
convenience of bringing in the 
turbine parts, he said, than to avoid 
upsetting the spongy peat.

At the earlier presentation in the 
Shetland Hotel, trustees heard in 
detail of the difficulties encountered 
with water and wet peat when 
digging down to lay concrete bases 
for the turbines. For the Whitelee 
turbines, which are smaller and 
lighter than those proposed for 
Shetland, each hole for a base had to 
be dug to a diameter of nearly 200 
feet (60 metres) with the water and 
peat pumped out into holding 
lagoons created alongside where the 
clean water could be separated off. 

In total, one million cubic metres 
of peat was dug out at Whitelee, a lot 
of it being used to make shoulders 
for the floating roads.

Another issue which is sure to 
hamper Viking is the need for fairly 
calm conditions on the hilltop when 
the giant crane lifts turbines into 
place. According to Mr Windle, 
Siemens imposed a cut-off point of 
11 metres a second (25mph) with an 
alarm being activated in the crane 
driver’s cab when that speed was 
breached.  



The Shetland Times, Friday, 6th November, 2009  7

HARRY’S
DEPARTMENT

STORE
CHRISTMAS

OPENING TIMES
DURING NOVEMBER

Thursdays. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9am-9pm
Sundays. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .12 noon-5pm

New rules 
for patients
Record numbers of patients seeking 
appointments at Lerwick Health 
Centre have forced staff to start a 
new priority system.

With appointments running at 
4,000 a month the centre is to intro-
duce a telephone “triage” system for 
patients who require urgent medical 
attention.

Patients who cannot wait for 
routine appointments should phone 
the health centre before 11am and 
will receive an initial telephone con-
sultation with a triage doctor. The 
doctor will assess the seriousness of 
the situation and work out an 
approp riate course of action for the 
patient. This could be telephone 
advice or could result in the patient 
being given an appointment either 
that day or at a future date.

A duty doctor will continue to 
deal with emergencies and house 
visits.

The triage system will start on 
Monday for a trial period. It is being 
introduced after feedback from 
patients and will replace the first-
come, first-served system for same 
day appointments. This involved 
patients queuing from 8.30am and 
although it was not unpopular, 
accord ing to practice manager John 
Fraser some patients had queried the 
system and he felt “duty bound” to 
investigate alternatives.

The triage system has been tried 
and tested in practices of a similar 
size to Lerwick, which has nine full-
time equivalent doctors and serves 
9,000 patients.

Mr Fraser said that it has been 
noticeable over the last five to 10 
years than the demand for appoint-
ments had increased although there 
was nothing to suggest the health of 
the population was worsening. 

He realised the appointment sys-
tem was not based on clinical need, 
and, in order to make the system 
“even better than it already is”, the 
triage system will be trialled. He 
said of the system: “Every patient 
will speak to a doctor – it is important 
they have the comfort of a conver-
sation with a doctor on that day.

“The doctor will make a profes-
sional clinical judgement – which 
could even be a referral to A & E.”

Mr Fraser said he would welcome 
feedback on the appointment system. 
“If anyone has concerns or ideas 
come and speak to me for the benefit 
of Lerwick Health Centre and the 
Lerwick population.”

The health centre has an on-going 
problem with patients not turning up 
for appointments, which are cur rent-
ly between 120 and 180 per month. 

Mr Fraser said this puts unneces-
sary strain on resources and asked 
any one who knows they cannot 
attend to let the health centre know 
through the 24 hour cancellation 
line.
● For appointments phone 

(01595) 743216. For cancellations 
phone (01595) 743232.

Doubters urged to go and see for themselves
Islanders with doubts about big 
windfarms have been urged to go 
and visit one if they get the chance 
and then make their own minds up.

Joe Rocks of the Windfarm Sup-
porters group, formed recently to 
back Viking Energy, praised last 
week’s tour of three windfarms in 
Scotland for the first-hand experi-
ence it afforded. He said: “The 
greatest benefit was the educational 
experience of actually standing next 
to turbines, knowing what they 
sound like, knowing what they look 
like. That – rather than any number 
of words, any number of letters, any 
number of other people’s opinions 
– lets you decide what’s acceptable 
to you and what’s not acceptable.”

Norman Leask of the Crofting 
Foundation echoed Mr Rocks’ view, 
suggesting that people could perhaps 
organise their own groups for a trip 
not involving Viking Energy, arrang-
ing to talk to experts and even seek 
a council grant to pay for it.

They were speaking at the end of 
the latest all-expenses-paid tour 
organised by Viking Energy for 
interested parties which the local 
media and some public body repre-
sen tatives took the chance to go on 
but which Sustainable Shetland, the 
group campaigning against the 
wind farm, declined to join. Its 
chairman Billy Fox said this week 
the group’s committee decided to 
turn down the invitation. “We don’t 
think that it is correct use of public 
money. We feel the money would 
have been better spent actually hav-
ing meaningful and honest engage-
ment with the Shetland public at 
large.” 

Sustainable Shetland members 

Joe Rocks

despite lack of similarities to home
two years, we were told, although one had a 
chipped tooth in a gearbox which put it out of 
action for four days. 

Good PR for the windfarm has come in the 
form of red kites which have taken to the site, 
up to 500 metres above sea level. According to 
Charlie, one had been killed during the two 
years but no other birds are known to have 
whacked off the blades. However, there is a 
debate raging in ornithological circles as to 
whether birds die more often in windfarms 
but are “disappeared” by scavengers before 
inspectors spot the evidence.

David Thomson said Viking Energy might 
consider switching off certain turbines during 
parts of certain days of the year when bird 
collision danger is at its highest, such as 
around dawn and dusk when the light is poor. 
“By timing selective shutdowns we could 
disproportionately reduce our collision risk,” he 
said.

Whitelee
The 140-turbine Whitelee Windfarm is 

formed from 12 mini-windfarm clumps, or 
arrays, taking up over 35 square miles of moor 
between Glasgow and Kilmarnock. 

Half of the site is commercial forest owned 
by the government’s Forestry Commission 
through which large swathes had to be cut for 
the roads and turbines. Other parts are owned 
by Scottish Water and the Tory aristocrat Lord 
Rowallan.

Interestingly there are about 25 farms and 
small agricultural steadings inside and around 
the windfarm area with some houses only 700-
800 metres away from a turbine. Eaglesham 

village is just four miles away. Unfortunately 
we did not meet any of the locals to hear their 
thoughts. 

The control room at Whitelee monitors seven 
windfarms around the UK, providing detailed 
data on what every single turbine is producing, 
its speed, oil pressure and everything else you 
could want to know. 

The windfarm cost over £350 million and can 
power up to 180,000 houses – when there is 
enough wind to turn the blades of the 
2.3MW Siemens machines. During our 
visit to a monitoring room it was producing 91-
106MW, less than one-third of its potential 
322MW.

The first power was produced in January last 
year, 15 months after work began and the last 
turbine was switched on this summer. At its 
peak 69 staff members and 400 construction 
members were employed. 

When it came to erecting the turbines the 
team from Siemens was able to put up two a 
week, taking one day to set up the crane, one day 
to do the lifting and fixing job and another day 
to de-rig the crane and move it. 

The latest development at Whitelee is its 
visitor centre, which opened six weeks ago 
and provides a cafe, shop, hands-on displays, 
a video of the building of the windfarm 
and other information but, most of all, a 
panoramic view down over the turbine theme-
park. 

Viking Energy plans a more modest centre 
near the converter station in Kergord which may 
be further developed as time goes on.

ScottishPower has opened up the whole 56 
miles of roads and tracks at Whitelee to walkers, 

joggers, cyclists, horse-riders and dog-walkers. 
The less-active can tour it in a free bus. 

Bird life is quite different to the Shetland hills 
with the main flyers consisting of buzzards, hen 
harriers, owls and a peregrine falcon. Our guide, 
Alan Chesney, the environmental manager with 
construction company Morrison, told the tour: 
“I’ve seen birds flying in between the turbines. 
I’ve seen flocks of geese flying through 
them.”

The only bird killed by a turbine in three 
years was one young buzzard, he said. When he 
was alerted to a merlin nesting near a turbine 
construction site he got the job stopped and a 
500 metre exclusion zone placed around it for 
seven weeks until the bird and its three young 
fledged. Unfortunately it seems a fox got to the 
nest the next year. 

Ardrossan
The windfarm is owned by SSE and its 

subsidiary Airtricity and has 15 2MW Vestas 
machines – the same as those at Braes of Doune. 
It first started producing power in 2004 and the 
grassy hill site appears to have returned to its 
original state, complete with flocks of sheep 
lying around the turbine bases with not a care in 
the world. 

As the tour group climbed out of the mini-bus 
a kestrel and a crow were in the middle of a fight 
near the turbines.

According to Andy Sloan from SSE, five 
farmers share the income from renting out the 
land for turbines and the councils of Ayrshire 
and West Kilbride benefit from funds for 
schemes like restocking fishing lochs and 
Christmas lights for the high street.

have been on some of the four 
previous Viking Energy trips in their 
capacity as representatives of vari-
ous community councils, reporting 
back to the group, and some other 
members have visited Whitelee 
under their own steam. 

Whitelee – Europe’s biggest 
onshore windfarm – and its visitor 
centre are free to visit and members 
of the public are allowed to go 
walking or cycling on the tracks 
between the mass of giant turbines 
to experience them first hand and 
take in the view.

Mr Rocks, who owns Busta 
House Hotel, said Whitelee was 
easily accessible from Glasgow for 
a £3 bus ticket. He said: “Go and 
have a look!  If you haven’t had a 
look and you haven’t had a listen 
then you will have difficulty know-
ing what you are talking about.

“You can talk about how ugly or 
how pretty you think they are but it’s 

only a real opinion if you’ve actually 
seen them; if you’ve stood there and 
looked out on 140 of them.”

Mr Rocks is one of those people 
who enjoy the look, using phrases 
like “attractive pieces of con-
temporary architecture”. He said: “I 
don’t think they’re industrial; I don’t 
think they’re factories. They are 
21st century buildings and I think 
they are lovely and 140 of them 
looks lovely as well.”

He was also impressed by the 
standard of environmental planning 
and monitoring done at Whitelee, 
describing the practices as “astonish-
ing practical professionalism”. He 
said it seemed the bar was raised 
each time a new windfarm was 
planned, requiring higher standards 
to meet the approval of bodies like 
Scottish Natural Heritage and Scot-
tish Water. “It was good to see that 
in sites throughout Scotland, people 
are not casual in their approaches.”

Undeniably there is noise from 
the rotor blades but many of those 
on the Viking Energy trip were sur-
prised how quiet they were. Mr 
Leask said: “There’s far more noise 
with a snur o’ nor’ wast wind at 
Snarraness with the sea and with the 
wind, both or individually, as there 
was with the windfarm. You could 
hear a bus over it. You could speak 
over it no bother. I don’t see it as an 
issue.”

He had already satisfied himself 
that the Viking proposal does not 
present major environmental prob-
lems. He believed local opinion was 
academic now anyway because the 
decision on planning permission 
was out of Shetland’s hands, to be 
taken by the Scottish government to 

make sure there is a windfarm. His 
worry now is that the community 
may get cold feet with its investment 
as an equal partner with Scottish and 
Southern Energy, leaving the way 
open for a private company to “come 
in and rape us”. 

He is also concerned about whe-
ther Shetland will be allowed to use 
the profits from its community 
share holding, given the new charity 
rules which are already preventing 
Shetland Charitable Trust acting 
freely in the islands’ interests. He is 
hopeful those restrictions might be 
overcome, perhaps by stumping up 
the tax to the UK government to 
allow so-called non-charitable use 
of the profits, such as helping 
islanders regardless of need, or by 
setting up new funds to avoid 
restrictions, which would enable 
Shetland to use its profits from wind 
to help itself as it wishes and to aid 
local industry.

Councillor Allison Duncan echo-
ed the general sentiment that the 
trip was worthwhile, despite poor 
weather and the unavailability of the 
52-turbine site at Hadyard Hill, in 
Ayrshire, which the group was 
meant to visit. He said: “The one 
concern that it has cleared up for me 
is the environmental impact. I have 
no concern at all.”

He was impressed by the pre-
cautions taken to avoid lasting dam-
age to the landscape from quarries 
and areas of disturbed peat for roads 
and turbine sites, declaring that the 
firms hired to do the landscaping at 
Braes of Doune and Whitelee 
had done “a wonderful job”. “You 
couldn’t have told in some cases that 
there had been work carried out. We 

saw it quite clearly today and it 
looked good – I have to admit 
that.”

The visual impact of the wind 
turbines he saw did not bother him, 
nor did the swish of the blades. “The 
noise that I was getting was just the 
noise from the sea after a storm and 
we all have to put up with that in 
Shetland,” he said.

During the trip he repeated his 
call for a referendum on whether the 
community wants the windfarm, 
with a vote for everyone over the 
age of 12. He said everyone should 
get their say because windfarms are 
such an emotive issue and, as he 
said, “the people are still against it”, 
as evidenced by recent SIC con-
sultation meetings and The Shetland 
Times poll, which showed 48 per 
cent of adults not in favour.

He conceded that his poll might 
not be able to include children in 
which case he wants it open to all 
over the age of 16.

Despite warming to the concept 
of windfarms during the tour, Mr 
Duncan remains unhappy about the 
level of risk Shetland Charitable 
Trust could face in using funds to 
part-finance the Viking venture.

Mr Rocks took the opposite view, 
declaring that he found it difficult to 
believe that people could be in two 
minds about the financial benefits of 
having the windfarm. He said he 
could not understand how people 
could risk their children’s future 
“environment” – the high standard 
of roads, schools, recreation, elderly 
care – by not embracing an oppor-
tunity which “pretty near guarantees” 
today’s standard of living continuing 
in perpetuity.

The turbines at the Braes of Doune windfarm.  Photo: John Robertson

help people make up their minds
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Ask...

Q: Can you tell me more about wind turbines 
and noise?

A: The evolution of wind farm technology over the past 
decade has rendered mechanical noise from turbines 
relatively undetectable with the main sound being the 
aerodynamic swoosh of the blades passing the tower. 

 There is no doubt that some of the earlier models of wind 
turbines were noisy, particularly when they were not well 
situated. Many of the stories of turbine noise refer to these 
older wind farms or wind turbines that have been badly 
located. 

 Advances in design, both in terms of turbines and in 
terms of our understanding of suitable locations, mean 
turbines should cause very little disturbance to nearby 
residents.  Any noise they make is likely to be drowned 
out by the natural noise of the wind itself.

 There are strict guidelines on wind turbines and noise to 
protect nearby residents.  These guidelines are available 
from the UK Government Department of Energy & 
Climate Change. Go to http://www.decc.gov.uk and 
search for noise.

 Our Environmental Statement concludes that operational 
noise levels at all occupied properties near Viking 
Energy’s proposed wind farm are consistent with these 
guidelines.

More questions?
Ask Viking by:
email: info@vikingenergy.co.uk

Or write us a letter at:
Viking Energy
The Gutters Hut
North Ness Business Park
Lerwick
Shetland
ZE1 0LZ

Councillors 
swap roles
Councillor Iris Hawkins has 
become chair of the Shetland trans-
port agency ZetTrans in place of 
Allan Wishart who stood down 
recently to take up a full-time job 
with Viking Energy. 

The move mirrors her promotion 
to the chair of the council’s infra-
structure committee in place of Mr 
Wishart. He has switched positions 
with Mrs Hawkins, claiming the 
vice-chairmanships of ZetTrans 
and the infrastructure committee. 

At Monday’s meeting of Zet-
Trans no other nominations were 
put forward for the chair. There is 
no payment for the positions with 
ZetTrans although expenses are 
reimbursed. In the financial year 
2008/09 members claimed a total of 
£3,509.

Meanwhile, the meeting heard 
that two new employees had been 
taken on to allow ZetTrans to 
pursue its planned workload, which 
has been barely progressed in recent 
months. 

ZetTrans members also approved 
their accounts for 2008/09 which 
showed a spend of £1.8 million to 
operate and develop some of the 
transport services in Shetland. The 
biggest outlay was nearly £1.3m on 
the public bus service.

 

Driving alert
Police are concerned about the 
number of reports of careless 
driving, especially during the hours 
of darkness, and are reminding 
motorists to allow sufficient time 
when overtaking. 

Officers say motorists have a 
responsibility to other road users 
and any reports of careless or 
inconsiderate driving will be 
rigorously pursued.  

Large turbine would allow 
fewer machines in plan

By JOHN ROBERTSON
A powerful new wind turbine which 
is set to hit the market could allow 
Viking Energy to cut 30 machines 
from its windfarm plan without 
reducing the amount of electricity 
it would generate. 

Shrinking the 150-turbine grid 
by 20 per cent could help pacify 
many opponents of the scheme and 
others who back the windfarm 
concept but baulk at its sheer size. 

The new turbine being developed 
by Vestas is anticipated to be rated 
at 4.5MW, a significant 900 kilo-
watts greater than the Siemens 
3.6MW machine which Viking 
Energy had pencilled in as the most 
suitable for its project. 

Viking Energy project officer 
David Thomson confirmed that if 
the new model becomes commer-
cial ly available soon it could be 
factored into the company’s 
forthcoming review of its windfarm 
proposal – the so-called addendum 
to its planning application which 
will try to address the many 
concerns raised about the proposed 
windfarm, particularly regarding 

the number and size of the 
turbines.

Mr Thomson said: “Part of the 
consideration of the review of the 
overall design includes what are our 
current turbine parameters. We’ll 
look at what Vestas come with but 
it may, or may not, have a bearing 
on what we actually have. It may 
present another option which we 
don’t have today and didn’t have a 
year and a half ago.”  

He added: “It still only becomes 
an option. It doesn’t automatically 
become the chosen replacement.”

The nature of the changes set to 
be floated in the addendum remains 
something of a mystery at this 
stage, Viking Energy having given 
itself until the turn of the year to 
table its compromise proposals. Mr 
Thomson said even Viking Energy 
did not have the answers yet as it 
investigates how to react to the 
mass of feedback from public and 
official bodies. 

Other factors which could allow 
Viking to reduce the size of the 
windfarm include any significant 
fall in the price of turbines and – 
crucially – the still-unresolved issue 
of transmission charges which, if 

substantially reduced as a result of 
pressure on the electricity regulator 
Ofgem and National Grid, would 
require less power to make a profit, 
translating into fewer turbines on 
the hills.

Viking Energy only learnt about 
the new, more powerful, turbine at 
a trade show last month and Mr 
Thomson said Vestas had been “a 
bit coy” about giving out details of 
its yet-to-be-launched product. 
However, it has previously spoken 
about developing a 4.5MW turbine. 
News of Viking’s interest in the 
new machine emerged during the 
recent windfarm tour in central 
Scotland, which the company 
organ ised for the local media and a 
small group of councillors, 
community councillors and 
representatives of public bodies.

There are even larger turbines 
already on the market. German 
company REpower makes 5MW 
machines, two of which have been 
used in Scotland on the experimental 
Beatrice offshore project in the 
Moray Firth, next to the Beatrice oil 
platform. REpower is now working 
on a 6MW machine for offshore 
use. 

The 5MW machines are not 
considered by Viking Energy to 
have a proven record yet. They are 
also a colossal weight. As windfarm 
supporter Bob Spanswick of con-
struction barge operators Delta 
Marine said, the nacelle of the 
5MW turbine weighs 350 tonnes, 
requiring a 1,000 tonne crane to lift 
it into place, compared with a 120 
tonne nacelle for the turbines cur-
rent ly proposed by Viking Energy.

Although the new Vestas turbine 
may also be larger scale than the 
proposed Siemens 3.6MW 
machines, Viking has already 
allow ed for extra height in its 
planning application by specifying 
its maximum turbine height at 145 
metres to the tip of the blade. If the 
3.6MW machines were eventually 
chosen they would not necessarily 
have to stand quite so high. 

Mr Thomson said: “We built that 
145m envelope deliberately to let 
us accommodate potentially more 
powerful machines. This could be 
an example of someone coming 
forward with something that con-
veniently fits into our envelope. But 
it’s only a possibility.”

Viking Energy says sorry for  
misleading public in leaflet

Viking Energy mislead members of 
the public with a series of statements 
in a leaflet about the financial and 
environmental benefits of its pro-
posed 150-turbine windfarm in 
central Shetland, Britain’s 
advertising watchdog has ruled.

In a judgement that is deeply 
embarrassing for the developer, the 
Advertising Standards Authority 
(ASA) has upheld four out of six 
complaints made by anti-windfarm 
group Sustainable Shetland.

They concern the publication, 
Viking Energy: Harnessing Shet-
land’s natural resources for a 
greener future, which was circulated 
to households in the isles earlier 
this year to try to explain what was 
proposed, how it might benefit 
islanders and the company’s view 
of some of the issues raised.

The ASA has asked for and 
received a written assurance from 
Viking Energy that it will alter its 
advertising to comply with the 
Committee of Advertising (CAP) 
code.

Viking Energy apologised this 
week for the errors, but Sustainable 
Shetland has accused it of con tinu-
ing to make the claims despite being 
told not to.

Meanwhile, The Shetland Times 
understands that Viking Energy 
carried out a review of Sustainable 
Shetland’s own advertising, some 
of it placed in this newspaper, and 
concluded that 11 statements about 
the nature of peat coverage on the 
hills, the risk of landslips, the 
proximity of turbines to settlements 
and the socio-economic impact of 
the windfarm could be referred to 
the ASA for alleged breaches of the 
code. The company chose not to 
pursue the matter, but a file is being 
kept.

The first of the complaints about 
Viking dealt with by the ASA 
relates to the claim on page two of 
the leaflet that 50 per cent of the 
profits of any windfarm would 
“stay with the Shetland 
community”.

The ASA ruled that this breached 
the CAP code on truthfulness 
because in fact only 45 per cent of 

The offending leaflet.

the profits would go to Shetland 
Charitable Trust (SCT) while the 
remaining five per cent would go to 
the private shareholder directors 
who own and operate the Burradale 
windfarm. The other 50 per cent of 
the Viking Energy Partnership is 
owned by energy firm Scottish and 
Southern Energy (SSE).

“Although the directors were 
based in Shetland, we considered 
the claim suggested that 50 per cent 
of the economic benefit went to 
community projects or community 
bodies in the Shetlands [sic], not to 
private shareholder directors who 
were based there. We welcomed 
Viking Energy’s acknowledgement 
that the claim could have been 
phrased more clearly but concluded 
that the claim that 50 per cent of the 
profits would stay with the Shetland 
community was misleading.”

The second and third concern the 
claims that “a total of £25 to £30 
million will be injected into the 
Shetland economy every year” and 

£18 million of that would go on 
average to the SCT.

In its ruling, the ASA says a lack 
of evidence from Viking about the 
likely price for any electricity 
gener ated combined with an 
absence of qualifying language 
meant that claims breached the 
CAP code on substantiation and 
truthfulness.

The fourth deals with a citation 
in the leaflet of a study into carbon 
dioxide release from peat disturbed 
by the construction of windfarms 
carried out by the Macaulay 
Institute and Aberdeen University. 
Viking had claimed that the study 
showed the release could be 
“cancelled out by their green power 
in less than three years”.

The ASA says this implied that a 
similar payback time was likely to 
apply to the Viking windfarm, in 
contravention of the CAP code on 
substantiation, truthfulness and 
environmental claims.

“We concluded that it was not 
justified for Viking Energy to 

extrapo late findings that were 
designed to be treated with caution 
in a way that suggested the claim 
was valid for their development and 
that the claim was, therefore, 
misleading.”

Further allegations from Sustain-
able Shetland contesting claims that 
the footprint of the Viking project 
had been reduced from 60 square 
kilometres to 40 square kilometres 
and that the ground disturbance was 
less than 1.5 kilometres did not 
breach the code.

David Thomson, project officer 
for Viking Energy, said: “Over the 
past few years we have presented a 
huge amount of information about 
the project. The leaflet in question 
contained some wording that gave 
rise to six complaints, with four 
being upheld by the ASA.

“All the information we make 
available is produced with the best 
of intentions to help meet the 
demand for knowledge from the 
local community so we apologise 
unreservedly if there has been any 
misunderstanding as a result of 
wording in this one particular 
leaflet.”

He said that as the project 
continues to develop, Viking will 
use the pre-checking service 
provided by the CAP. “This will 
ensure that the wording of infor-
mation we produce, be it in advertis-
ing or in answers to questions, will 
be clear and accurate so everyone 
can make informed decisions about 
our proposal.”

Most of the figures in the leaflet 
were updated with the publication 
in May of Viking Energy’s environ-
mental statement (ES). For 
example, the profit could be as high 
as £37 million a year, with SCT 
possibly receiving as much as £23 
million annually.

Project co-ordinator Allan Wish-
art said: “The figures are not under 
question, either in the ES or even in 
the challenged leaflet. The language 
(expected vs estimated) is the key. 
We will be using the updated figures 
for further material ...

“Despite what has been said 
elsewhere, the ASA has not said 
that doing so would be wrong. The 
ASA adjudication is clear ... The 
advert used the word ‘expected’ and 
that phraseology cannot be sub-
stantiated. However as an estimate 
the figures were valid (and now 
found to be underestimates).

“Since the figures have not been 
questioned we will continue to use 
them in discussions about the 
genuine potential that this project 

has to contribute to the socio-
economic future of the Shetland 
community but we will, of course, 
be stringent in clarity that until such 
time as we have completed 
contracts, all figures remain 
estimates.”

Vice chairman of Sustainable 
Shetland Kevin Learmonth said: 
“We are pleased with this ASA 
judgement, it shows that Viking 
Energy cannot claim a specified 
sum as income to the community, 
cannot claim a specified profit until 
all costs are known and contracts in 
place and cannot claim a specific 
carbon payback figure as being 
definite.”

Mr Learmonth said that the 
ruling “puts a big question mark 
over Viking Energy’s key financial 
and environmental claims”.

He said the group remained very 
concerned that Viking Energy used, 
and continues to use, community 
money to print and distribute infor-
mation which the ASA has found to 
be untruthful, unsubstantiated and 
misleading.

“What’s really worrying here is 
that Viking Energy is still making 
the same claims despite the ASA 
telling them not to do so.”

A spokesman for the Windfarm 
Supporters Group said it was right 
that Viking Energy had held its 
hands up over the errors. “However 
it seems to be sloppy writing rather 
than misconstruing the facts,” he 
said.
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govern ment subsidy no aero-gener-
ator would ever be built,” he said.

“They’re of no benefit to man nor 
beast. The government are now 
engaged in the swivel-eyed lunacy 
of forcing distributors to pay 30p per 
unit for unreliable wind energy. 
Imagine if people on low incomes 
had to pay 30p per unit. Renewables 
have already added at least 20 per 
cent to our electricity bills. How 
many old people have died of 
cold this winter because of this 
madness?”

Visually, Mr Smith said, they can 
be “very elegant-looking structures 
and add a pleasant contrast to the 
ancient landscape”, but it is “a pity 
they’re economic madness”. He sees 
no prospect of SCT getting a return 
on any investment: “The government 

are skint so any subsidies the trust 
are drooling over will dry up very 
soon in any case.”

Liberal Democrat Alistair Car-
michael, who has held the seat since 
2001, has no objection to a windfarm 
in principle, but said he was con-
cerned about the scale of the original 
proposal. “That is now being revised 
by Viking and we shall see the scale 
of any revised application when it is 
published.”

He does not doubt there will be a 
significant environmental and visual 
impact and “local people must have 
a voice in deciding if that is an 
acceptable impact or not”. 

“The role of local councillors in 
this is crucial,” he said. “When the 
impact assessment of the first 
version of the planning application 
was published I was instrumental in 

getting more time for local people 
and organisations to consider it and 
to comment on it.”

Mr Carmichael said the prospect 
of securing income for SCT was 
“one of the most positive features” 
of the proposed turbines. But he is 
clear that Shetland residents must be 
given the chance to see for them-
selves whether it represents a good 
investment: “The finances of the 
project must be completely robust 
and available for the Shetland 
community to make a judgement. 
The funding and financial implica-
tions for Shetland must be published 
before a decision is made by the 
council. We must know what we 
can expect in return for the 
development.” 

Mr Nairn, meanwhile, said he 
was pro-Viking “in principle” but 

supported the development being 
the subject of a public inquiry 
“sooner rather than later”. “Objectors 
need to be able to argue their case 
and the developers theirs, with 
the opportunity for modifications, 
whether major or minor, to be made 
as one possible outcome.”

He accepted there would be 
negative impacts locally but that 
they needed to be balanced against 
the contribution towards the use of 
renewable energy. Mr Nairn said he 
did not know whether it represented 
a good investment opportunity for 
SCT but suggested it needed to be 
“assessed not only on its own 
merits but also in reaction to its 
size and the spread of the other 
investments”.

Mr Mowat said his support was 
“qualified”, because he was “initially 

surprised by the size and scale” of 
the proposal, but he was notionally 
in favour “provided there is com-
munity benefit to Shetland and a 
power cable is in place that takes 
power to the Scottish mainland”. 

The visual impact was “a matter 
of personal preference”, he said, 
adding it would only represent a 
good investment for SCT “if the 
required infrastructure is put in 
place to take the electricity to where 
it is needed”. He was clear that 
“more realistic” Ofgem charges 
for power transmission need to 
be introduced but believes the 
investment could be critical in 
safeguarding Shetland’s future 
economic well-being.

“Shetland is a windy place and 
probably the best place in Scotland 
or the UK for wind turbines to work 

‘They’re of no benefit to man nor beast. They
Small fire at 
power station
An investigation has been launched 
by Lerwick Power Station operator 
Scottish and Southern Energy after 
a minor fire at the plant on Sunday 
night.

A wooden roof caught fire, 
causing damage to a four square 
metre section. Two Lerwick fire 
engines attended after receiving a 
call at 8pm. The fire was under 
control by 9.12pm. No-one was hurt 
and power station operations were 
not affected.

Meanwhile, the fire crew in Unst 
were called out to a fire in a house at 
the weekend in the Burrafirth area of 
the isle.

The emergency services received 
a call at 3.53pm on Sunday to attend 
a small electrical fire in a fuse box. 

The fire was extinguished on 
arrival. There was no damage to the 
building and no-one was injured.

Enterprise 
contest
Shetland organisations are being 
urged to enter a competition to find 
Scotland’s most enterprising place.

The Enterprising Britain 2010 
competition rewards cities, villages, 
towns and neighbourhoods that have 
tackled the economic downturn 
head on and are successfully creating 
jobs, boosting local business and 
nurturing entrepreneurial talent 
as the UK emerges from the 
recession.

Last year Glasgow’s Local 
Regeneration Agency was named 
Scotland’s winner after developing 
city-wide projects to tackle a lack of 
enterprise activity in deprived com-
munities. Within nine months the 
projects assisted over 900 individuals 
and organisations, and created 116 
enterprises and 195 jobs.  

Previous Scottish winners were 
Heart of Hawick in 2008, Edinburgh 
Science Triangle in 2007 and West 
Kilbride Craft and Design Town in 
2006.

The Enterprising Britain compe-
tition has been running since 2005 
but this year is the first time it has 
expanded to five categories: enter-
prise culture; driving entrepreneurial 
skills; business support and start-up; 
global entrepreneurship; and social 
cohesion.

Organisations can enter any or all 
of the categories and regional 
winners go on to the national finals 
later in the year. 

Entries must be submitted by 31st 
May and the winner will be announ-
ced in October. Application forms 
can be downloaded from www.
enterpriseuk.org/enterprising 
britain

Coastguard 
should be 
poll issue
Liberal Democrat candidate Alistair 
Carmichael believes the future of 
the coastguard service should be an 
issue for local people during the 
general election campaign.

Mr Carmichael said: “For people 
in island and coastal communities 
the coastguard is an emergency 
service every bit as much as the fire, 
police and ambulance. There are 
people walking the streets of Shet-
land and Orkney today as a result of 
the professionalism and skill of our 
coastguards.

“I have been appalled at the way 
in which the government has treated 
both full-time and volunteer coast-
guards. They have allowed their pay 
and conditions to fall far behind 
those of comparable workers and 
things got so bad that coastguards in 
2008 withdrew their labour and went 
on strike. I know that local coast-
guards did not withdraw their labour 
but that they felt no less strongly 
about their position.

“If the problems of the coastguard 
agency had been identified in the 
ambulance or fire service then you 
would have had questions in the 
House of Commons every other day. 
As it was the government sat tight 
and did nothing in a quite cynical 
and disgraceful manner.

“If I am elected as MP on 6th 
May then I shall continue to fight for 
fair treatment of our coastguards.”

Students win competition to visit windfarms
By LOUISE THOMASON

Three Shetland students are to experience 
windfarms up close after winning places on a 
trip to two sites in Scotland through a Viking 
Energy competition.

The developer asked young people to 
demonstrate how they would represent the 
youth of Shetland while visiting the windfarms 
and how they would report their findings back 
to them.

Glasgow Caledonian University student 
Leona Gear won first place in the 18-25 year-
old category.

She said she would use her love of writing, 
as well as the tools of social networking sites 
such as Facebook and Twitter, to communicate 
her experiences to her peers in Shetland, as 
well as writing a blog which would detail what 
she found.

Miss Gear said: “Having grown up on 
Foula, which was powered for a long time by 
a wind and water turbine, I know how effective 
renewable energy can be. I also know 
the importance of having electricity and 
the inconvenience of not having any when 
something breaks.

“I hope that by blogging about my 

experiences during the trip I can raise 
awareness of the issues surrounding the 
proposed windfarm and inform my friends 
and family on Shetland.”

Second prize went to Daniel Gear. In his 
final year at Robert Gordon Univeristy 
studying graphic design, Mr Gear is producing 
a book on Shetland’s proposed windfarm 
using different formats of photography. 

He said: “I’m really chuffed I won second 
place in this competition because I’m still 
trying to reach my own conclusions about the 
Viking Energy windfarm and I hope that 
seeing windfarms up close with my own eyes 
will help me to feel more informed. 

“I also expect that the trip will be a good 
opportunity to meet a number of other young 
Shetlanders who might be for, against or 
undecided about the proposals – I’m very keen 
to hear both sides of the story.”

Andrew Goodlad won third place with his 
proposal to set up a website, http://asgardian.
wordpress.com, and use a variety of media, 
including videos, pictures and text as well as 
links to social networking sites to keep people 
informed.

He said: “I see this as a great opportunity 

to get even more involved, experience a 
windfarm up close and share it with others to 
help form more knowledgeable opinions.”

The judging panel, which included Shetland 
College director George Smith, received a 
variety of interesting entries which displayed 
the use of both modern technoglogy and more 
traditional methods of relaying information.

Mr Smith said: “We were very impressed 
with the quality of entries and innovative 
ideas. It’s very encouraging to see so many 
young folk taking an interest in Shetland, 
renewable energy and the climate.”

The group will visit the windfarms at 
Whitelee, Ardrossan and Drumderg next 
week, where they will get the chance to tour 
the sites and discuss the construction and 
operation of the wind farms with onsite 
personnel.

Meanwhile Viking Energy is currently 
holding another competition, this time aimed 
at letter writers. 

The competition is open to all young people 
in Shetland from age five to 25, and asks them 
to write about their thoughts on the project, 
whether they are in favour, against or 
undecided.

The competition runs until 7th May and 
offers prizes of vouchers for Nigel’s Eco Store 
and The Age of Stupid DVD.

Entries will be divided into three categories 
of primary school pupils, secondary school 
pupils and 17-25 year olds. The letters will be 
judged by a panel including Shetland Times 
editor Paul Riddell and Donald Murray from 
Sandwick Junior High School. 

Anyone wishing to enter should write a 
letter, as if to a penpal, of no more than 500 
words which outlines their thoughts on the 
proposed windfarm and send them to: Viking 
Energy, Gutters’ Hut, North Ness Business 
Park, Lerwick, ZE1 0LZ.

Viking Energy communications officer 
Lisa Ward said: “Shetlanders have a long 
tradition of writing letters to the local 
newspaper and, more recently to the local 
news website. 

“The advent of modern technology means 
more and more letters are being replaced by 
texts, emails and communication via social 
media sites. But that doesn’t mean that young 
people have lost their writing skills so we’re 
challenging them to write a letter explaining 
what they think about the project.”

Decision on converter is delayed

By ROSALIND GRIFFITHS
Councillors have agreed to defer a 
decision on siting a windfarm con-
verter station at Upper Kergord for 
the proposed Viking Energy wind-
farm, pending further information 
on carbon emissions becoming 
available.

The application was for outline 
planning permission to build two 
large metal-clad buildings, each up 
to 150m long, 40m wide and 22m 
high, for housing transformers and 
related electrical plant for the 
windfarm, with another for a spare 
converter transformer, plus other 
buildings.

The proposal, a neces sary part of 
the windfarm to convert AC to DC 
to minimise transmission losses, 
would involve removing 50,000 
cubic metres of peat on a 14 hectare 
site. It attracted two letters of support 
and 21 against, including from 
Tingwall, Whiteness and Weis dale 
community council. Many objectors 
attended the meeting in person.

The planning hearing should have 
offered an opportunity for both the 
applicant and objectors to put their 
points of view, but the applicant, 
Scottish Hydro Electric Transmission 
Ltd (SHETL), was not able to 
attend due to the on-going transport 
problems. However the planning 

One objector described the photomontage of the buildings as an “exercise in deception”.

Q Planning unable to do 
carbon audit of scheme

Q SHETL angry meeting 
proceeded in absence

board felt the hearing should carry 
on. Councillors Bill Manson, chair-
man of Viking Energy, and Caroline 
Miller, a director of the company, 
left the meeting.

Later SHETL expressed anger 
that it had not been notified of the 
planning meeting in time to get 
there.

A spokesman for SHETL, which 
is a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
SSE which in turn owns 50 per cent 
of the proposed Viking windfarm, 
said the letter was only sent out of 
Friday, arriving at the beginning of 
the week and leaving no time to 
organise transport.

“We understand that the planning 
hearing took place yesterday morn-
ing, and we are extremely dis-
appoint ed with SIC’s decision to go 
ahead without SHETL being repres-
ented. We did not receive reasonable 
notice of this hearing and expressed 
concern to SIC about the timing, 
combined with the current travel 
situation. 

“Given that the hearing has now 
taken place we believe our position 
in this matter has been severely pre-
judiced and are now considering our 
options.” 

Chairman of the planning board 
Frank Robertson said: “It is not 
strictly necessary for the applicants 
or their agents to be at a meeting of 
the planning board to consider an 
application.”

Although organisations such as 
the Scottish Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (Sepa), Scottish Natural 
Heritage (SNH), RSPB and Shetland 
Amenity Trust had not objected, 
they had raised concern about car-

bon emissions from removing peat, 
and carbon balance and carbon 
payback. SNH advised an environ-
mental clerk of works be appointed 
to oversee the work, should it go 
ahead. The Scottish government’s 
Climate Change Division has not 
objected, but has raised concerns on 
noise and air quality.

Planning official Richard Mac-
Neill said that the application was 
for a development in priniciple, and 
the planning service had no objection 
to it on the grounds of location or 
visual impact. The issue in question 
was carbon balance.

He conceded that the planning 
service had no “in-house expertise” 
in dealing with carbon stored in peat, 
and there appeared to be none 
available from any of the agencies 
or the government, which he called 
“both surprising and disconcerting”.

He was therefore not confident 
the planning service could say the 
proposal would not have an un-
acceptable impact on the environ-
ment in terms of carbon emissions 
and recommended the decision be 
deferred.

Objector and vice chairman of 
Sustainable Shetland Kevin Lear-
month said the application was an 
integral part of the Viking Energy 
application for the windfarm and 
should be treated as such. The whole 
point of the windfarm was to reduce 
carbon dioxide, and the statutory 
bodies could provide no data for the 
release of carbon. “Any decision 
would be premature,” he said.

Speaking for the community 
council, objector Florence Grains 

said the proposed buildings would 
be a “bad neighbour development”. 
It was a departure from the develop-
ment plan, the area was not designed 
for industrial use and the proposal 
should not be considered as a piece-
meal development – it was classed 
as a major development.

If granted it would affect busines-
ses and Shetland’s global geopark 
status.

Objector Paul Featherstone spoke 
of the effect of his sea trout hatchery. 
It would be impossible to prevent 
silt and peat run-off into the burn, 
he said, which would compromise 
small fish. He warned of a “toxic 
flush” in heavy downpours and of 
the “huge possiblity” of a “peat fail-
ure” on the hill causing unstable peat 
ending up as slurry in the burn.

Former teacher Ian Fraser called 
the photomontages circulated by 
the applicant as an “exercise in 
deception”, not indicating the size of 
the development.

Councillor Laura Baisley made 
the point that the Kergord landscape 
was “not quite natural” as it was 
already home to agricultural sheds. 
These were not attractive – she had 
seen a brown one and the proposed 
buildings would be green – and 
although she said the decision on the 
proposal was “really difficult” and 
the water course had to be protected, 
she appeared to be in favour of the 
proposal. “We have to be pragmatic.”

Councillor Cecil Smith said 
there was not enough information 
available to make a decision and 
moved deferral. He was seconded 
by Iris Hawkins, who said she would 
like to see everyone, including 

SHETL, being able to take part in 
the debate.

Meanwhile the planning board 
agreed to the siting of three 
temporary 70m high meteorological 
masts applied for by the Viking 
Energy Partner ship.

Seven objections were received, 
although none from community 
councils, SNH or the Shetland 
archaeologist, and 19 individuals 
expressed support.

The masts are to be at Mid 
Kames, Scalla Field, Weisdale, and 
Runn Hill, North Nesting for three 
years. The guy wires to the four-
tonne slabs for the masts will be 
fitted with bird deflectors and work 
on them will not be done during the 
nesting season.

Chairman of Sustainable Shetland 
Billy Fox cited non-compliance in 
previous planning applications when 
one mast was still in place after con-
sent had run out in 2008. The plan-
ning condition stipulated complete 
removal after permission had ex-
pired and this had not happened, he 
said.

He was also concerned at the 
failure of a mast which had collapsed 
– this had only been highlighted by 
Sustainable Shetland and he said: 
“The integrity of the masts must be 
called into question.” 

Councillor Josie Simpson recom-
mended permission be granted as 
it was important to get as much 
informa tion as possible. He was 
seconded by Ms Baisley, who said 
she hoped the developers and plan-
ning staff would learn from their 
mistakes.
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Experts here 
to help with 
switchover
Experts from the BBC-run Switch-
over Help Scheme will be visiting 
Shetland over the next couple of 
weeks to offer older and disabled 
residents advice about the practical 
help they can receive to switch to 
digital television. 

The Switchover Help Scheme 
bus will be in Shetland on various 
days between today and Wednesday 
19th May, to remind older and 
disabled people who find them-
selves struggling with switchover 
that help is still available.

Experts will be on hand to tell 
residents about how the help 
scheme can make switching to 
digital TV easier for them.

Switchover Help Scheme man-
ager Luke McCullough said 
hundreds of people in Shetland had 
benefited from the scheme and most 
eligible people would manage the 
first stage of switchover on 5th May 
with no problems. But for those 
who had not yet made the switch or 
were finding it more difficult than 
they expected, help was still on 
offer. 

Mr McCullough said: “The help 
scheme writes directly to everyone 
who is eligible to offer them help. 
We are urging everyone who we 
have not yet helped but who has 
received an information pack to 
drop in and speak to our team face-
to-face to find out more about the 
help available.

“There will also be an oppor-
tunity to try out digital equipment 
first hand, receive help filling out a 
Switchover Help Scheme appli-
cation form and ask questions.”

People are eligible if they are 
aged 75 or over, have lived in a care 
home for six months or more, get 
(or could get) disability living 
allowance, attendance or constant 
attendance allowance or mobility 
supplement, or are registered blind 
or partially sighted .

For a one-off payment of £40, 
eligible people in Shetland will be 
offered: easy-to-use equipment to 
convert one television set; instal-
lation of that equipment if requested 
(a delivery only option is available); 
an aerial check and upgrade if 
necessary and where possible; a 
demonstration of how it works; and 
a 12-month aftercare service. 

The standard offer for eligible 
people in the STV North region is 
for a Freeview set-top box installed 
on one television. Most households 
will be able to receive more than 40 
Freeview channels via an aerial; 
around 15 of the most watched 
Free view channels will be available 
throughout the region, including all 
of the public service channels.

Most people will be asked to pay 
£40 towards the standard offer of 
help. For eligible people who are 
also on pension credit, income 
support, income-based Jobseeker’s 
allowance or income-related 
employ ment and support allowance, 
the help is free.

All eligible people in the STV 
North region can also choose from 
other digital options. These include 
Freesat and Sky among others, 
some of which cost extra.

As well as the help scheme 
events, eligible people are being 
asked to respond to their information 
packs as soon as possible. Or to 
make it even easier, eligible people 
can choose to apply by calling the 
help scheme free on 0800 408 7654 
or instead they can nominate some-
one else to make their application 
for them.

Warden is 
appointed
Lerwick Police have recruited a 
local man as traffic warden. He is 
currently undergoing training and 
will be on duty in around two 
weeks’ time.

You can learn lessons from us – 
Danish island renewables expert

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Shetland could learn lessons from 
the go-ahead Danish island of 
Samsø which generates all the 
electricity it needs – and stacks of 
cash – from wind turbines and other 
renewables owned by the 
community itself. 

But the example set by the 4,000 
islanders goes beyond their 
confident embracement of clean 
tech nology to a whole new way of 
communicating and sharing among 
the local people in pursuit of their 
goal.

If clean power and a common 
community purpose are not enough 
reward there is the added bonus of 
the “energy democracy” that their 
new ownership has given, freeing 
them from the grip of big power and 
oil companies.

It all started when the island, the 
size of Unst, won a competition in 
1997 to become Denmark’s model 
renewable energy community, tack-
ling its complete reliance on import-
ed oil and electricity from burning 
coal. It has gone on to become an 
internationally celebrated example 
of a community pulling together to 
transform itself through the power 
and the profits of renewables.

The Samsø story was relayed to 
a room packed with delegates at the 
NAFC Marine Centre in Scalloway 
on Wednesday by Søren Hermansen 
from the Samsø Energy Academy. 
He was with a large party of renew-
able energy delegates from islands 
in six European countries who spent 
most of the week in Shetland. 

His catchphrase was “think local, 
act local” which he said is far more 
likely to motivate people to make a 
go of community renewables than 
the more familiar “think global, act 
local”.

The island has 11 wind turbines 
on land and 10 at sea, all but one of 
them owned by islanders. The 
exception is offshore turbine num-
ber 7 which they persuaded island 
exiles and others with connections 
to Samsø to pay for.  But the smart 
Samsingers, as they are called, even 
suck much of its profits back into 
their community by organising 

The Samsø offshore windfarm.

Søren Hermansen from the 
Samsø Energy Academy. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

 Samsø generates own 
power from community

 Story told to conference 
in Scalloway this week

special trips for the turbine owners 
to come home, stay in hotels and go 
on boat trips to view their money- 
and power-generating investment.

While the turbines provide all 
the island’s electricity and more to 
sell to the mainland, the Samsingers 
use a different combination of 
sources to heat their homes: solar 
panels, which can also generate 
profits from excess sun energy; 
their own district heating system 
fuelled by straw grown and sold by 
islanders, stimulating another 
money-spinning sustainable enter-
prise; and from ground-source heat 
pumps which have become popular 
in the community. The combination 
provides around 75 per cent of the 
island’s heating requirements. 

The islanders have opened an 
energy academy which Mr Herman-
sen said was a concept that Shetland 
should copy. It allows people to 
meet and develop and exchange 
their ideas and know-how. 

All this was achieved using 
existing technologies which can 
almost be bought off the shelf. 
Samsø did not risk its people’s 
money by acting as a guinea pig for 
experimental technologies. 

Essential to the revolution was 
the approach which not only kept 
the locals on board with all the 
changes but got them to throw in 
their money and to proudly live and 
breathe the cause. Mr Hermansen 
said good communication, includ-
ing listening and learning, was 
essential. If you involve people in 
your project they become engaged 
in it. Giving them ownership brings 
commitment and creates leadership. 
One of the rules is that ideas have 
to be shared with nobody claiming 

copyright. He said meetings should 
be open; no groups should be 
excluded – which could prove 
valuable advice for Shetland.

He said the attitude to wind 
turbines in flat Denmark tended to 
be that the country had lived with 
windmills for hundreds of years and 
they had been a good thing – pump-
ing water and operating machinery. 
It took the islanders about a year to 
agree which part of the island they 
should and should not be erected 
in.

The 10 offshore turbines created 
the biggest offshore windfarm in 
the world when they first went up. 
Five years before they came to 
fruition nobody in Samsø had 
believed it was possible. But the 
people had funded and built it and 
it now produces more power than is 
required by all the island’s transport 
with the surplus being exported to 
the mainland.

These renewable schemes have 
seen an investment of about £52 
million over 10 years, enabling the 
island to reduce its carbon dioxide 
pollution by 140 per cent, becoming 
carbon-neutral.

But Mr Hermansen did not try to 
disguise the overriding importance 
of the money and economic activity 
generated by the renewables in 
favour of talking up the environ-
mental Brownie points of their 
schemes. The people of Samsø had 
taken the risk because the survival 
of the island depended on the 
income and jobs. They also enjoyed 
the activity it generated and the 
independence it has given them 
from the surrounding world and 
from the power companies which 
Mr Hermansen said were so huge 
and powerful they could overrule 
the wishes of communities and treat 
ordinary people as ignorant and 
naive consumers.

In the old days the fishing and 
farming had kept the community 
alive but prices for those products 
were not good these days and the 
benefits were not shared by all in 
the island. But he said Samsø was 
also a windy area. The people 
owned the resource and therefore 
they harvested and sold it.

The community has grown in 
strength and confidence as a result 
of its achievement. “If we can do 
this we can do a lot of other things 
also,” he said.

Over the next 10 years they aim 
to build low-energy houses which 
will help educate builders and 
tradesmen about the new concepts. 

They hope to have hydrogen and 
electric cars which will mean fossil 
fuel vehicles will come no further 
than the coast of the mainland. They 
will also build more wind 
turbines.

You can read more on their 
website by choosing the version in 
English at http://energiakademiet.
dk/

Of course the island has a major 
advantage over Shetland in being 
only nine miles from the mainland 
of Jutland and already linked by a 
subsea electricity cable which 
would have been cheap and easy to 
provide compared with linking 
Shetl and and Scotland with a mas-
sive ly expensive power cable. They 
did not need to get into bed with a 
profit-driven multi-national power 
giant like Scottish and Southern 
Energy. But, as one wind farm 
developer said during the coffee 
break, would it be wise for Shetland 
to build the Viking Energy wind-
farm without the previous exper-
ience brought to the table by its big 
partner and would anybody lend 
such novices the money?

But perhaps the Samsø example 
is not that far removed from what 
parts of Shetland might achieve if 
an interconnector is eventually laid. 
The North Yell Development 
Company wants five turbines and is 
keen to back tidal power 
experiments in Bluemull Sound 
too, all for the benefit of the 
community. They and perhaps 
many more like them can’t happen 
until the cable comes.

According to Dr Daniel Aklil of 
the Pure Energy Centre in Unst, 96 
per cent of the energy currently 
used in Shetland is from 
hydrocarbons and over £60 million 
a year is exported from the islands 
in paying for our fuel and electricity, 
which shows what a long way we 
have to go to catch up with Samsø.

Mr Hermansen’s talk was part of 
the Cradle to Cradle Islands (C2Ci) 
Conference in Shetland which saw 
a day of events in Unst on Tuesday, 
organised by Elizabeth Johnson of 
Pure. Shetland is part of the C2Ci 
network through the membership of 
the council and the Pure centre. 
Despite the cold and wet weather, 
delegates enjoyed a wild night up in 
Unst with dancing and surprise 
Vikings as well as a trip to the 
Valhalla Brewery.

The Cradle to Cradle concept is 
perhaps not the easiest to grasp. In 
the West man has thrived by taking, 
using and then wasting the resources 

he could lay his hands on, dumping 
his creations once they reach the 
end of their usefulness. Cradle to 
Cradle is about designing products 
and materials which can be used 
over and over again, eliminating 
waste and helping halt the 
destruction of the planet. It sounds 
like plain old-fashioned recycling 
but it also includes helping make 
communities and industry 
prosperous and sustainable. It aims 
to mimic what nature does in its 
perfect cycle of reproduction.

Among the C2Ci projects are a 
house which will not use any mains 
water. Its supply will come from 
turning air into water, capturing 
rain and recycling waste water. 
Other projects involve generating 
electricity from mixing fresh and 
salt water and perfecting designs 
for river boats driven by solar 
power.

Some whacky ideas came from 
another of the visiting delegates, Dr 
Ir Han Brezet from the University 
of Delft in Holland. Already in 
operation are a dancefloor which 
generates power from the foot 
action of dancers, bikes made of 
local wood and designer carpet 
furnishings for corporate buildings 
made from sheep’s wool, which 
attracted interest in the audience 
and may be the subject of a future 
seminar in Shetland. 

He also spoke of a fitness bike 
which delivers 100 Watts of power 
to the grid while the rider exercises 
and the concept of neighbours 
sharing power generated from their 
renewable systems. More practical 
applications included a solar lamp 
developed for poor villagers in 
Cambodia.

Among the other stimulating 
talks at the event was one by 
Northmavine Powerdown officer 
Colin Dickie whose activities are 
featured regularly in North 
Mainland Notes in The Shetland 
Times. He spoke about the 
combination of activities involving 
the 800 people in the parish 
including the energy audits of all 
330 houses which are taking place 
and the big savings already being 
made for householders. The 
community is also putting up 12 
polytunnels made largely from 
plastic scranned from salmon farms. 
He said he had been overwhelmed 
by the enthusiasm for the project 
and, even before they build the 
polytunnels, people were growing 
over 60 types of fruit and vegetable 
in Northmavine. 
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Whalsay
Fish folds

By RYAN TAYLOR
The struggling Whalsay Fish Proces-
sors factory at Symbister has been 
placed in administration after failing 
to turn round its dwindlingfortunes.

The company, known for proces-
sing frozen salmon mainly for the 
European market, had been pinning 
its hopes on new products based on 
raw material to bring it back to 
prosperity.

However, these aspirations failed 
to materialise, and the firm has suc-
cumbed to pressures brought on by 
the high price of salmon.

Whalsay Fish had received a 
£725,000 loan from Shetland Islands 
Council’s economic development 
unit in July last year.

Some repayments had been made 
to the council but the firm, owned by 
four fishing industry figures includ-
ing Framgord’s Frank Johnson, still 
has a substantial sum outstanding.

Management have been in talks 
with the council over its difficulties 
for several months.

In June the company was given a 
stay of execution to enable it to 
launch a new product range. Those 
products, however, have failed to 
come to the market.

After the SIC development com-
mittee went into private yesterday, 
chairman Josie Simpson said they 
had decided to let the company go.

The decision was taken to let 
Whalsay go into administration. 
“The problem has been getting raw 
material to the factory. The price of 
salmon has been going through the 
roof, and he [Mr Johnson] wasn’t 
able to get the raw material at the 
price he could afford,” said Mr 
Simpson.

A statement from Mr Johnson 
yesterday read: “In June last year 
Whalsay Fish Processors would 
have closed. A new business plan on 
the basis of using frozen whole fish 
was considered a solution to the 
historical dependence of chilled 
whole salmon, with intermittent 
supply and volatile prices.

“The council backed the plan and 
the company changed ownership 
in September 2009. Prudently the 
coun cil took all of the company’s 
assets as security in exchange for 
this loan.

“The specialised equipment was 
installed and proved successful. The 
new business plan had worked and 
the company was profitable for the 
first few months. However, the un-
typically harsh, cold winter reduced 
biomass and salmon growth across 
Europe.

“This is really regrettable after 
all the positive effort by so many to 
see the business through to a new 
future.”

Viking goes smaller in final bid 
to win over windfarm doubters

By NEIL RIDDELL
& JOHN ROBERTSON

Viking Energy has proposed a slimmed-down 
£685 million windfarm with 23 turbines cut 
out, including the entire cluster of eight 
planned for Collafirth.

The company claims all the damage and 
pollution from building the remaining 127 
turbines and roads would be cancelled out by 
the benefits from less than a year of renewable 
power generation.

The plans were immediately dismissed as 
little more than “cosmetic trimming” by 
opponents Sustainable Shetland. Chairman 
Billy Fox said the windfarm remained much 
too big and too damaging to the hills.

Launching the much-delayed final layout 
on Wednesday, Viking claimed it had spent the 
past year listening to public concerns and had 
removed turbines and roads from near people’s 
homes. It hopes to have won round the official 
bodies which objected to its previous proposal 
for 150 turbines.

Studies for Viking have indicated that 

nearly 68 per cent of the peat on the other 
turbine sites is already deteriorating and 
releasing stored carbon but it intends to carry 
out work to halt erosion.

The number of turbines has been reduced 
from the 150 in the original planning consent 
application of May 2009, with Collafirth cut 
out entirely due to the presence of rare birds 
and a reluctance to disturb the “pristine” 
quality of its peatland.

It leaves four main clusters in Delting, the 
Lang Kames, Nesting and between Kergord, 
Aith and East Burrafirth. Nine have been cut 
in Delting, five from the Nesting cluster and 
one from the so-called Kergord group.

Formal consultation will begin next Friday 
and will last six weeks until 19th November. 
Sustainable Shetland is asking for a fortnight’s 
extension to that. The ultimate decision on the 
application will be made next year by Scottish 
ministers, before Shetland Charitable Trust 
decides whether to commit to the project with 
its partner Scottish and Southern Energy.

The eye-catching “carbon payback” 
estimate of under one year is guaranteed to 

provoke intense controversy from sceptics 
who believe the windfarm will do little or 
nothing to combat the effects of climate 
change. As we went to press, wild land 
conservation group The John Muir Trust 
expressed its doubts about the new figures. 

Justifying the new figure, which is a drastic 
reduction on the previous worst-case scenario 
of 14.8 years, Viking said survey work 
combined with further assessments “using the 
methodology reviewed by the Macaulay 
Institute” meant that the carbon payback time 
would be less than a year at its poorest.

If Viking’s financial projections prove 
accurate it believes the windfarm could earn 
£930 million for the islands across its 23-year 
lifespan. Project co-ordinator Allan Wishart 
said it was a project to equal the opportunities 
presented by oil in the 1970s.

He asked: “Is there any other scheme or 
project that can offer so much both to deal 
with the effects of climate change and bringing 
a substantial income to these islands? I think 
that’s the big thing looking at the long term – 
it’s unmatched.”

Although the power output has gone down 
from 540MW to 457MW for the moment, the 
estimated profit to the charitable trust remains 
at around £23 million a year, partly due to 
the rise in energy prices and the project’s 
capital cost falling from £800 million to £685 
million.

The slimmed-down windfarm could leave 
143MW of spare capacity in the required 
interconnector cable to the Scottish mainland, 
opening up the potential for many more 
smaller-scale renewable energy generating 
projects in Shetland, such as the Aegir 
wavepower venture and small windfarms 
proposed for North Yell and Quarff.

Viking says the total area occupied by the 
windfarm, post-construction, will be more 
than halved from 252 hectares to 104 hectares. 
That is due partly to plans to reinstate more 
ground, including reducing double-track 
roads to single-track once the turbines are 
erected.

Viking Energy Partnership chairman Bill 
Manson said the changes to the plan would 

(Continued on page two)

 Slimmed-down scheme cuts turbine numbers from 150 to 127  Opponents insist project remains far too big and damaging

THE biggest cruise ship to visit Lerwick so far, the Grand  Princess 
with 2,200 passengers onboard, moored off the Ness of Sound on 
Tuesday. Story on p.12. Photo: Ian Leask 

Bumper day for town as over 2,000 visitors call
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Viking declares ‘thorough’ addendum to be final version of plans
Viking Energy’s delay in publishing the 
long-awaited new information was caused 
by a root-and-branch assessment of “every 
single aspect” of the project, which has 
resulted in what the developer believes 
will be the final version to be presented to 
Scottish ministers.

It announced its intention to produce 
the addendum in October last year but had 
initially hoped the work could be done in 
a few months. Latterly one of the delaying 
factors has been the time-consuming work 
carried out on a mammoth new 175-page 
ornithology chapter designed to assuage 
the concerns of the RSPB.

Project officer and shareholder David 
Thomson explained this week that Viking 
had worked closely over the past year with 

the RSPB, as well as statutory consultees 
including Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) 
and the Scottish Environmental Protection 
Agency (SEPA). They were among a num-
ber of bodies which raised a range of 
concerns over the initial application back 
in May 2009, with many feeling the wind-
farm was unacceptably large. 

Viking says this led it to reduce the 
scale of the project where appropriate, 
drop ping turbines which Mr Thomson 
described as the “low hanging fruit” – 
those with the worst visual impact, the 
most potential damage to bird species and 
the least productive in terms of generating 
energy.

“Every single aspect of the project has 
been considered and reviewed,” he said. 

“Even things that were not identified 
as issues or problems have had work done 
on them in some cases, like noise 
[impact].”

Project co-ordinator Allan Wishart says 
he believes the concessions were “as far as 
we can go to maintain a viable project” 
and he expects this to be the final version 
of the plan which will be submitted to the 
energy consents unit in Edinburgh 
following the upcoming consultation 
period.

At a press briefing on Wednesday morn-
ing, Mr Wishart said he felt an “extremely 
thorough job” had been carried out. “Noth-
ing that was raised has not been addressed 
or dealt with as far as we can. The results 
are now over to them [but] I am confident 

we won’t have another avalanche of 
objections.”

The six-week consultation – which 
Viking has extended from four weeks – 
commences on 8th October once the 
second of two adverts (the first today) has 
been published in The Shetland Times. 
That will give consultees, along with any 
other interested parties, until Friday 19th 
November to respond.

Shetland Islands Council is also a 
statutory body and, as the relevant local 
authority, it will have an additional four 
weeks on top of that to deliver its response. 
There has been no indication as yet 
whether it will stage another series of 
public meetings around the isles. 

During the last round of consultation 

meetings there was overwhelming 
opposition, with an average of 75 per cent 
of attendees saying they were against the 
project. A poll specially commissioned by 
this newspaper last year, meanwhile, 
indicated that 48 per cent of the adult 
population were opposed to the project, 31 
per cent were in favour and 21 per cent 
undecided.

Next year is set to be the crunch year in 
determining the project’s future, with three 
crunch decisions – on whether to grant 
planning consent and whether to approve 
the interconnector cable to transport 
energy from Shetland to the Scottish 
mainland, followed by charitable trust 
deciding whether to press ahead with its 
investment. 

Opponents condemn changes as ‘cosmetic’
The scaled-back plans amount to 
no more than “cosmetic trimming” 
of a project which remains far 
too big for Shetland. That is the 
initial reaction of protest group 
Sustainable Shet land chairman 
Billy Fox, who said the organisation 
would deliver a fuller response 
once it has had time to properly 
digest the detailed adden dum to 
Viking Energy’s environmental 
impact assess ment. 

Mr Fox, whose group has 674 
members and has campaigned 
vehe m ent ly against the project be-
cause of concerns about its scale, 
visual impact, peat disturbance and 
what it views as its risky financial 
projections, said he was “at a com-
plete loss” as to how the carbon 
payback time is now being esti-
mated at under a year.

“Initially it’s more or less what 
we expected, but in the round it’s 
cosmetic trimming,” he said. “It’s 

still a huge project and still in our 
eyes much too large for Shetland, 
and built in the wrong place. You’re 
still actually looking, if it went 
ahead on the proposed terms, at 
probably the largest onshore wind-
farm in Europe – at least until 
Whitelee gets extended.”

Mr Fox quibbled with assertions 
that the visual impact and the 
impact on bird populations were the 
main issues and said Viking was 
still “completely missing” the peat 
issue.

“We’re at a complete loss as to 
how they can come up with a carbon 
payback of less than a year,” he Fox 
continued. “That is just not credible, 
but until we look in more detail 
that’s probably all we can say at the 
moment.”

Sustainable Shetland is to write 
to the energy consents unit request-
ing a two-week extension to the 
consultation period, which is due to 

commence on 8th October and end 
on 19th November. Viking has 
extended the consultation to six 
weeks from the statutory period of 
four weeks.

But the protest group’s vice-
chairman Kevin Learmonth views 
the timing of the publication as a 
“really cynical move”, coming just 
before the fortnight-long October 
school holidays. He feels asking for 
a further 14-day extension is “not 
unreasonable”.

Mr Learmonth said: “Viking 
Energy had a year to cobble together 
an addendum. When Viking Energy 
was forced to suspend their initial 
application in October 2009, they 
said the addendum would be ready 
by the New Year. That date and 
many other promises came and 
went, which is testament to the 
complexity and difficulty of this 
project. 

“Tasks which the developer 

expects to take a couple of months 
can end up taking a year. You’ve 
really got to wonder about the 
accuracy of their other claims and 
predictions.”

Mr Learmonth pointed to 
2,026 objections to the original 
assessment compared to only 518 
submissions in support of the 
project and said existing objectors 
now had the opportunity to make 
additional com ments. He stressed 
Sustainable Shetland has no “blan-
ket objection” to wind power but 
wants to see projects which were 
“fit for scale, fit for purpose and 
delivered real en vironment bene-
fits”.

Sustainable Shetland has been 
granted a half-hour session with 
UK energy and climate change 
minister Chris Huhne as part of 
his visit to the isles next Wednesday. 
Mr Fox said the organisation would 
be stressing the scale of public 

opposition to the windfarm going 
ahead.

Meanwhile, the Windfarm Supp-
ort     ers Group (WSG) have welcomed 
the scaled-back plans and urged 
all interested parties, irrespect ive 
of their opinion, to express their 
views during the upcoming consulta-
tion period. Spokesman Chris 
Bunyan said the WSG expected stat-
utory bodies such as SNH would be 
“much happier” with the 
alterations. 

He said: “It is decision time 
now for the windfarm. It is vital 
that all islanders try and find out 
the facts and express an opinion 
to the council and the Scottish 
government, whether they are in 
favour or not. Don’t leave it to other 
people to make their opinions 
known – they might be leaving it to 
you.”

The supporters group is hoping 
to organise a series of public meet-

ings in the next two months with 
expert speakers on issues such as 
peat and carbon payback, birds, 
road building, the environment and 
finance.

In light of the Holyrood this 
week increasing Scotland’s 2020 
renewable electricity target to 80 
per cent, the Scottish Council for 
Develop ment and Industry (SCDI) 
said it “looks forward to consent 
from the Scottish government for 
this low carbon investment” to help 
power the country’s economy.

Labour MSP for the Highlands 
and Islands Peter Peacock said he 
was pleased that Viking appeared to 
have taken on board concerns 
expressed locally and had reduced 
the impact of the proposal while 
maintaining the projected economic 
benefits for Shetland. He said 
the new carbon payback figures 
were “substantially clarified and 
improved”.

Areas marked in red show the turbines and roads that Viking Energy has deleted from its plans.  Map reproduced under licence from Ordnance Survey © 

(Continued from front page)
reduce the impact on residents, birds 
and archaeology. 

“We have listened to what people 
have said and we have put a massive 
amount of time and effort into mak-
ing changes to address concerns,” 
Mr Manson said. “The windfarm is 
now smaller, more compact and 
has a much shorter carbon payback 
period.”

During the press briefing Mr 
Wishart repeated the warning that an 
outside predator could swoop if 
Shetland decided not to back the 
windfarm if it gains planning con-
sent. He said he knew the message 
would be greeted as a scare story but 
said the fact was Shetland’s resour-
ces were so good they would be 
exploited by others. 

Asked for evidence to back that 
fear, Mr Wishart said four companies 
had been interested prior to the 
Viking bid taking off.

The addendum is designed to 
augment the information contained 
within the original application and 
will be formally advertised in the 
next two editions of The Shetland 
Times. After the six-week consulta-
tion, the SIC gets a further four 
weeks to deliver its response before 
the application goes to the energy 
consents unit in Glasgow.

Next year will be the crunch year 
with a decision on planning consent 
and whether the charitable trust will 
invest in the venture, as well as 
whether the interconnector cable 
will be sanctioned by the electricity 
regulator.

Viking hopes the windfarm will 
be completed by 2018 at the latest, 
providing 42 full-time jobs and a 
further 23 in support services. It is 
expected to cost £22 million at 
today’s prices to pull it all down 
again – if it ever goes ahead in the 
first place.
● The addendum can be read in 

full online at http://vikingenergy.
co.uk/downloads.asp
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Firm set to 
develop sites
A small Scottish wind developer is 
hoping to work with landowners to 
develop potentially hundreds of 
small-scale windfarms around 
Scotland.

Borders-based e-Gen has secured 
a £50 million investment deal with 
Rockfield Energy Investments to 
form e-Gen Partners which will 
focus on wind projects of between 
500 kiloWatt and 1.5 MegaWatts 
across rural Scotland.

The company does all the work to 
establish a windfarm, usually of 
between one and three wind turbines, 
and pays the landowner a ground 
rent in exchange for a lease of 20 or 
more years.

It said it already has four sites in 
the planning process and 25 more in 
the pipeline.

Scottish Renewables chief 
executive Niall Stuart said taking 
the risk away from landowners and 
farmers but giving them a guaranteed 
annual return would no doubt be 
attractive to many.

Revision 
aims to 
woo birders
Viking Energy has expended a con-
siderable amount of time and energy 
trying to win over the RSPB, which 
objected to last May’s original 
environmental statement. A mam-
moth 175 pages – accounting for 
nearly half of the entire addendum 
– is devoted to ornithology.

The accompanying “non-tech-
nical summary” document says the 
chief reason behind removing most 
of the 23 turbines was to reduce 
the potential risk to “priority” bird 
species, in particular whimbrel, 
red-throated diver and merlin. “As a 
result the predicted effects on 
birds in general and priority species 
in particular are substantially 
reduced.”

All the turbines in Collafirth have 
been removed for that reason and the 
plan is to introduce a programme to 
enhance the environment for the 
birds which would mean “population 
gains would exceed any possible 
effects from the windfarm”. 

Viking says it will safeguard, 
restore and enhance lochs for red-
throated divers, put in place crow 
control measures to protect whimbrel 
and other waders and encourage 
“rank heather” in former merlin-
breeding territories. It estimates the 
overall effect on whimbrel has been 
reduced by 56 per cent, on Arctic 
skua by 59 per cent and by 40 per 
cent for all other bird species.

For the first time the noise coming 
from wind turbines has been prop-
erly assessed by Viking – resulting 
in the prediction that there will be 
“no significant impacts”. In earlier 
years background noise was not 
seen as a potential problem but 
concerns have been expressed, par-
ticularly resulting from the sound of 
the five turbines in action at 
Burradale. 

An assessment for last year’s 
proposed planning application was 
re-done using new method of assess-
ing background noise. Viking had 
what it called noise boxes fitted at 
nine locations for three weeks.

Viking admits in its addendum 
that noise from three of its small 
temporary quarries where stone for 
access tracks will be dug will be 
above those permitted for the quar-
ry ing industry. It intends keeping 
operations there to daylight hours.

In its objection last year, Shetland 
Amenity Trust warned Viking that 
the lack of surveys and evaluation of 
the site’s archaeology was a “risky 
strategy” because discovering sites 
of archaeological importance is 
“both delaying and potentially 
costly” to a developer.

Viking says it has now carried out 
“detailed investigation” to assess the 
nature of existing archaeology. It 
plans to have an archaeological clerk 
of works on site, supported by sp-
ecial ists as required, and pledges to 
identify, avoid and fence off any 
archaeological sites.

It is planning a “major heritage 
project to research, protect and 
promote the central Mainland’s 
archaeology” which will include a 
community survey and excavation 
programme, along with a schools 
programme and touring regional 
exhibition.

New carbon payback claim likely to 
be major bone of contention in debate
Viking Energy says all the damage and 
pollution caused by building the windfarm 
will be paid back within less than a year of its 
turbines starting to turn. 

In a rebuttal to opponents’ claims that the 
windfarm will do little to combat the effects 
of climate change, the new estimate is based 
on research showing the peat land it is hoping 
to build on is suffering from “massive” erosion 
– with two thirds of the entire site already 
losing its carbon.

Sustainable Shetland argues that industrial 
developments should not be built on moorland 
which acts as a valuable carbon sink. It has 
suggested the project could take up to 67.7 
years to pay back the carbon produced through 
the construction and ensuing destruction of 
parts of the peat hills. To highlight the gaping 
divide between the two sides, Viking now says 
that at worst it would take less than a year.

Viking’s previous estimates showed a 
worst-case scenario that it would take 14.8 
years of producing green energy to mitigate 

the carbon displaced by its construction, with 
a best-case scenario of 2.3 years. It was not 
helped by the erroneous inclusion of a figure 
of 48 years, which the developer put down to 
a “typo”, for a project with a lifetime of quarter 
of a century.

But project officer and shareholder David 
Thomson explained this week that the new, 
substantially lower figure came about after the 
standard “theoretical” government model – 
which assumed that the land a project is built 
upon would be “pristine and healthy” – was 
ditched. After site-specific work was carried 
out Viking Energy says it discovered much of 
the blanket bog was already emitting carbon 
into the atmosphere.

Those working on the project had initially 
taken it as given that the so-called “carbon 
payback” of the giant windfarm would be a 
positive and were surprised by the furore 
surrounding the issue last year, Mr Thomson 
said. 

He explained that a combination of climate 

change, historical grazing factors and un-
suitable drainage in places means Shetland as 
a whole, and the central Mainland in particular, 
is suffering from widespread peat erosion.

“The standard model presumes that every 
ounce of soil, being peat or otherwise, is 
pristine and healthy,” Mr Thomson said. “The 
calculations included the emissions associated 
with building [and] manufacturing the 
turbines, but one of the single biggest is the 
carbon associated with peat.

“It wasn’t expected to be controversial. We 
perhaps took it for granted that it would be 
positive, as in this project is an alternative to 
producing electricity through mechanisms 
such as fossil fuels. It wasn’t that we didn’t 
think it would be good, but that it wouldn’t be 
a fuss.”

When public feedback demonstrated that 
carbon was an issue “for a lot of people”, Mr 
Thomson says, Viking Energy decided to 
reassess the model it had used. The Macaulay 
Land Use Research Institute was brought in to 

carry out an independent review of the new 
calculations “with the aim of improving . . . 
the robustness of these calculations, and to 
inform further assessments based upon 
them”.

The new document asserts that 67.7 per 
cent of the windfarm site is deteriorating, 
eroding peat which is already losing its carbon. 
The new estimate does not include the habitat 
management plan to “protect and conserve” 
the peatland and Mr Thomson posits that 
the project may even have an “instant or 
negative” carbon payback time. Essentially, 
he is suggesting the construction of the 
project – even before it starts producing green 
energy – could serve to reduce carbon 
emissions.

Having revised its figure downwards, the 
developer is steeling itself for a fresh wave 
of incredulity, with Sustainable Shetland 
chairman Billy Fox saying this week that he 
was “at a complete loss” as to how the figure 
had been produced.

Landowners and crofters set for 
bonanza from £930m income 

Landowners and crofters whose 
ground is used for the windfarm 
would pocket around £7.8 million a 
year in direct payments, if the ven-
ture goes ahead and makes the 
profits Viking Energy claims. 

They will be among the biggest 
individual beneficiaries from an 
estimated £38.2 million pumped 
into the Shetland economy each year 
in profits, salaries and payment for 
services and materials.

The bonanza for those with 
land interests in the hills is greater 
than previously expected due to 
a switch to a new system which 
pays a per centage of the windfarm’s 
gross income rather than a fee 
per mega watt-hour of power gener-
ated.

Eight major land-owners and 
some people with small parcels 
of land will share out £3.9 million 
a year. The council-owned Busta 
Es tate will claim a good percentage 
of the profit but other major bene-
ficiaries include the private estates 
of Vementry, Zetland, Burrastow, 
Symbister and Sumburgh along 
with Scatsta and Upper Kergord 
farm and Kergord farm.

The remaining £3.9 million is 
to be received and distributed by 
the owners to the crofting tenants, 
understood to number 200-300, 
giv ing an average of at least £13,000 
a year, according to The Shetland 
Times calculations. Actual payments 
will depend on the number of shares 
in the hill each crofter holds with 

Viking Energy’s Allan Wishart, Bill Manson and David Thomson explain the new plans on Wednesday.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

the bigger players banking bigger 
cheques.

The payout to landowners and 
tenants under the previous method 
of calculation was not revealed 
by Viking but it has admitted that 
the new system – said to be standard 
pra c tice – will mean higher pay-
offs. 

Overall, the eye-catching figure 
of nearly £1 billion has been put 
forward by Viking as the possible 
income to the Shetland economy in 
the 23-year lifetime of the wind-
farm.

The more precise figure extrapol-
at ed from the calculations done for 
it by local consultants AB Associates 
is £930 million, which does not 
include the profits made by 
the Vik ing partner, Scottish and 
Southern Energy, which would 

add another £589 million (£25.6 
million a year).

If the sums prove accurate Shet-
land Charitable Trust would see 
a pre-tax windfall of £23 million a 
year (£529 million in total) from 
its investment to help pay for care 
homes, leisure centres, museums, 
arts centres and much more be-
sides.

On top of that, the communities 
most affected by the turbines, which 
includes Brae, Voe, Nesting and 
Weisdale, would receive £1.3 mil-
lion a year extra to spend as their 
communities see fit. 

The four directors of Shetland 
Aero generators, which owns the 
Burra dale windfarm, would rake 
in around £2.6 million a year 
from their 10 per cent share in 
Viking Energy Limited alongside 

the charitable trust’s 90 per cent 
share.

According to Viking project of-
ficer David Thomson – one of the 
Burradale directors – the income to 
Shetland could be considerably 
higher. He said the projections were 
based on a lower productivity rate 
than is experienced by Burradale, 
even though Viking’s turbines would 
be on higher, and therefore windier, 
hills. 

He said Burradale’s load factor 
had been as high as 56 per cent but 
the Viking figures are based on 46.3 
per cent. Every extra one percent 
represented millions of pounds of 
extra income, he told reporters on 
Wednesday. 

He dismissed suggestions that 
Shetland may have already missed 
the boat given the rush to build 

offshore windfarms around the UK. 
He said the cost and the level of 
subsidy paid to offshore farm 
operators was so much greater that 
building the Viking windfarm would 
effectively save the national con-
sumer around £130 million a year. 
In other words the Shetland wind-
farm was not exceptionally ex-
pensive, rather it was “relatively 
cheap”.

According to Viking’s addendum 
65 permanent jobs would result from 
the windfarm, 42 of them employed 
by the company.

Some of the 174 construction 
workers needed between 2013 and 
2018 may be housed in Total’s swish 
camp to be built at Sella Ness. 
During that time local suppliers 
are expected to earn £10.9 million 
a year.

How they whittled down turbine numbers
Viking Energy’s final cuts leave 
Shetland with a windfarm less than 
two-thirds the size of the original 
200-turbine proposal.

Amid opposition the number was 
reduced first to 168 then 150 before 
another 23 were whittled away (15 
per cent) during this year-long 
review to leave this week’s total of 
127 turbines.

Those sacrificed were the ones 
presenting the most problems, Vik-
ing said, usually due to a combination 
of negatives such as visual impact, 
closeness to people’s houses, poten-
tial effect on birds or archaeological 
sites and the need to dig up virgin 
peatland. However, several were 
also on sites deemed less productive 
for windpower.

One site – the eight turbine cluster 
between Collafirth and Voe – has 
been erased entirely, leaving 
four main clusters in Delting, 
the Lang Kames, Nesting and 

between Kergord, Aith and East 
Burrafirth.

Of the 33 other machines in 
Delting, nine have gone from the 
hills behind Graven and Voxter and 
from some of the highest points 
above Dales Lees, partly due to 
Scatsta Airport but also to 
accommodate bird movements. 

Five of the 62 planned for Nesting 
have been weeded out and another 
one moved 200 metres due to the 
presence of whimbrels and proximity 
to houses.

In the West Side cluster just one 
of the 47 turbines has gone, from 
between Tumblin and Kergord due 
purely to the risk of whimbrel col-
liding with it, according to Viking.

Viking director Bill Manson said 
the “overweaning” reason for 
Collafirth being left windfarm-free 
was the rare birds but it was also 
partly due to the presence of 
“pristine” peat whereas investigation 

of the other sites has estimated that 
67.7 per cent of the peat is “already 
deteriorating and releasing stored 
carbon”. 

Project officer David Thomson 
said Collafirth stood out because its 
habitat was in the best condition. 
The loss of the eight machines also 
helped the visual impact for people 
in Vidlin and Yell, he said. 

The new plan shows that the road 
planned from Setter, near Voe, down 
the length of the West Kame has 
been scrapped, as has a road and 
small quarry up the hill from the 
West Voe of Skellister, apparently to 
avoid disturbance to residents. In 
total about 8.7 miles of road will not 
now be needed, Viking says, leaving 
62 miles of roads to be built into the 
hills.

Instead of 23 small quarries it 
now proposes 13, which will be 
filled with peat after use. 

Viking project manager Allan 

Wishart said they had gone “as far 
as we possibly can” to accommodate 
the previous objectors, which in-
cluded the official bodies Sepa, 
Scottish Natural Heritage, the RSPB, 
the John Muir Trust and Shetland 
Amenity Trust. “The results are now 
over to them.”

In total around 80 hectares (nearly 
200 acres) less land, or 26 per cent 
less, will have to be disturbed for the 
windfarm. It still leaves 232 hectares 
(573 acres) to be dug up although 
Viking expects that to be reduced to 
104 hectares (257 acres) after 
construction and reinstatement.

Although 127 turbines is Viking’s 
final offer which will go forward to 
the council and to Scottish ministers 
to ultimately decide upon, the 
number could still fall further if 
bigger machines than the proposed 
3.6MW turbine model were used. A 
4MW turbine is now available, Mr 
Thomson said, which would not 

breach the 145 metre maximum 
blade height that Viking is seeking 
permission for. 

The decision is not one for now, 
but Mr Thomson said there could be 
a choice between whittling down the 
number from 127 with more power-
ful machines or perhaps increasing 
profits further by using 4MW 
machines throughout, generating up 
to 508MW.

If Viking does stick with the 
3.6MW machines they are now built 
with a maximum blade height of 132 
metres, Mr Thomson said, which in 
old terms means they would stand 
nearly 43 feet smaller on the skyline 
to their blade tip.

The electricity regulator Ofgem 
is also reviewing the transmission 
charging system which might result 
in lower costs for Viking to export 
its energy, again presenting the 
option of building fewer turbines or 
turning bigger profits. 

Reports by NEIL RIDDELL & JOHN ROBERTSON

 Economy could earn  
£38.2 million a year 

 Viking Energy hopes 
profits will be even more
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Trust not at 
risk from 
windfarm

By NEIL RIDDELL
The bulk of Shetland Charitable 
Trust’s funds will be safeguarded if 
it invests in Viking Energy’s prop-
osed windfarm, with the exception 
of between £30 million and £60 
million it will have to stump up to 
ensure the project goes ahead.

That is according to new pro-
visional figures released this week 
which prompted trust and Viking 
chairman Bill Manson to insist he 
does not believe community funds 
will be put at an “unacceptable risk” 
by what undoubtedly remains a 
massive investment.

Many of the isles’ politicians are 
eager to see the green light for a 
127-turbine development which 
could deliver a £23 million a year 
windfall for the trust to use on 
funding care homes, leisure centres 
and the arts. It may also allow for 
spending in new areas – with talk 
behind the scenes, for instance, 
about providing insulation for every 
home in the isles. 

The updated model for financing 
the project estimates that borrowing 
from the European Investment Bank 
and other commercial lenders would 
amount to £548 million of the total 
£685 million price tag. The loans 
would be taken out by the Viking 
Energy Partnership – a joint venture 
between Scottish and Southern 
Energy (SSE) and Viking Energy 
Limited.

In a briefing note issued to all 23 
trustees and available on its website, 
charitable trust financial controller 
Jeff Goddard explained that should 
the Viking partnership for any rea-
son default on the loans it would not 
leave the trust’s entire oil reserves at 
risk, as has been feared by some.

Mr Goddard said the risk to the 
trust was substantially reduced 
because the banks are willing to lend 
on a “non-recourse” basis – meaning 
the charitable trust will not have to 
provide any security or guarantee on 
at least 80 per cent of its share of the 
borrowings. This is because banks 
now view onshore windfarms in-
volv ing companies such as SSE as a 
“safe” investment.

Over and above the £548 million, 
SSE will have to raise £68.5 million, 
while the four minority shareholders 
– the directors of the Burradale 
windfarm – will have to come up 
with nearly £7 million. That leaves 
the charitable trust to find £62 
million, down from £72 million 
based on the earlier, 150-turbine 
proposal.

Mr Goddard said one option 
(Continued on page six)
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Anger boils over at pro-Lerwick 
bias in new housing development

By NEIL RIDDELL
Shetland Islands Council is only paying lip 
service to decentralisation while continuing 
to pursue policies which serve to concentrate 
housing and job opportunities in and around 
Lerwick.

That was the view expressed by several 
councillors during yesterday morning’s 
services committee meeting after learning 
that an eye-opening 85 per cent of the 298 
social housing units currently in the pipeline 
will be built in Lerwick, Bressay and the 
Central Mainland.

“Where’s the decentralisation?” asked 
incensed West Side councillor Gary Robinson, 
whose ward is only in line for 10 new social 
homes. He was backed by colleague Florence 
Grains, who for years has heard the local 
authority adopting the mantra of decen-
tralisation while doing little to enact change. 
“It’s something nice that trips off the tongue,” 
she suggested.

Of the 298 social houses collectively 
planned by Hjaltland Housing and the 
SIC to tackle a waiting list of just below 

1,000, 158 are earmarked for the Central 
Mainland with a further 96 in Lerwick and 
Bressay. In the next five years only 16 units 
are planned for the South Mainland, 12 for the 
North Main land, 10 for the West Side and six 
between the North Isles, Whalsay and 
Skerries.

Mr Robinson accepted that Lerwick needs 
a “modest increase” in housing provision but 
said central areas just outside the town were 
increasingly populated by people “who would 
rather live in Lerwick”. He said that was 
having a damaging effect on community 
cohesion – with some areas finding it difficult 
to get volunteers to help run community 
halls.

One of the repeat findings during con-
sultations over the “Main Issues Report” on 
the planning dilemmas facing the isles was 
that “folk are not wanting more in the Central 
Mainland”, Mr Robinson said. People in 
places like Walls are “crying out” for accom-
modation. “We need to buck up our ideas on 
this,” he said.

Mr Robinson’s remarks will strike a chord 
with many residents in areas on the periphery 

who regularly rail against what they perceive 
as an excessive and unhealthy convergence 
of economic activity around the “central belt” 
of Lerwick and Scalloway. It was a repeated 
refrain from the Skerries community at last 
month’s consultation on the proposal to close 
their secondary department.

Job opportunities are needed in such areas 
as well as houses, it was pointed out by other 
councillors during yesterday’s meeting in 
Lerwick Town Hall. That fact was acknow-
ledged last month by interim council chief 
executive Alistair Buchan, who hopes to take 
action to stem the proliferation of SIC jobs in 
Lerwick.

Members are in broad agreement that 
such a move makes sense for a variety of 
reasons including the cost of travel, the 
pressure on commuter ferries and the need to 
retain and invigorate remote and fragile 
communities.

Mr Buchan plans to shy away from 
“divisive” actions such as forcing staff or 
departments to relocate to rural areas, but 
wants to capitalise on the desire of some staff 
not to have to commute to work.

North Mainland member Bill Manson 
feared any “further drain” on outlying areas 
and said he could foresee his constituency 
ending up “somewhere near a desert” in the 
middle of the century once oil-related work 
opportunities come to an end. He also wanted 
action to “save ourselves having to cram 
Lerwick ever tighter”.

Central ward councillor Iris Hawkins 
stressed it was a “two-way thing” with a need 
for employment to go hand in hand with 
houses. She singled out Burra as a community 
in her constituency whose residents were also 
“crying out” for houses amid worry about 
“losing their young folk”, adding the SIC 
simply could not ignore the expressed desires 
of those on the waiting list.

One seasoned council observer said yester-
day he felt the local authority had “missed a 
trick” in failing to plan for a sizeable town 
with comparable infrastructure to Lerwick in 
Brae when the oil industry arrived in the 
1970s. That is one of the key reasons for the 
inevitable – and difficult to reverse – drift of 
rural folk into Lerwick and its surrounding 
areas, he suggested.

Convener petitioned to save Scalloway school

SCALLOWAY pupils presented a petition with more than 1,000 signatures opposing the 
proposed closure of the secondary department to SIC convener Sandy Cluness this week. 
From left: David Nugent, 15, Diana Inkster, 14, Kirsty Uttley, 14, Jessica Johnson, 14, and Bobby 
Cumming, 15. Full story, p.2. Photo: Garry Sandison
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If you don’t see it ask. Home deliveries in Lerwick.
Telephone: 01595 693893

(Continued on page six)
would be selling £31 million-worth 
of its £180 million of stock market 
shares over a five-year period, while 
borrowing the same amount from 
banks. 

The balance between selling 
shares and borrowing could 
change, but a 50-50 model is what 
he expects to recommend to trustees 
come decision time, likely to be in 
around one year if Viking gets 
planning consent from Scottish 
ministers. 

Along with the European 
Investment Bank – which may 
provide over £300 million – major 
commercial banks including Lloyds, 
RBS, BNP Paribas and Barclays 
have been sounded out and have 
expressed interest in how the project 
will be financed.

Should everything go pear-
shaped, for instance if there were 
engineering problems installing the 
huge turbines on Shetland’s windy 
hills and the project had to be 
abandoned, the banks would be left 
significantly out of pocket. They 
would effectively have only the 

Community 
fund talks 
underway
Shetland’s communities are to be 
consulted on the best way to manage 
a community fund from the proposed 
Viking Energy Wind Farm.

SAOS (Scottish Agricultural 
Organisation Society Ltd), a wholly 
independent organisation, has been 
contracted by Voluntary Action 
Shetland (VAS) to consult on various 
options for the fund. 

The consultation is guided by a 
steering group set up by the 
Association of Shetland Community 
Councils with representatives from 
various community councils who 
are both for and against the 
windfarm.

SAOS will be holding a series of 
six public meetings to discuss var-
ious ways in which a fund may be 
managed, its membership, democ-
racy and whether it should have 
charitable status. These meetings 
will be held on 4th November, 6.30-
8.30pm, Cullivoe Public Hall, Yell; 
5th November, 7-9pm, Cun nings-
burgh Public Hall; 6th Nov ember, 
10am-noon, Staney Hill Hall, 
Lerwick; 25th November, 6.30-
8.30pm, Symbister Public Hall, 
Whalsay; 26th November, 7-9pm, 
Aith Public Hall; and 27th 
November, 2-4pm, Voe Public 
Hall.

Shetland residents are invited to 
complete a consultation response on 
the leaflet or online by going to the 
VAS website www.shetland-com 
munities.org.uk/vas/ and clicking on 
the link. 

Your response to the consultation 
will be used as evidence for SAOS 
to provide a clear recommendation 
and early results will be discussed at 
the public meetings where there will 
be an opportunity to ask questions 
on the outcome of the consultation.

The fund would be solely for the 
benefit of Shetland and, if directed 
by the consultation, a proportion 
might be ring fenced for the com-
munities most affected. 

The aim of the fund is to sponsor 
educational, community, economic 
development, environmental, energy 
efficiency and general community 
amenity schemes or projects. Also 
to assist with projects that require an 
element of private funding to help 
unlock funding sources from else-
where such as lottery grants. The 
consultation asks for examples of 
how the funds might be used within 
the various communities. Should the 
windfarm go ahead this will help 
decide the objectives of the fund.

Responding to this consultation 
does not provide any implied support 
for the windfarm. If you are opposed 
to the windfarm and feel uncom-
fortable responding to the consul-
tation you are asked to tick the box 
on the response form that states your 
opposition. If you complete the con-
sultation the final report will clearly 
state the number of those who 
completed the response but are 
opposed to the windfarm.

Completed responses can be 
hand ed in to VAS or posted to: 
Wendy Hand, Voluntary Action 
Shetland, Freepost , RLXA-RELX-
GYKY, Market House, 14 Market 
Street, Lerwick, ZE1 0JP.

Building applications buck the national trend
Shetland is bucking the national 
trend of a downturn in building 
developments, according to the 
council’s planning department.

Head of planning Iain McDiarmid 
told a meeting of the planning board 
on Wednesday that in contrast to 

some local authorities, which have 
seen the number of planning 
applications for houses drop by as 
much as 90 per cent, the figures for 
Shetland have increased.

This year the planning depart-
ment, which receives around 450 

applications a year, handled 80 more 
planning applications than the pre-
vious year, an increase of around 15 
per cent. Mr McDiarmid said this 
was significant given that the value 
of works from January to September 
was £41 million.

Viking wins approval for new masts
By LOUISE THOMASON

Members of the planning board this week granted 
Viking Energy permission to erect two temporary 
meteorological masts.

The 60m masts will be in place for approximately 
three years and will be located in separate locations at 
sites in Scar Quilse in the Mid Kames, and Flemister, 
south Nesting.

They are to be equipped with bird diverters to prevent 
birds flying into the masts or their guy wires.

The application was a resubmission of an earlier 
proposal and follows the masts being repositioned in 
response to concerns raised by Scottish Natural Heritage 
and the RSPB.

Wednesday’s meeting at the Town Hall saw the 
proposal being met with opposition from Sustainable 
Shetland. 

Chairman Billy Fox explained that while the masts 

represent a “benign aspect of the Viking proposals” the 
group had based their objection on Viking Energy’s 
“abysmal record regarding non-compliance”.

The issue was however moved for approval by Josie 
Simpson, and seconded by Laura Baisley.

The North Isles councillor nevertheless noted her 
disappointment that Viking Energy was continuing to 
fail to comply with planning regulations, stating that it 
was merely giving wind farm objectors “ammunition”.

Ms Baisley said: “[Viking Energy] must comply with 
the conditions laid down, we don’t need the objectors 
to make sure they’re doing things in the right way, that’s 
our job, and it’s a waste of their time. Getting [Viking 
Energy] to comply would be in Shetland’s interest.”

She also said that she felt the language being used in 
the debate was “over the top” and called on planning 
board members and objectors alike to “keep the 
argument moderate”.

Major financial institutions express interest

turbines and any other infrastructure 
as collateral.

In such a doomsday scenario the 
trust would stand to lose up to £62 
million in loans and investments, 
though Mr Manson said he hoped 
half of that could also be borrowed 

on a “non-recourse” basis, which 
would limit the maximum losses to 
£31 million.

Stressing that the figures were 
only projections, Mr Manson said he 
believed the risk to the trust would 
be minimal: “I think the financing of 
this project is being and will be 
approached on a conservative basis. 
I am very confident that the trustees 
of Shetland Charitable Trust will not 
allow its funds to be put at 
unacceptable risk.”

Opponents question how the trust 
will sustain its £11 million a year 
spending if it has to drawn down its 
reserves during the five-year 
construction phase beginning in 
2013. 

Addressing that point, Mr 
Goddard’s report says some turbines 
will begin generating electricity and 
income after three years and he 
estimates the maximum amount 
taken off its balance sheet at any one 
time will be £22 million. 

Mr Manson pointed out that the 
trust lost over £100 million in a 
three-year period on the stock 
exchange between 2002 and 2005 

and was still able to maintain its 
spending.

There is little doubt that the past 
history of council investments gone 
wrong – most notably in SSG 
Seafoods and Smyril Line – has 
eroded public confidence in the 
ability of elected members to take 
successful financial gambles with 
the community’s oil funds. Twenty-
one of the 23 trustees also sit as 
councillors.

But Mr Manson pointed to the 
involvement of SSE and the 
willingness of banks to lend money 
as strong factors which should 
reassure people that the reserves will 
not be jeopardised. 

“The private sector will not spend 
this sort of money on experimental 
projects where they don’t expect to 
see a return for it,” he said. “The 
banks are now coming to the stage 
where they’re confident enough 
about onshore wind. It’s proven 
technology and as long as the 
machinery we pick falls into that 
category as well then the banking 
industry has the confidence to put its 
money up.”

The option of offering members 
of the public the chance to buy small 
portions of the trust’s stake has been 
mooted previously and Mr Manson 
said it was something which may be 
looked at again.

But he favours putting in place an 
upper limit to prevent wealthy 
people buying up shares in large 
numbers and instead would like to 
encourage community groups, for 
example, to have fund-raisers to 
allow them to buy a stake in the 
development.

Acknowledging that restricting 
the availability of shares to people 
within Shetland could run into legal 
problems, Mr Manson said parties 
from south bidding for a piece of the 
action “wouldn’t be very popular” 
and that would have to be guarded 
against.

“Selling shares to the public will 
no doubt be discussed again, but 
more likely once we have [planning] 
consent. We have no policy to do so, 
but if we were to decide to consider 
it seriously we’d need a fairly 
thorough investigation of what we 
were actually able to do.”

Bill Manson said the risk to the 
trust would be minimised.

Anti-windfarm group asks for 
new round of council meetings

By NEIL RIDDELL
Sustainable Shetland is urging the 
council to stage a fresh wave of 
consultation meetings on Viking 
Energy’s controversial £685 million 
windfarm following last week’s 
release of an addendum to the 
project’s planning application.

The proposal has been scaled 
back from 150 to 127 turbines and 
Viking has drastically reduced its 
estimate for the project’s “carbon 
payback” time to less than a year. 
But protest group chairman Billy 
Fox said members remained stead-
fastly against a windfarm which 
they view as being much too big for 
the isles.

Senior officials have still to con-
sider whether to stage another round 
of meetings between now and Dec-
ember. Mr Fox believes it is essential 
that it does so before submitting the 
SIC’s final response to the Scottish 
government’s energy consents unit. 

“We do feel very much that the 
majority of folk are still opposed to 
this even in its revised form,” he 
said. “We would urge the council to 
hold a series of public meetings 
similar to what they did in September 
and October last year. They have 
time to run another series of meet-
ings and that’s absolutely crucial if 
they want to properly gauge the 
response to the addendum.”

A government spokesman said it 
was likely the addendum would be 
treated as an entirely new application 
– a process which can take up to nine 

The size of the turbines and the scale of the project itself are 
fundamental to Sustainable Shetland’s objections. Artist Mike 
Finnie’s postcard shows the size of one of Viking Energy’s 
turbines against the Town Hall and the Esplanade.

 Sustainable Shetland 
wants voice heard

 Planners yet to decide 
whether to proceed

months, meaning it may or may not 
be determined before next spring’s 
Holyrood elections. 

Energy minister Jim Mather is 
standing down in May so it could 
fall to a new minister to deliver a 
ruling on Viking in the summer of 
2011. However, project manager 
Aaron Priest said: “Our hope and 

expectation is it will be considered 
by the current minister well before 
the election in May next year.”

Sustainable Shetland is especially 
sceptical about the new carbon 
payback estimate, with Mr Fox 
saying it had been a “quantum leap” 
from Viking’s previous worst-case 
scenario of 14.8 years.

“We feel it’s being built on 
valuable carbon sink habitat that 
should be protected at all costs. Our 
position on it hasn’t changed,” he 
told The Shetland Times.

“They’ve come up with this idea 
that 68 per cent of the windfarm area 
is actually eroding, which we find 
quite incredible. The initial impres-
sion appears to indicate that the 
figures they’re using are being extra-
polated from erosion studies that 
were carried out in 1982-1987, when 
sheep stock intensity was extremely 
high.”

Sustainable Shetland intends to 
scrutinise the carbon calculations in 
more detail  – along with other 
elements of the addendum including 
Viking’s habitat management plan 
– before the consultation ends on 
19th November. It has also asked for 
a two-week extension.

Mr Fox accepted it would be 
quite difficult to assess Viking’s 
manual calculations on carbon 
payback, suggesting it was “a bit 
like sitting a maths exam and having 
the answer but no workings”.

“They claim to have had it 
ratified ... with the Macaulay [Land 
Use] Institute, but we don’t feel that 
can have been done. It may have 
been run past Richard Birnie 
[Macaulay’s head of communica-
tions], but we can’t feel it’s been 
anything like peer-reviewed.”

Mr Fox said he would be inter-
ested to see the responses of SEPA 
and SNH because any strong objec-
tions from them, or the SIC, would 
strengthen the case for a public 
inquiry. He said the prospect of an 
inquiry was “not very attractive” but 
Sustainable Shetland fully intends to 
“make the challenge to the bitter 
end”.

A community fund consultation 
in November on direct benefit 

payments of £1 million a year which 
may be ring-fenced for some of the 
communities most affected by the 
windfarm has also raised Mr Fox’s 
hackles. 

“I’m very cynical about this. It 
seems very fortuitous for it to drop 
out of the paper on the same day that 
the addendum was first advertised. 
When you’ve got a major player in 
the Windfarm Supporters Group 
[Bobby Hunter] chairing up the 
steering group then questions have 
to be asked.”

The community fund group is 
made up of representatives from a 
number of the isles’ community 
coun cils, some of whom Mr Hunter 
said this week were against the 
windfarm. 

Mr Fox said talking about creat-
ing the fund now was “premature” 
because it would be a long time 
before the windfarm would turn a 
profit, and he even questioned 
whether there will be “any profit out 
of it at all”.

Mr Fox added: “I take the view 
that it’s just yet another bit of carrot 
dangling to try and promote the 
project, and again it’s all about the 
money when really the real issues 
here should be environmental.

“In terms of getting the planning 
application through, there will be a 
socio-economic element but we feel 
the  planning consent should very 
much hinge on the environmental 
issues.”
● Anyone who wishes to register 

their support or objection to the 
project must do so by Friday 19th 
November. You can respond either 
by emailing EnergyConsents@scot 
land.gsi.gov.uk or by writing to: 
Energy Consents and Deployment 
Unit, Scottish Government, 4th 
Floor, 5 Atlantic Quay, 150 
Broomielaw, Glasgow, G2 8LU.
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Fish van
back on
the beat

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Shetland has a fish van again after 
one of the drivers of Hunters vans 
decided to give it a go after the firm 
quit doing the rounds last month.

Burra-based Danny Kenmure 
was out on the road again earlier 
this week with one of the familiar 
dark blue vans but will get up-and-
running properly from next week. 
He is leasing the vehicle for a trial 
period to see how it goes before 
deciding whether the business can 
be viable despite the high transport 
costs. 

Hunters had to give up its van 
operation after 20 years because it 
was losing money. Mr Kenmure is 
“99 per cent sure” he can make the 
fish and groceries business pay.

The former TV engineer from 
Mother well moved up about a year 
ago when his wife took a job as 
consultant midwife. He is brimming 
with enthusiasm for the task ahead. 
“I’m going to give it a right good 
go,” he told The Shetland Times 
yesterday. “It depends on the 
amount of customers I can get.”

To help boost his chances he has 
a website created for him by friend 
and neighbour Janice Pottinger 
where people can ask for visits to 
their area (type http://dafishvan.
co.uk in your browser).

Mr Kenmure is still sourcing his 
fish from Hunters in Scalloway and 
he said he has their backing. 
“Gibbie and Andrew are giving me 
all their support because they want 
it to work for their customers as 
well.”

Over the coming weeks he will 
be reorganising the familiar routes 
to cover as much as possible of 
what the two-van operation used to 
do.

The van’s return has already 
been welcomed in Unst, Aith and 
Vidlin where former customers 
were able to get their fresh fish 
again this week before a turbo-pipe 
problem put the van in the garage. 

Customers also enjoy the visits 
for the banter and for some of the 
customers in remote areas it pro-
vides social contact with the outside 
world. When it stopped there were 
some customers literally in tears at 
the loss.

Having previously worked on 
the van with Hunters for three 
months he knows what to expect. “I 
love a good blether as well,” he 
said. “The people are absolutely 
brilliant.”

Speeders
nabbed
Six drivers were caught speeding in 
the 20mph zones outside Sound 
School in Lerwick and Scalloway 
Junior High School during high 
visibility checks by police early this 
week.

Two were reported to the procu-
rator fiscal and four were issued 
with fixed penalties on Monday and 
Tuesday.

A spokesman for Northern Con-
stabulary said the force was disap-
pointed that motorists were not 
complying with the 20mph limits 
outside schools, which are clearly 
indicated by flashing signs. He said 
further speed checks would be 
carried out at schools in Shetland 
on a regular basis.

Aside from the speeding 
offences, two fixed penalties were 
issued to motorists for failing to 
wear a seatbelt and one for using a 
mobile phone while driving. 

Vehicle
damaged
Police are appealing for information 
about damage to a car parked out-
side the Lerwick Building Centre 
on Friday between noon and 
12.30pm. 

The damage occurred after the 
car was involved in a minor 
collision with a blue people carrier. 
Police said the driver of this vehicle 
may not have been aware of the 
collision.

Woman’s evidence was unreliable
A man walked free from Lerwick Sheriff 
Court yesterday after the woman he was 
alleged to have assaulted admitted her 
evidence was unreliable.

Joseph Mckinnon, 47, of Ulsta in Yell, 
was cleared of assaulting Caroline Tulloch 
during a drunken get together at his home 
on 16th June.

Ms Tulloch, 30, said she could remember 
being kicked and being “in a ball”, however 
her memory of the alleged event was “a 
blur”.

Procurator fiscal Duncan MacKenzie 

said she had made no reference to being 
kicked when she gave a statement to 
police.

She replied: “I said I was assaulted.”
However she later said she could not 

remember speaking to the police.
The trial, which had lasted only half an 

hour, was brought to a close after Mr 
MacKenzie asked her: “Is it not the case ... 
you can’t be relied upon to give an accurate 
account?”

She replied: “I’d say so, yes.”  

Gas field pipeline contract awarded
A contract to manufacture and lay two of the 
smaller pipelines for Total’s Laggan-Tormore 
gas field has been won by the multinational 
company Subsea 7.

The £158 million contract involves provid-
ing the eight-inch and two-inch service pipe-
lines and other subsea connections from the 
West of Shetland field to Sullom Voe where 
Total is currently digging to build a gas plant. 

The pipes will run for 88 miles. They will 
carry MEG gel (monoethylene glycol) and 
methanol which are used to clean gas pipes and 
prevent clogging with ice-like crystals. 

The main pipeline contract, worth £200 mil-
lion, was awarded to Corus, based in 
Hartlepool, in March. It involves constructing 
two 18-inch gas flowlines from the field to 
Sullom Voe and a 30-inch concreted-coated 
export pipe from the terminal to join the FUKA 
pipeline east of Shetland from where it will 
travel on to the St Fergus gas terminal.

Total’s biggest contract of all, to build its 
gas plant in Shetland, has yet to be awarded 
but an announcement is expected soon. 

Conflicting views voiced about planned windfarm
UK energy and climate change minister Chris Huhne heard 
conflicting local views on renewable energy and the proposed 
Viking windfarm when he met representatives of groups in 
favour of and against the project on Tuesday.

Four members of the Windfarm Supporters Group had 
what spokesman Fred Gibson described as a “very useful and 
worthwhile” meeting while a delegation from Sustainable 
Shetland told Mr Huhne they believed the majority of people 
in the isles were against the Viking plan.

Mr Gibson said afterwards that he, Bobby Hunter, Joe 
Rocks and Tony Erwood had emphasised to the Liberal 
Democrat minister the importance of the interconnector cable 
linking Shetland to the mainlaind and the need for a level 
playing field for transmission charges for renewable 
schemes.

Mr Gibson said: “Mr Huhne was very interested and asked 
plenty of questions. We challenged the present system that 
subsidies the generation of electricity from oil, gas or coal 
near London, for example, but charges a huge cost for 

renewable energy projects in Shetland, Orkney and the 
Western Isles.

“You can ship oil or pipe gas thousands of miles to a power 
station in the Home Counties, or even have an inefficient 
windfarm there and get a subsidised transmission charge for 
using the National Grid because you are close to 
consumers.

“But you cannot transport wind or tidal energy – that has 
to be generated where it is produced. We have the most 
productive wind, wave and tidal energy potential in the 
Northern Isles yet we could be penalised with massive 
transmission costs.”

Mr Gibson said there was limited discussion on the Viking 
proposals because Mr Huhne has no responsibility for 
deciding whether or not to grant planning consent – that 
decision will be made by the Scottish energy minister.

By contrast Sustainable Shetland insisted the Viking 
windfarm should be stopped in its tracks because it ignored 
the “majority wishes of an entire community” in the words 

of chairman Billy Fox. They said it was essential for the 
council to hold a fresh round of public meetings on Viking’s 
new proposals, or addendum, published last week. Council 
planners are still deliberating on whether to do this.

Vice-chairman Kevin Learmonth said: “In addressing 
climate change, damaging valuable habitat such as peat and 
blanket bog is a dangerous game to play.

“Playing the wind farm casino game, gambling that 
mitigation measures will actually work, betting on the 
continuation of wind power subsidies, and subsidised 
transmission charges, that’s a high risk strategy we should 
not be considering.

“The banks brought economic chaos through high risk 
investments, we the public are paying the price for their folly 
through cuts and increased taxation.”

In discussing the interconnector, due to be built by Scottish 
Hydro Electric Transmission Ltd (SHETL) if it wins approval, 
they said the minister told them: “The government will not 
be paying for it. There is no money.”

Energy minister Huhne says deep
sea drilling is both vital and safe

By NEIL RIDDELL
Stringent UK regulations mean that 
deepwater drilling for oil and gas to 
the north and west of Shetland is 
safe and there is little chance of a 
repeat of BP’s Gulf of Mexico dis-
as ter, energy and climate change 
minister Chris Huhne insisted on a 
visit to the isles this week.

Speaking at Scatsta Airport 
before travelling to a drilling rig 
operated on behalf of Total north-
west of Shetland, Mr Huhne – who 
gave Chevron consent to drill on 
the Lagavulin prospect 160 miles 
north of Shetland last week – said 
the UK had a tough regulatory 
regime which was getting tougher. 
In the US, President Barack Obama 
has imposed a moratorium on 
deepwater drilling.

Greenpeace has been cam paign-
ing vehemently to stop new drilling 
in recent weeks, with protesters 
mounting an anchor chain on Chev-
ron’s Stena Carron drill ship off 
Bressay last month. They described 
Mr Huhne’s decision to sanction 
drilling in waters more than one 
mile deep as “irresponsible”.

The move to a low-carbon 
economy will be a slow and gradual 
process, the minister said, des crib-
ing it as “like turning around a great 
carbon super tanker”. “That’s what 
we’ve got to do to move as fast as 
we can towards a low carbon world, 
but in the interim period we’re still 
going to need the oil and gas.”

He said: “We’ve increased the 
number of inspections, the num ber 
of inspectors. We take very serious-
ly our commitment to the environ-
ment. If we were not to do that all 
that would happen is we would end 
up importing oil and gas from parts 
of the world where respect for the 
environment is probably a lot less 
than it would be here.

“We already had a much better 
regulatory regime because of our 
own Piper Alpha disaster back in 
1988 and I’m making sure that 
we’re improving it even further and 
learning the lessons of BP’s 
experience in the Gulf of Mexico, 
and I very much hope that we will 
never face the same sorts of 
problems here.”

During a 24-hour visit to the 
isles, Liberal Democrat MP Mr 
Huhne met opponents and support-
ers of the Viking Energy windfarm 
(see separate story). The decision 
is one for Scottish ministers and Mr 
Huhne said he did not want to pass 
judgement without having exam-
ined the specific details of the 
Viking project, but in general he is 

“very much in favour” of both 
onshore and offshore wind power.

He believes there is a “strong 
case” for a more favourable trans-
mission charging regime to help 
make renewable energy projects in 
areas like Shetland more viable.

“One of the things that Ofgem is 
looking at is whether we can indeed 
change the transmission charging 
regime,” he said. “The regime at the 
moment is based on purely the cost 
of the transmission charging and 
that provides a very strong incentive 
to build plant near the market. But 
of course with renewables increas-
ingly you can’t build a plant near 
the market.

“You have to build it near where 
the wind’s blowing, or where the 
waves are or where the tide is, 
there fore it doesn’t make a lot of 
sense to have a transmission charg-
ing regime . . . encouraging people 
to do something they can’t do.”

Mr Huhne is a believer that car-
bon capture and storage technology 
could provide a big part of the 
solution in the fight against climate 
change, at least in terms of powering 
households (such an approach will 
do nothing to address transport 
emissions). He hopes to see the first 
commercial-scale plant up and 
running within five years.

He also visited pupils at Brae 
High School, who he described as 
“a very bright bunch” who asked 
him a series of “tough” questions 
and were “clearly a load of Jeremy 
Paxmans in the making”.

During a 35-minute question 
time, Mr Huhne defended his 
party’s decision to go into coalition 
with the Tories and played down 
suggestions from the floor that cuts 
in public services would unfairly 
penalise the poor and could lead to 
industrial unrest. 

The minister was also grilled on 
proposed changes in child benefit, 
Viking Energy and renewables 
more generally, while the matter of 
nuclear waste and disposal also 
cropped up.

Secondary three pupil Drew 
Manson said: “It was a genuinely 
educational experience for us to be 
able to bring up any topic for dis-
cussion and a great opportunity to 
meet and hear a high-ranking 
politician. While I don’t agree with 
his policies, I respect the fact he 
made himself available.”

Liberal Democrat supporter Ben 
Rakes, a secondary four pupil, said 
the session had been “inspiring” 
and pupils were “very grateful for 
him taking time out of his busy 
schedule”.

Chris Huhne prepares to leave for his visit to Sedco 714.  Photo: Ken Taylor

Secondary three pupil Drew Manson quizzes Chris Huhne on the deficit.  Photo: Gordon Stove

 Comments come as Chevron is granted consent

 Brae pupils also get chance to make their points
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SKY!!! SKY !!! SKY !!!
Stock Clearance Sale Now On!!

STD Remotes £5.00.
Sky+ Remotes £10.00.

Sky HD Remotes £15.00.

Sky Standard Dishes 
with wall brackets, fi xing kit 

and single LNB £25.00.
With QUAD LNB £35.00.
With OCTO LNB £45.00.

Triax Galvanised Steel Storm 
Dishes £40.00.

L-Shaped Bracket £25.00.
(All fully galvanised)

Freesat HD Receivers from £99.99. 
(Limited Stocks)

Call 01806 522434 
for all enquiries!!!!

MSP demands 
referendum

By NEIL RIDDELL
Isles MSP Tavish Scott is calling for 
a Shetland-wide postal referendum 
to categorically determine where 
public opinion stands on Viking 
Energy’s controversial windfarm 
proposal.

The Liberal Democrats’ Scottish 
leader said he had been contacted 
by many people from both sides 
of the argument in recent days 
expressing their concern at the SIC’s 
decision not to hold another 
round of public meetings on the 
addendum to Viking’s planning 
application for a massive 127-turbine 
windfarm. 

Mr Scott told The Shetland Times 
he believes the only way councillors 
can get a full picture of people’s 
views is to stage a ballot asking 
for a straight yes or no answer 
on whether they agree with the 
proposals. 

He said: “Sustainable Shetland 
say the majority are against and 
Bobby Hunter’s pro group [Wind-
farm Supporters] argue the opposite. 
In that sense, it puts members in a 
really impossible situation – the 
fairest way on this very difficult 
issue is for every Shetlander to give 
a view on it.”

Since the project’s inception, 
councillors’ dual involvement in the 
project (chiefly through their role as 
trustees of Shetland Charitable 
Trust, but also as members of the 
planning board) has seen many 
constituents complaining about the 
difficulty of finding out their 
ward representatives’ view on the 
windfarm. Sustainable Shetland has 
described it as a “fundamental 
failure of local democracy”.

Mr Scott is writing to SIC 
convener Sandy Cluness suggesting 
a referendum by post could be held 
before the council meets to discuss 
the application in December. How-
ever, one council source said yester-
day such a short timetable was 
“completely unrealistic” and sug-
gested Mr Scott appeared to have 
“jolted into electioneering mode” 
ahead of next May’s elections to 
Holyrood. 

Mr Cluness was out of the isles 
yesterday collecting his OBE for 
services to the community and could 
not be contacted before we went to 
press. But he has previously said he 
does not favour referendums, obser-
v ing that had one been staged in the 
early 1970s the community might 
have voted against the coming of oil 
and Shetland would not be the 
affluent place it is today.

A council spokesman said: “Some 
councillors have spoken publicly in 
the past about the idea of a referen-
dum on the Viking Energy windfarm. 
However, we’ve not been made 
aware of Mr Scott’s letter, so really 
aren’t able to comment more fully at 
this stage.”

Meanwhile, this newspaper is to 
conduct a smaller follow-up to its 
opinion poll, carried out last sum-
mer, which indicated that 48 per cent 
of the adult population was opposed 
to the project, 31 per cent in favour 
and 21 per cent undecided. This time 
just one of the five original questions 
will be asked: “Are you in favour of 
or against the proposed Viking 
Energy windfarm?” 

Shetland Times editor Paul 
Riddell said: “Our poll of last year 
is the most definitive statement we 
have of public opinion on this 
enormous issue for the isles. It is 
now time to see whether, following 
publication of the addendum and 
the council’s decision not to hold a 
fresh round of public meetings, 
anything has changed since last 
summer.”

Mr Scott claimed yesterday that 
he personally has no strong views 
either way on the project, although 
he is understood to be privately keen 
on seeing the development go ahead. 
“A representative has to represent 
people’s views,” he said. “Over the 
last four years both views have been 
expressed pretty forcibly – my job 
is to make sure the government 
understands where public opinion is 
on this.” 

He accepted the ballot could not 
be binding on the Scottish govern-
ment, whose energy consents unit is 
expected to deliver a final planning 
decision in the first half of 2011. 
But he said it would be a very 

useful barometer for him and other 
politicians in the isles.

“I will abide by a postal ballot, 
which would be helpful both to me 
and more importantly to elected 
members,” he said. “Quite a number 
of councillors are on the record 
saying if Shetland doesn’t want this, 
they won’t get it. As long as it’s a 
straight, simple question which is 
therefore fair, the result is the result. 
As a democrat you have to accept 
that.”

His Liberal Democrat colleague, 
Northern Isles MP Alistair Car-
michael said: “It’s very important 
that people in Shetland are able to 
resolve this one way or another, and 
to proceed with a decision without a 
definitive view of the community 
would be dangerous.”

Viking Energy project co-ordin-
ator Allan Wishart said it was “not 
in our gift one way or another” to 
say whether there should be a 
referendum, but even if it came out 
100 per cent for or against, it would 
make no difference to the statutory 
process the Scottish government has 
to go through.

“My concern is Shetland ends up 
with a huge windfarm that isn’t 
community-owned,” he said. “What-
ever happens, that is my biggest 
concern. We have to keep our big 
community share in it for the ben-
efits. If there’s a public local inquiry, 
that’s fine – the danger is if the 
charitable trust decides not to invest 
and it has consent, it will go ahead 
anyway.”

Sustainable Shetland chairman 
Billy Fox said his organisation 
would welcome a ballot of public 
opinion as long as the question being 
posed was clear cut. “It’s certainly 
what a lot of folk have been calling 
for,” he said. 

“The critical thing for us is that 
the question would need to be clear, 
unambiguous, fair and seen to be 
fair. It would have to be to the mutual 
satisfaction of both sides of the 
debate, and it must relate specifically 
to the Viking Energy windfarm plan-
ning application, not to renewables 
or any other projects at all.”

Sustainable members point to last 
year’s four public meetings on the 
original application, where an aver-
age of 75 per cent of the audience 
expressed opposition, as reflecting 
the extent of hostility towards 
Viking. But the Windfarm Support-
ers Group suggests it was not an 
accurate gauge of public opinion.

Financial projections estimate the 
windfarm will provide a £23 million 
a year windfall for the charitable 
trust to spend within the community. 
New information released last 
month suggests that the trust’s finan-
cial exposure should the project fail 
would be limited to between £31 
million and £62 million because 
of banks’ eagerness to invest in 
renewable energy schemes.

But opponents say its scale is 
much too big for the isles, are scep-
tical at new claims that the project 
will have a “carbon payback” time 
of less than one year and beli¬eve 
the huge investment represents a 
risky financial gamble. 
● Anyone who wants to support 

or object to Viking’s amended prop-
osal should contact the energy con-
sents unit before Friday 19th Nov-
em ber, by email to EnergyConsents@
scotland.gsi.gov.uk or by writing to: 
Energy Consents and Deployment 
Unit, Scottish Government, 4th 
Floor, 5 Atlantic Quay, 150 Broomie-
law, Glasgow, G2 8LU.

Engineers train on turbines

Three workers from L&M Engineering had the 
unusual experience of abseiling down one of 
Burradale’s five wind turbines as part of a 
training exercise this week. 

The Lerwick firm is taking on aspects of 
main tenance for operators Shetland Aerogener-
ators and engineers Steven Laurenson, Steven 
Henry and Michael Jamieson were winched off 

one of the 850kW Vestas turbines as part of 
“work at heights” training, which included a 
simulated rescue. 

Mr Laurenson said it had been a “very 
pleasant” experience despite the cold bite to 
the early November breeze and they had 
been afforded a glorious view over a bright 
and sunny West Side on Monday morning. 

“It is quite a natural progression for our 
company because the technology these 
turbines are based around is broadly similar 
to the kind of equipment we’re working with 
in the marine industry,” he said. “It is a 
different industry to be getting into, so hopefully 
it will provide some opportunities in the 
future.”

L&M worker Steven Henry starts his descent.  Photo: Dave Donaldson

Emergency escape training at the Burradale windfarm.  Photo: Dave Donaldson
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Acupuncture 
Practitioner 

Mr Heng Zhou 
will be at the 

Complementary 
Health Clinic 

47 North Road, Lerwick 
(Opposite Frank Williamson)

on 20th & 21st Nov.
For appointments 

please contact: 
Tel. 01224 275709 
or 07727 081824

www.shetlandacupuncture.co.uk

SKY!!! SKY !!! SKY !!!
Stock Clearance Sale Now On!!

STD Remotes £5.00.
Sky+ Remotes £10.00.

Sky HD Remotes £15.00.

Sky Standard Dishes 
with wall brackets, fi xing kit 

and single LNB £25.00.
With QUAD LNB £35.00.
With OCTO LNB £45.00.

Triax Galvanised Steel Storm 
Dishes £40.00.

L-Shaped Bracket £25.00.
(All fully galvanised)

Freesat HD Receivers from £99.99. 
(Limited Stocks)

Call 01806 522434 
for all enquiries!!!!

Assault denied
A man who denied assault was 
remanded in custody when he 
appeared at Lerwick Sheriff Court 
on Wednesday.

Iain Tulloch, 40, of Hoofields, 
Ler wick, pleaded not guilty to 
assault ing Wayne Bailey at Hoo-
fields on Tuesday by repeatedly 
striking him on the head with a pool 
cue or similar instrument to his 
injury. Procurator fiscal Duncan 
Mac Kenzie said that Tulloch had a 
drug problem and was a “persistent 
offender”, even at times when he 
was on bail.

Defence solicitor Chris Dowle 
said Tulloch’s last breach of bail had 
been in 2007, and he was now half-
way through a drugs treatment 
programme and was “clean” for the 
first time for a long time. Mr Dowle 
asked for bail for his client, who said 
his actions had been in self-defence. 
However Mr Dowle conceded that 
the fact that Tulloch was on a 
deferred sentence for an offence in 
March was “unhelpful”.

Honorary sheriff Eric Peterson 
refused bail and remanded Tulloch 
in custody pending his next court 
appearance on 15th December.

Theft from
charity box
The “contemptible” crime of steal-
ing a charity box resulted in a man 
being remanded in custody at Ler-
wick Sheriff Court on Wednesday.

Wesley Liam Bailey, 30, of no 
fixed abode, appeared from custody 
and pleaded guilty to stealing the 
poppy collection box from Sound 
Service Station on Monday. The 
offence was committed while he 
was on bail.

Procurator fiscal Duncan Mac-
Kenzie said that Bailey had dis-
tracted a member of staff and taken 
the box, which, given the close prox-
imity to Remembrance Day, could 
have contained between £100 and 
£150. The fiscal said: “It is difficult 
to imagine a more contemptible theft 
at this time of year.”

Defence solicitor Chris Dowle 
said that Bailey had appreciated that 
and felt shame and remorse. He had 
pleaded guilty at the first opportunity, 
saying he had been on drugs at the 
time. He had told police he had 
thrown the box in the sea: “He didn’t 
profit from his crime.”

Bailey, who is on job-seeker’s 
allowance but does casual work on 
freezer boats, now wants to make 
restitution, Mr Dowle said.

Opposing the prospect of Bailey 
being released on bail, Mr Mac-
Kenzie said there was no confirma-
tion the householder at an address in 
Lerwick’s Norgaet would accept 
Bailey, who is known to be itinerant. 
He also said that being on bail had 
proved no disincentive to committing 
crime and no protection for the 
public.

Honorary sheriff Eric Peterson 
called for reports and remanded 
Bailey in custody until his next court 
appearance on 1st December.

In Brief

Earthquake off isles
An earthquake measuring three on 
the Richter scale occured off Unst 
last Thursday.

Locals would have been 
unaware of the event, however, as 
it took place 15km underground 
and its location, in the Norwegian 
Sea 100 miles east-north-east of 
Unst, meant it was actually nearer 
to the coast of Norway than to 
Shetland.

The quake, which took place 
at 7.47am, was the largest of any 

recorded around the British Isles in 
the last month. The next biggest, in 
the Mull, Argyll and Bute area, was 
of 1.4 magnitude.

The measurement of Richter 
local magnitude (ML) is used 
for UK earthquakes, with five 
ML being the equivalent of an 
explosion of 1,000 tonnes of TNT.

According to the British 
Geological Survey, between 150 
and 200 earthquakes are detected 
around the UK annually. Most are 
of small magnitude and not felt, 
although earthquakes measuring 
five or more on the Richter scale 
occur around every eight years.

In spite of being distant from 
the nearest plate boundary, the Mid 
Atlantic Ridge, the risk to the UK 

is “not insignificant”, according to 
the survey.

Kirk cash objection
A councillor has renewed his call 
for Shetland Charitable Trust 
to stop subsidising “one sect of 
Christianity” to convert people. 
Jonathan Wills is unhappy that 
part of the charity’s £54,115 grant 
to Shetland Churches Trust last 
year was used for teaching the 
bible. He is happy for public funds 
to go towards keeping up kirk 
buildings but not to train members 
or proselytise unless all the other 
religious faiths in Shetland are also 
supported. 

At last Thursday’s meeting 

of the charitable trust he got no 
support for a curb on how the 
grant is being spent in 2010/11. 
Trust financial controller Jeff 
Goddard said it was already more 
than halfway through the financial 
year so the time to raise the matter 
was when next year’s funding 
application came up. 

Speaking as “an evangelical 
atheist”, Dr Wills said he would 
raise the matter again when the 
time comes.

He did try in February to 
shave 10 per cent off the grant 
because that was the portion 
he believed was to be used for 
“indoctrination”, not education. 
Only one trustee, Cecil Smith, 
supported him.

Speeders charged
Fourteen motorists were cautioned 
and charged with speeding after 
police carried out static speed 
checks in the North Mainland on 
Monday afternoon. 

Monitoring was introduced 
after concerns about speeding were 
raised by a member of the public.

Officers were stationed at 
locations at Brae High School and 
on the B9076 between Sullom 
Voe and Brae. Eleven offenders 
were dealt with by way of a fixed 
penalty ticket, which is three 
penalty points endorsed on the 
driving licence and a fine of £60. 
Three offenders will be reported to 
the procurator fiscal.

Still too big, says LCC
Lerwick Community Council has again 
chosen to voice its concern over the scale of 
Viking Energy’s proposed 127-turbine 
windfarm.

At its monthly meeting in Lerwick Town 
Hall on Monday evening, members agreed 
without dissent to write to the SIC stating it 
believes the project is too big for the Shetland 
landscape. 

Community councillor Averil Simpson 
said she found it hard to comprehend that the 
project’s worst-case scenario carbon payback 
time had been cut from 14.8 years to less than 
one year when the number of turbines was 
only reduced by 15 per cent, meaning she 
“can’t take their addendum very seriously”. 

Lerwick South councillor Jonathan Wills 
said he believed Viking had made a 
“convincing argument” for its revision of the 
carbon payback. But while the developer had 
“gone out of their way” and made an “honest 
effort” to meet the concerns of objectors, he 
too feels the project is too big. He is one of the 
few councillors who appears comfortable 
airing his views on the controversial project 
publicly; his SIC colleague Cecil Smith once 
again declared an interest during Monday’s 
meeting and took no part.

Dr Wills said there were too many facts and 
figures about the project which remained 
heavily disputed and he hopes to see these 
“rigorously examined” at a public inquiry.

Consultants to speak
Three expert consultants who have helped 
prepare the environmental and bird reports for 
the Viking Energy windfarm will be speaking 
at a public meeting in Sound Hall next 
Wednesday.

Dr Pete Cosgrove works for Alba Ecology 
and is an expert in ecology and habitat. As 
well as general environmental issues about the 
windfarm, he helped prepare the new extensive 
habitat management plan.  

Dr Dick Birnie works for the Macaulay 
Land Use Research Institute in Aberdeen. He 
has over 25 years’ experience in land resource 
assessments and wrote a report on erosion of 
the blanket bog on the windfarm site.   Digger 
Jackson works as project manager for Natural 

Research Limited. He spent 11 years working 
for the RSPB and recently his work has 
focused on breeding divers and conflicts with 
human developments. He helped write the 
ornithology report for the revised windfarm 
plans.

The meeting has been organised by the 
Windfarm Supporters Group and its spokes-
man, Chris Bunyan, said he hoped as many 
people as possible would attend the meeting, 
especially people who are undecided at present 
about what is best for Shetland. “The object of 
this and other meetings we will hold is to try 
and give people clear factual information and 
answers from folk who know what they are 
talking about.” The meeting starts at 8pm.

Sepa withdraws its objection to 
Viking Energy windfarm project

By JOHN ROBERTSON
One of the hurdles to the Viking 
Energy windfarm has been cleared 
with the withdrawal of the Scottish 
Environment Protection Agency’s 
objection to the £675 million 
project.

Sepa was one of three statutory 
bodies along with Scottish Natural 
Heritage and Historic Scotland 
which lodged full or partial object-
ions about the proposed 150-turbine 
complex last year, helping prompt 
the revision which has seen the 
number of turbines cut by 23 and 
introduced the controversial claim 
that the carbon released in building 
the development would be paid back 
within one year of operation.

Sepa now says that while a wind-
farm of the scale proposed in a 
peatland location “is likely to have 
a negative impact on the environ-
ment” and will still result in pollu-
tion, it does not object provided 
Viking agrees to further careful 
micro-siting, for instance to avoid 
the deepest peat, and adheres to a list 
of other conditions.

It welcomed Viking’s modifica-
tions to reduce environmental im-
pact, especially the removal of tur-
bines and tracks from the Collafirth 
area near Voe which features deep, 
undisturbed peat.

Sepa also liked the reduction of 
double-track roads from 12 to 10 
metres wide and the reinstatement 
of the double-tracks to single-track 
after the windfarm is built.

The agency is insisting that Vik-
ing employs a range of environmental 
specialists in areas such as ecology 
and hydrology to be onsite at all 
times and armed with the power to 
stop work. But it is pleased that 
work in the hills is to be targeted 
away from winter months to try to 
avoid pollution.

Among the conditions it wishes 
to see attached to planning consent 
is a requirement to show the need for 
each of the 13 proposed quarries 
before it is allowed to be opened 
up.

Scottish Natural Heritage is due 
to lodge its revised opinion by next 
Friday, which is the closing date for 
public consultation on the 127- 
turbine proposal. Its main concern 
before was the effect on birds 
and Viking has been trying to woo 
it with its addendum adaptions. 
Another response to watch for is that 

Allan Wishart said Viking wanted to stick to Siemens 3.6MW turbines like this one in Denmark.

 Agency satisfied by     
removal of turbines

 Malcolmson joins call
for public referendum

of the RSPB, which is not a statutory 
consultee but an influential one.

The council is another statutory 
consultee and councillors will sit 
down before Christmas to give their 
verdict on the windfarm before the 
matter passes to the Scottish govern-
ment for determination, perhaps 
with a local public inquiry taking 
place first.

Meanwhile, former SIC council-
lor Peter Malcolmson has attacked 
the local authority and joined MSP 
Tavish Scott and others in calling for 
a referendum to let the people decide 
on the windfarm (see Our Readers’ 
Views). Declaring himself an oppo-
nent, he launched a withering attack 
on elected members for their hand-
ling of the project and for failing to 
tackle their conflict of interest as 
backers of the project and represen-
tatives of a community he believes 
is opposed to it.

Mr Malcolmson, who was defeat-
ed in the 2003 elections, said the 
debate had “exposed fatal flaws in 
the way Shetland is governed” and 
he expressed little confidence in 
councillors’ ability to represent the 
validity and strength of opponents’ 
views. 

The conflict of interest created by 
councillors also sitting as trustees of 
Shetland Charitable Trust had “drag-
ged on for years”, he said, but was 
brought to a head when the public 
became aware that the trust was a 
major funder of the windfarm.

He accused the local authority of 
“poor governance” and of ignoring 
the findings of its own study into 
how turbines should be fitted into 
the landscape. He said the Landscape 
Sensitivity & Capacity Study recom-
mended 12 turbines for the Nesting 

area but VE proposed 42, which he 
said appalled the consultants who 
produced the study. He continued: 
“Scottish government guidelines 
which recommend a two kilometre 
buffer zone from any dwelling have 
also been ignored and, astonishingly, 
VE see no need to carry out any 
form of human risk assessment.”

He also attacked the council’s 
failure to produce a development 
plan for windfarms before the Viking 
Energy project was progressed.

Sepa’s change of heart about the 
proposed development was revealed 
by Viking’s project co-ordinator 
Allan Wishart to a public audience 
on Monday at a Speakeasy debate 
programme on the windfarm record-
ed by BBC Radio Shetland for 
broadcast on Wednesday. The news 
did not prompt any comment during 
the debate. 

One of the other statutory con-
sultees, Scottish Water, has also 
not objected to the windfarm, issuing 
a list of 13 precautions that 
Viking should take to protect its 
water assets from contamination 
and damage.

The packed debate, chaired by 
Mike Grundon of the BBC, saw the 
two leaders of Sustainable Shetland, 
Billy Fox and Kevin Learmonth, 
pitted against Chris Bunyan and 
Bobby Hunter of the Windfarm 
Supporters Group along with Mr 
Wishart from Viking.

Mr Fox said Sustainable Shetland 
remained as opposed to the modified 
application as it was to the original 
proposal. Sustainable Shetland said 
it had over 700 members. 

The Windfarm Supporters group 
does not have a membership but Mr 
Bunyan said it had roughly 400 

people who had given support by 
email or Facebook. 

The radio’s debate featured many 
of the usual well-rehearsed argu-
ments for and against, including 
how it will be paid for and the 
ongoing difference of opinion about 
how long it will take for the turbines 
to pay back the carbon released in 
the construction of the windfarm 
and what the real level of support is 
for each side. Sustainable Shetland 
claims 75 per cent are against, based 
on the show of hands at four con-
sultation meetings a year ago. Mr 
Wishart said the claim was “a gross 
distortion”, arguing that those votes 
accounted for more like three per 
cent of the population.

The Shetland Times’ telephone 
poll last year showed 48 per cent 
against and 31 per cent in favour 
with 21 per cent undecided. The 
opinion poll is currently being 
updated.

As an alternative to the windfarm, 
Mr Fox repeated his belief that a 
new gas-fired power station should 
be built at Sullom Voe, harnessing 
the gas which is expected to flow 
from new west of Shetland fields. 
That would buy time for Shetland to 
consider other renewable energy 
projects with less impact on the 
environment. The use of a smart 
electricity grid would also allow 
more renewable power plants to be 
connected to the Shetland grid with-
out requiring an interconnector to 
the mainland.

But Mr Wishart dismissed the 
idea, saying that gas and oil prices 
were going to rise and no investor 
would back a gas power station for 
just 20,000 people.

The possible impact on tourism 

and Shetland’s new-found reputation 
with the Lonely Planet organisation 
prompted questions, comparing the 
income from tourism with that from 
wind energy. Mr Bunyan said the 
windfarm would not affect any of 
the amenities and activities recom-
mended by Lonely Planet. He added:  
“I suppose we as a community have 
to decide: do we want folk coming 
to do off-road biking or do we want 
our leisure centres open?”

A question from Karen Angus 
highlighted the lack of a health 
impact assessment of the windfarm. 
One was started by Viking but was 
not completed. Mr Wishart said it 
was not a statutory requirement for 
the application. Viking said efforts 
were diverted into reviewing the pro-
ject and compiling the addendum.

According to Mr Wishart, the 
World Health Organisation and the 
NHS did not have concerns about 
the health effects of turbines. With 
the number of windfarms now oper-
a tional it would be “very evident” if 
they were damaging to health, he 
said. However, he believed people 
did have genuine fears and he would 
like to see a study done by the 
government and the NHS.

Other issues aired in the debate 
included whether bigger offshore 
windfarms might soon render the 
Viking development obsolete and 
the possibility of more powerful 
turbines being used instead of those 
planned by Viking, either to reduce 
their number or increase the total 
amount of energy generated. Mr 
Wishart said the intention at the 
moment was to stick with the 
3.6MW Siemens machine, which he 
said was in use on the German/
Danish border.
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Scale of erosion on hilltops clear – but 
expert fails to endorse Viking figure

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Sheep have destroyed the peat so 
completely on some Shetland hill-
tops that there is already little left for 
Viking Energy to disturb with tur-
bines. That much was clear to a party 
of windfarm supporters and oppon-
ents who climbed Mid Kame on 
Wednesday with peat erosion 
expert Dick Birnie and saw the 
devastation.

Instead of storing carbon this 
once-intact peaty hill south of Voe is 
releasing carbon pollution into the 
atmosphere. As Dr Birnie said: “It is 
a source of carbon, not a carbon 
sink.”

Some parts of other sites proposed 
for turbines, like North Nesting, are 
even worse, he said, having suffered 
100 per cent peat loss.

Thankfully, overall “very little” 
of the windfarm zone is this bad, 
although he admitted he had not yet 
tramped the whole territory ear-
marked for turbines, roads and 
quarries, from Scatsta to Weisdale. 

If you are not able to go and look 
yourself then check it out on Bing 
Maps on the internet with its aerial 
photos of Shetland’s hills, which are 
much clearer than on Google 
Earth.

Despite the gross peat erosion 
evident at Mid Kame, Dr Birnie 
could not endorse Viking’s recent 
controversial claim that 67.7 per 
cent of the windfarm areas are 
already deteriorating. He said the 
calculation could be “hardened up” 
by Viking carrying out a full baseline 
survey, providing a true picture of 
the state of the peat.

Viking has used the statistic to 
help explain how it could claim in its 
windfarm application addendum at 
the end of September that it would 
take less than one year of generating 
green power to cancel out the 
amount of carbon released in the 
construction. Dr Birnie’s data on 
peat erosion had helped Viking 
revise its previous carbon payback 
estimate dramatically downwards 
from 14.8 years, to the astonishment 
and scepticism of opponents. How-
ever, carbon payback calculations, 
or guesstimates, are not his game 
and although in Shetland to give a 
public talk for the Windfarm Sup-
porters Group, he is not in anyone’s 
camp on the big issue.

His view is that a renewable 
energy project is justified in terms of 
carbon pollution if it results in even 
a neutral impact overall, not neces-
sarily having to show a positive 
benefit. For him the crucial factor 
with Viking Energy is how the site 
would be managed post-construction 

Severe peat erosion on the Mid Kame ridge.  Photo: Dave Donaldson

Dick Birnie of the Macaulay 
Land Use Research Institute. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

This image from Bing Maps shows the erosion in the Mid Kame ridge (left) and on the other side of the main road towards Nesting.  Image courtesy of Microsoft
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to minimise further damage and 
repair the ravages of the past.

Incidentally, he had suggested to 
Viking during his last visit in May 
that it should organise a summer 
public meeting on the top of the hill 
at Mid Kame, where a test mast 
stands at present, because there is no 
substitute for being there to see and 
talk about the erosion problem.

Viking’s revised windfarm plan 
would still require 735,100 cubic 
metres of peat to be excavated but 
one of its pledges is to “enhance” 
and restore the peat and arrest the 
nearby erosion. Part of the solution 
is seen as removing the sheep, con-
trol ling rabbits and hares, fencing 
off sites to allow vegetation to grow 
and removing drainage ditches 
which dry out the peat.

As Dr Birnie said: “We can’t do 
anything about history. We can about 
the future. The system can recover. 
It’s not a basket case but it’s a slow 
process.”

He works for the Macaulay Land 
Use Research Institute in Aberdeen 
and began measuring peat erosion 
on Mid Kame in 1983 until 1987. 
The small wooden stakes that he 
planted can still be seen 27 years 
later although a lot of the peat has 
vanished. He preached at the time 
that the cause was overgrazing by 
far too many subsidised sheep but 
the message fell on deaf ears.

Updating his information this 
year, he wrote Erosion of blanket 
bog within the site proposed for the 
Viking Windfarm: Field Visit Report 
which Viking submitted to the 
Scottish government as part of its 
addendum in which it cut the number 
of turbines from 150 to 127.

Viking reduced the amount of 
bog it would disturb by 23 hectares 
and cut out all eight turbines planned 
for the Collafirth area north of Voe 
to avoid digging up deep peat which 
is still in pristine condition. 

It also proposes a larger number 
of controversial floating roads, 
which leave the peat in place but can 
sometimes sink. They are intended 
to go where the peat is over one 
metre deep. Double-track sections 
of the road are to be reduced from 12 
metres to 10 metres wide and then 
reinstated to single track after 
construction. 

On Wednesday’s walk, as the 
party of walkers made its way up 
from the roadside next to Petta 
Water, Dr Birnie drew attention to 
the telltale signs of “institutionalised 
overgrazing” and erosion where the 
protective heather, which anchors 
the peat, had gone. You could also 
still see the deep mossy grooves 
where a peat extraction machine had 
once marauded. All up the hillside 
sheep’s hooves had poached the 
ground, starting to break up the peat. 
Cuts become scars become gullies 
which can be seen easily from your 
car on the main road up and down 
much of the length of the site for the 
proposed windfarm. 

Once at the top of Mid Kame the 
devastation is stark: a wide gash 
running along the summit to its 
north end where peat around six feet 
deep has vanished from an area wide 
enough to run a very wide main road 
through. The centre is worn right 
down to the hill’s grey stone while 
at either side the peat rises up again 
in “hags”, sometimes standing dis-
located in unstable car-sized chunks, 
gradually being worn away by wind, 
rain and sheep seeking shelter. There 
are few of the small pools and 
lochans often found on hilltops 
where the peat bog helps retain the 
water. Instead it runs off the hillside, 
causing more erosion.

During his study period Dr Birnie 
calculated that the peat was being 
lost at a rate of over an inch a year 
(up to four centimetres), which is 
about one metre disappearing in as 
little as 25 years.

In spots like this Dr Birnie said it 
is too late to worry about losing peat 
because it has all gone, perhaps over 
the course of 60 years but probably 
100. “It’s not a product of today 
it’s something that’s been going on 
a long time,” he said. Of more 
concern here is how Viking would 
micro-manage its drainage in the 
area.

But it was not all bad news for the 
peat on Wednesday’s tour. A few 

hundred yards south of the great 
gash is a fence which runs up and 
down either side of the hill. On the 
south side the summit is still has 
some peat cover and is dotted with 
pools inside which the sphagnum 
moss is busy laying down the next 
layer of peat. 

The fence, Dr Birnie said, is proof 
that the devastating over-grazing 
was worse on one side. Challenged 

about this theory, he revises it to “a 
high degree of prob ability” that the 
sheep caused it. The other side is an 
area of “recover ing” peat which was 
more lightly grazed. So, as Kevin 
Learmonth of Sustain able Shetland, 
said, why allow Viking to dig up 
these areas of good peat, of which 
there are still many.

He said: “From our point of view 
putting roads and turbines through 

these areas which are regenerating 
is the worst possible thing to do.”

Mr Learmonth was joined by fel-
low Sustainable member James 
Mackenzie while the Windfarm 
Sup  porters Group was represented 
by Laughton Johnson. Three mem-
bers of the media also went up and 
despite the strong wind and strong, 
totally polarised views, it was a very 
genial and positive day out.

(Continued from front page)
make it a success because, as it said earlier 
this year, it could mean it only has to build 
a smaller, cheaper new power station for 
Shetland than previously thought to 
replace the dirty old diesel-burning station 
in town.

If the smart grid project goes ahead, 
helped by storage systems like the thermal 
tank, it could allow the likes of the long-
planned windfarms in North Yell and 
between Quarff and Cunningsburgh to 
proceed as well as other smaller-scale 
schemes and single turbines.

The concept of storing the power for 
later use, which has been a key weakness 
for renewables, could be extended from 
the Lerwick turbine and storage tank 

concept to include similar units in compact 
communities outwith the town, providing 
hot water heating, and also perhaps using 
the hydrogen storage system pioneered by 
PURE in Unst.

The council’s head of environment and 
building services Stephen Cooper said: 
“The only way we can bring more 
renewables into the grid is to find ways to 
store that energy. The thermal store is one 
project which will help store energy, which 
will allow the Gremista windfarm to 
happen.” 

Details of other possible energy storage 
schemes are currently under wraps, Mr 
Cooper said, until funding is sorted out.

The project is currently being pursued 
by SSE and SHEaP. However, it has not 

yet been decided whether the trust and/or 
the council will commit to a partnership 
venture. A report is to be considered in 
private session at Tuesday’s meeting of the 
council’s infrastructure committee but Mr 
Cooper said a decision was not likely until 
early in the new year.

Next week there are to be three public 
exhibitions about the investigations that 
have been taking place. They are in 
Bressay, Tingwall and Lerwick.

SSE announced in July that its power 
distribution arm in the north of Scotland, 
Scottish Hydro Electric Power Distribution 
(SHEPD) was seeking £51 million from 
the energy regulator Ofgem towards smart 
grid systems for Orkney and Shetland 
costing £81 million. Funds are available 

under the Low Carbon Networks Fund to 
help power providers get away from power 
generation which causes pollution and 
accelerates climate change. SSE said a 
decision was due next month.

SHEaP already has a planning 
application in for its big tank. Manager 
Neville Martin said it and the Gremista 
turbines would provide hot water to allow 
at least another 300 homes and businesses 
to be connected to the Lerwick district 
heating scheme, which has 1,000 homes 
and 100 non-domestic customers plus a 
long waiting list. 

His company’s proposed water tank 
would be about 10 times the size of its 
existing blue-painted water tank and 
would be similar to one of the biggest 

3,800 tonne capacity fuel tanks that sit 
next to the power station. It would store 
the equivalent of 135 MW/hours of energy 
which he said is enough to run the heating 
scheme for about five days without further 
heat.

Currently the scheme cannot expand to 
more homes and businesses because it is 
already exploiting all the available heat 
from the municipal incinerator.

Mr Martin said: “I think most 
people are quite excited by it, if it goes 
ahead. I think it has a lot of implications 
elsewhere long term, not only here. In 
Shetland it could open up the ability to do 
other things in some of the areas, either 
district heating or with new storage heater 
systems.”

Smart grid will allow other developments



The Shetland Times, Friday, 19th November, 2010    7

WINDFARM PUBLIC MEETING

Find out how 
windfarms are built 
– from people who 
have done the job

Tuesday, 27th November
at

Sound Hall 8.00pm

Mr James Milner Smith
Scottish and Southern Renewables Civil Engineering Manager

Mr Murdo McGhie
Scottish and Southern Windfarm Project Manager

ALL WELCOME
Organised by the Windfarm Supporters Group

www.windfarmsupporters.org

I support the windfarm 
because Shetland has 
always harvested it’s 
natural resources, fi sh 
from the sea or oil and 
gas from it’s continental 
shelf. We have a fi rst class 
resource in wind to create 
low carbon electricity 
and, in the future, high 
tidal areas to do the same.  
Burradale is a successful 
wind farm making good 
returns for investors and 
I see no reason why the 
Viking Energy proposals 
will not do the same.

Jim Dickson, Brae

Energy saving 
event put on
Carbon Reduction Shetland and the 
local Energy Saving Scotland advice 
centre are hosting a free public event 
tomorrow to help householders and 
businesses to find out how to gener-
ate their own heat and electricity. 

Visitors can view a range of 
renewable energy technologies from 
the MCS accredited installers exhi-
bit ing at the event and get free, 
impartial advice on the best options 
and financial incentives available 
from the advice centre’s qualified 
renewable energy advisers.

Representatives of the Home 
Insulation Scheme will also be on 
hand at the event at the Clickimin 
Leisure Complex to answer quest-
ions during the day about to the 
insulation scheme currently operat-
ing throughout the isles. 

Carbon Reduction Shetland will 
be offering advice on reducing our 
carbon footprint, as well as giving 
out free energy saving light bulbs 
and energy monitors, to help us make 
our homes more energy efficient.

Harriet Bolt, Shetland Amenity 
Trust’s carbon reduction officer, 
said: “There’s a lot of interest in 
generating energy at home, but it 
can be confusing. We’ve organised 
this event to help people find all the 
information they need.” 

Steven Coutts, of the Energy 
Saving Scotland advice centre, said: 
“This is a great opportunity for 
individuals to learn more about the 
various technologies on offer. It also 
allows individuals to take advantage 
of the free and impartial support 
available from the advice centre 
including our free home renewables 
visit service.”

The event is on from 10am-5pm.

Bird species are less affected by 
wind turbines than first feared

By NEIL RIDDELL
Bird populations will undoubtedly 
be disturbed by the Viking Energy 
windfarm but have proved to be 
“incredibly tolerant” of wind tur-
bines in general, according to the 
ecologist who helped write the com-
pany’s lengthy ornithology report.

Digger Jackson, who works for 
Natural Research Ltd and spent over 
a decade working for the RSPB, was 
in Shetland for a public meeting at 
Sound Hall on Wednesday along 
with ecologist Dr Pete Cosgrove and 
Dr Dick Birnie from the Macaulay 
Land Use Research Institute in 
Aberdeen. They also did work for 
Viking on its habit management 
plan and erosion of blanket bog 
respectively.

The RSPB is not due to publish 
its response to Viking’s addendum 
until today but Mr Jackson – who 
helped write the chunky ornithol-
ogical section of the application – 
insisted he was confident the project 
would not have an unacceptable 
impact on the bird populations of 
species such as red-throated divers 
and whimbrel.

Shetland Bird Club objected to 
the development in strong terms this 
week, expressing concern on a num-
ber of points including the “untested” 
proposal to improve or create lochs 
for red-throated divers. That pits 
them against Mr Jackson, who 
believes it is a “no-brainer” that 
restoring lochans will work even if 
it “won’t happen overnight”. He is 
of the view that in areas of eroded 
peat, the status quo will see many of 
the lochans disappear in the coming 
decades anyway.

Scottish Natural Heritage, mean-
while, has been granted an extension 
to today’s submission deadline in 
order to discuss further some of the 
technical details of Viking’s applica-
tion, particularly ornithology. This 
has been scheduled for next week 
and SNH, a statutory consultee, will 
not be publishing its submission 
until after the meeting has taken 
place.

Bird club chairman Martin Heu-
beck said he could not understand 
how Viking had “played around” 
with its carbon payback figures to 
bring it down from a worst-case 
scenario of 14.8 years to less than 
one year. 

In its November newsletter the 
club says Viking’s assumption that 
most of the site is covered in bare 
peat is wrong and results in a “gross 
overestimate” of the carbon loss 
should the windfarm not go ahead. 
It states that the modelling figures 
for carbon loss should be “examined 
and recalculated by an independent 
authority with the expertise to do 
this”.

Mr Heubeck said the club belie-
ved that if a windfarm had to happen 
at all, developers would be “better 
off putting it in a much less species-
rich area on the mainland”.

The main fear is of “significant 
and unacceptable” loss and displace-
ment of locally and nationally 
im por tant species of breeding 
birds, in cluding red-throated divers, 
merlin, whimbrel, arctic and great 
skua.

The bird club suggests the meth-
ods used to calculate the number of 
key species to be lost through 
collision and displacement “does 

The protected red-throated diver is one of the species at risk from the windfarm.  Photo: Jim Nicolson
not conform with the most recent 
SNH guidance” and as such under-
estimates the numbers. 

Speaking ahead of Wednesday 
night’s meeting, organised by the 
Windfarm Supporters Group, Mr 
Jackson reflected on research in the 
years since large-scale windfarms 
began being built: “It would be 
wrong to say that there are no effects, 
but the vast majority of birds are 
incredibly tolerant of these things – 
much more resilient than people 
realised.”

Dr Cosgrove said that, aside from 
the impact on birds, the only signifi-
cant area of ecological concern is 
the displacement of peat. Viking’s 
adden dum has come under criticism 
for the model it used to assert that 
67.7 per cent of the windfarm site is 
deteriorating, eroding peat which is 
already losing its carbon. Dr Birnie 
did not endorse that figure this week 
(see story on p.6). 

But Dr Cosgrove was at pains to 
tackle the perception that “the site is 
somehow pristine” because “that is 
simply not the case”.

He is pleased that some sites, for 
instance Collafirth where eight tur-
bines were removed in the addendum 
to Viking’s original application, 
are being spared because the hill is in 
very good condition and does not 
deny that some areas of healthy, car-
bon-storing bog will be disturbed. 

“There’s a perception that we 
should be conserving things as 
they are,” he said. “But while some 
places are good, there are lots of 
places that are bad and in no way 
could many areas be conserved in 
their current condition.”

While it “won’t be easy”, Dr 
Cosgrove said there were “tools and 
techniques” which can be used to 
improve the condition of some of 
the blanket bog, which forms part 
of what Viking describes as its 
“extensive” habitat management 
plan.

Mr Jackson added: “Not only is 

this a disaster for nature conser-
vation, this is a complete disaster for 
carbon sequestration and global 

warming. If you want to see these 
places, you’ve got to get out of your 
car, off the road, up in the hills and 

be prepared to walk quite large 
distances, which sadly most people 
in Shetland don’t see.”

I support the windfarm 
because it will remove 
Shetland’s dependence 
on oil and replace it with 
green energy which can 
then be exported to earn 
Shetland vital fi nance, 
both to tackle climate 
change locally and to 
sustain employment 
and our present high 
quality of life. The 
interconnector cable 
will lead to further 
renewables development.

Laughton Johnston, 
Sandness
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readers’ views
HOW the proposed turbines would compare to other large structures, from left: Canary Wharf, Strata, 
the London Eye, Mousa Broch, one of the five Burradale Wind Turbines, Shetland Museum Boat Hall, 
the Bressay Transmitter, one of the proposed 127 Viking Energy turbines, Lerwick Town Hall, Nelson’s 
Column, Big Ben, the Gherkin and the British Telecom Tower.  Illustration: Kenneth Shearer

For the benefit 
of our isles
It has been a number of weeks now since 
Viking Energy’s revised plans for the 
windfarm were unveiled. Our team lis-
tened to what people said and made 
changes to address concerns. We believe 
we now have a project that will bring 
huge benefits to Shetland.  

Windfarms are being built all over 
Scotland but Shetland is in a unique 
position because the community has a 
major stake in the project. 

As individuals who have spent our 
lives living and working in Shetland, and 
now as councillors who are acutely aware 
of the very real challenges that face Shet-
land, we strongly believe that the Viking 
Energy windfarm is an opportunity that 
must be pursued.

Shetland has few natural advantages 
and our enviable facilities and services 
cannot continue as they are without a 
pro-active growing economy. Opportun-
ities to diversify our economy do not 
come along often and although the pro-
ject has been scaled down, it remains 
large enough to justify the interconnector, 
which creates opportunities to develop 
wind, wave, tidal and other renewable 
technologies.  

Shetlanders have always been a self-
reliant and resilient people. We have one 
of the best wind resources in the world 
and we have the opportunity to harness 
this for the benefit of our islands and 
beyond.

Our oil fund has been the envy of 
Scotland for decades, providing an un-
paral  leled level of community services. 
Let’s now do the same for future 
generations with a Shetland wind fund.
 Bill Manson
 Alastair Cooper
 Caroline Miller
 Directors,
 Viking Energy
North Ness, Lerwick.

What will 
replace it?
As a young Shetlander currently living 
south the opportunity presented by the 
windfarm appears to me as an extremely 
important crossroads.

I have up to this point neglected to 
participate in the debate, naively believ-
ing that the economic and moral pros 
would obviously outweigh the unfortun-
ate cons of renewable energy in our 
isles.

Opponents of the windfarm have pre-
sented the argument that the clean energy 
generated will be but a drop in the ocean 
when compared to the pollution emitted 
by the continued economic growth of 
India, China and others. Clearly folk in 
other parts of the world have as much 
right to our standards of living as we do.

But it is true that the environment can 
hardly handle levels of industrialisation 
as it is. So perhaps as the privileged min-
ority on the planet we have a respon-
sibility to pioneer cleaner forms of 
energy? That utilising some of our hills 
is a necessary sacrifice if we want to 
continue to live as we do. I would be 
proud of a Shetland that supported large 
scale green energy. 

I am aware that Shetland enjoys an 
extremely high quality of public services. 
Working within our care homes and ex-
periencing their counterparts in parts of 
the mainland has furnished me with plenty 
of anecdotal evidence to this effect.

When I was growing up in Shetland I 
used infrastructure and entertainments 
that were clearly financed by oil money. 
As this source of revenue dries up what 
is going to replace it?

I hope to return to Shetland one day to 
start a family of my own. The money and 
message this clean industry will bring 
could well inform my decision.
 Danny Mullay
33 Lyon Street, Dundee.

Confused 
what I said
I’m happy for anyone to use my words 
– indeed I’m only amazed and flattered 
they think it worthwhile.

My thanks go to the various people 
who have quoted or named me in letters 
recently to try and prove various anti-
windfarm points they were making.

Unfortunately Peter Malcolmson con-
fused what I said about the council to 
support something I was actually speak-
ing against. And contrary to what Rosa 
Steppanova writes and quotes I do not 
believe that the windfarm will destroy 
our tourist industry. In fact I believe just 
the opposite could be achieved.

Finally Vic Thomas says my anti-
nuclear credentials have gone because he 
has a theory that windfarms result in 
more nuclear power stations. But he fails 
to produce any evidence or explain how 
he reaches this strange conclusion.

As someone who has become totally 
put off by letters you measure by the 
yard, I try to restrict my reading to contri-
butions that are only three or four inches 
long so I’m hoping this effort matches 
that criteria.
 Chris Bunyan
Gruting.

Plain bonkers
In a speech given to a business conference 
at the Scottish Parliament last week the 
head of one of the UK’s largest power 
generators described the SNP’s energy 
policy, with its reliance on renewables to 
provide our energy needs over the next 
10 years, as both “wishful thinking” and 
“bonkers”.

What follows relates only to the part 
of Viking Energy Ltd which is wholly 
owned by the Shetland Charitable Trust 

and has a 45 per cent stake in the Viking 
Energy windfarm.

The financial projections by Viking 
Energy for the profits from the proposed 
windfarm also appear to be based on 
“wishful thinking”.

The only published figures of financial 
projections for this project appear to be 
those in a report by Strathclyde Univer-
sity, dated from 2008. It can be found on 
Viking Energy’s website. They project 
that Viking Energy Ltd would need a 
capital borrowing requirement of £209.7 
million and assume an interest rate of 4.5 
per cent with a payback period of 20 
years. After all costs and income have 
been considered they project a profit per 
annum to the Shetland Charitable Trust 
of £15.3 million. Looks good so far, but 
closer inspection reveals that although 
they have included interest repayments 
in the costs they appear to have over-
looked repayment of capital. If we factor 
this in then the profit to the Charitable 
Trust is reduced to £7 million per annum. 
But wait; the latest capital borrowing 
requirement is now stated as £246 
million so if we assume all other figures 
stay the same and do the maths the profit 
is now reduced to £3 million. Interest 
rates which are at a historical low are 
projected to rise as a result of the appal-
ling financial mismanagement by banks 
and governments over the past few years. 
If we are very generous and assume only 
a 0.5 per cent increase to 5 per cent then 
what was a profit becomes a loss of just 
over £1 million. If it goes to 6 per cent 
then that loss becomes £8.5 million per 
annum. 

But what about income? No luck here 
I’m afraid. This business (for that is what 
it is) is a “one trick pony” with no ability 
to downsize, diversify or adapt to dif-
fering financial circumstances. Its only 
source of income is from the sale of 
Renewable Obligation Certificates and 
Climate Change Levy Exemption Certi-
ficates. The value of these are at the 
mercy of whichever government is in 
power. The Conservative Party published 
a green paper two months before forming 
a government which stated that it would 
commit to reducing energy subsidies. It 
has already started to do so. Last year the 
Danish government announced that it 
would phase out subsidies to onshore 
windfarms so that it can concentrate on 
other forms of renewables such as biogas 
and solar. The tide appears to be turning 
against onshore windfarms. 

Viking Energy on its website states 
that the windfarm will “generate an esti-
m ated £23 million per year for the Shet-
land Charitable Trust”. Where did this 
figure come from? Strathclyde Univer-
sity’s detailed but flawed report only 
projected £15.3 million. Was it from the 
back of the same cigarette packet that 
was used for the health impact assessment 
report and the latest carbon payback 
claims? We need accurate and up to date 
information as to how this project can 
realise a profit for Viking Energy Ltd 
with full transparency as to how this can 
be achieved.

Allan Wishart, wearing his hat as the 
Viking Energy project co-ordinator, 
stated during the Radio Shetland debate 
at the Shetland Museum last week that 
the worst case scenario was a loss to the 
Charitable Trust (i.e. us) of between £35 
to £65 million. Does this seem like a 
good deal to you? I think not. In fact it is 
just plain “bonkers”.
 Ian Thomson
3 Gladstone Terrace, Lerwick.

Shame, regret 
and sadness
It has become clear as glass during the 
debate over recent weeks that the prop-
osed Viking windfarm is about one thing, 
and one thing only: money.

Projected windfarm income, we’re 
told, is going to preserve “the lifestyle 
we’ve all become accustomed to” (Shet-
land Life, November editorial). While 
the rest of the country faces job losses 
and drastic cuts in services and benefits, 
we’ll be alright up here, thanks to Viking 
Energy.

Who is “we” in this context? Who 
actually enjoys this enviable lifestyle? 
Having worked in the voluntary sector 
for many years (suicide prevention/
drugs/alcohol/mental health) I have 
come across countless individuals who 
are on the bread-line in this oil-rich 
community, because benefits are the 
same across the country, while prices are 
not. Individuals on low incomes or ben-
efits – and there are many of them in 
Shetland – have no share of this 
bonanza.

In oil-rich Shetland we still have many 
who struggle to make ends meet and 
rarely, if ever, can afford to access faci-
lities and entertainments the rest of us 

take for granted, and all the cash flowing 
from Sullom Voe into the SIC coffers 
hasn’t made the slightest difference to 
them. 

If anything, our oil wealth has dramat-
ically widened the gap between rich and 
poor, and the promised new wealth will 
not make one iota of difference to their 
lives. They will be just as drastically 
affected by cuts in benefits as those in the 
rest of the country. 

Shetland, despite all the roads, leisure 
centres and care homes, is a deeply unfair 
and unjust society, and the VE windfarm, 
if built, will only serve to compound this 
at best.

At worst those living within or near 
the windfarm will see their quality of life 
as well as the values of their properties 
plummet. 

VE insists that nobody will be affected 
by noise or shadow flicker from its tur-
bines, which I believe to be misguided. 

In 1999 a German court ruled that a 
wind turbine with an overall height of 
100 metres caused shadow flicker up to 
a distance of 1,625 metres. Applied to the 
height of VE’s 3.6MW turbines, this 
figure is 2,356 metres.

This will affect several households 
within or near the windfarm sites; I feel 
especially for the lady who lives at 
“Halfway House” with no less than three 
turbines within just over 1,000 metres 
from her doorstep.

Last year, on Radio Shetland, Bill 
Man son, chairman of Viking Energy, 
stated categorically that no compensation 
would be paid to individuals due to noise, 
shadow flicker and falling property 
values caused by the windfarm.

All these millions, and not a penny for 
those worst affected? If our society 
should ever be judged by how it treats its 
most vulnerable members, I’m afraid the 
verdict is bound to be a source of shame, 
regret and sadness.

 Rosa Steppanova
The Lea, Tresta.

Constant 
propaganda
I am a keen supporter of any form of 
sustainable energy project and yet I 
would abhor the idea of destroying the 
great beauty of some parts of Shetland 
forever by erecting wind turbines on a 
large scale.
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Send your letters to

or

Swanlike 
and white

The windfarm is coming the future is 
bright,

The green generation to light up the 
night,

No pollution from chimneys or flare 
stacks so bright,

Just the sight of the windmills, 
swanlike and white.

Our coffers will be full with the aid of 
the Viking,

This is something that we all should 
be liking,

Tourists will come to see a windfarm 
so striking,

What ever the rhetoric from 
sustainable’s psyching.

Let’s harness the power of the tide 
and the wave,

Build turbines in bridges make nature 
our slave,

Thoughtless objectors should learn to 
behave,

We should do all we can we’ve a 
planet to save.

We’ll still have the otter, the dunter 
and lark,

We’ll all have green power to see in 
the dark,

Shetland will be our green national 
park,

If we say no to green power the future 
is stark.
 Gordon Harmer

Bayswater, Brae.

We are proud that Shetland is one of 
the last places in Britain having miles of 
scenery with uninterrupted views and 
unspoilt countryside.

We greatly benefit from having thou-
sands of visitors who come to enjoy a 
Shetland hardly changed for centuries.

The windfarm would destroy all those 
things tourists come to visit: scenery, 
wild life, the peace and quiet of the 
countryside.

Having lived and travelled in many 
parts of Europe I appreciate the unique 
beauty of Shetland. I recently visited the 
eastern part of Austria – miles of flat 
countryside growing wheat and other 
agricultural products. At regular intervals 
were wind turbines dotted about – 
thousands of them. The dull monotony 
of the landscape benefited from the 
moving windmills. Never would Austria 
contemplate windfarms in the Alps or 
any other areas of natural beauty.

We are constantly told about the great 
financial benefits of large scale wind 
turbines for Shetland and the dire con-
sequences if we fail to use this oppor-
tunity offered to us. We are bombarded 
by questionnaires and propaganda which 
only serves to put pressure on us, the 
public, in the hope that we capitulate.

Please don’t sell our beautiful country-
side for 30 silver pieces. 
 Feri Bartai
Ireland, Bigton.

Don’t let 
it happen
I would like to know why Shetland 
Charit able Trust is so desperate to destroy 
the beautiful scenery of the Shetland 
Islands by these monstrous turbines. We 
don’t require all this power.

Is it the 22 councillors who don’t care 
about the island? Or is it the money they 
hope to gain for themselves? Councillors 
who are working for Viking Energy 
should not be allowed to vote on this 
issue nor receive any money from Viking. 
They are voted on to the council to do a 
job for the interest of the isles, not to 
satisfy their own ends.

These isles are beautiful and should 
be kept that way. People (tourists) come 
to see this lovely place, the sea and all its 
wildlife.

Shetland, don’t let this happen. Shet-
land is praised for its untouched beauty 
and landscapes and recognised as a 
Geopark.

If Viking is so desperate to tame the 
wind why doesn’t it put the windfarm in 
the middle of the Atlantic and leave the 
beautiful isles in peace? Just think, all 
those turbines all over the place. Viking 
will give you lots  of money but later on 
without doubt will put the price of energy 
up. 

There are coal, oil and nuclear power 
stations from Land’s End to John o’ 
Groats and have that much energy they 
sell it abroad over the grid and don’t give 
a damn about your isles.

Waken up Shetlanders. Be aware of 
the disaster about to unfold in front of 
your eyes. I really hope this doesn’t 
happen.
 John T Edgar
Russell Crescent, Lerwick.                          

Criminal 
behaviour
So, some people are prepared to destroy 
Shetland with windmills in the fight to 
make some money and/or to save the rest 
of the planet?

I’ve never been and never will be in 
favour of a windfarm. Up until a couple 
of  years ago I was in favour of windmills 
to power individual communities. Not 
anymore. A windmill to power the local 
hall was erected not far from our house. 
At the time I questioned whether or not 
it would be noisy, and was assured that 
at the height and distance it would be 
sited from our house, we would hear no 
noise. The person went on to explain that 
the “older type” of windmills were a bit 
noisy but that this was no longer the case 
with the more up to date type.

The level of noise depends on the 
strength and direction of the wind and it 
is only silent if it is flat calm. When the 
wind is force six and beyond it sounds 
like a helicopter attempting to land in the 
park above the house, about 100 yards 
away. This noise can continue for many, 
many hours at a time. Not good sleeping 

material. It’s not possible to be sure of a 
good night’s sleep anymore and certainly 
not without ear plugs. Not what you 
would expect in Shetland. In less windy 
conditions the noise can resemble an old 
bus climbing a never ending, steep hill, 
in first gear, or a motorway about a half 
mile away, full of cars, never stopping, 
always on the move. We should be able 
to enjoy the peace and tranquillity of this 
beautiful island and not be rammed head 
first into this impossible life of windmills. 
Shetland is too small, the windmills too 
close, we cannot escape.               

At a meeting I attended in a local hall 
regarding the windfarm the fans in the 
roof were making it difficult for some 
people to hear exactly what was being 
discussed. The fans were switched off. 
How lucky that they could be switched 
off!

If neighbours are noisy it is possible 
to have something done about that. If 
somebody paints graffiti on a wall, it can 
be washed off. If the powers that be agree 
to this dreadful plan and the windfarm 
goes ahead it equals criminal behaviour, 
in my eyes.

Gone are the days when I could enjoy 
listening to the birds as I hang out my 
washing. Now all I hear is the awful 
noise from a windmill. Beautiful or ele-
gant are not the two words that spring to 
my mind.
 Annabel Smith
1 Lingaro, Bixter.

Underhand 
and unethical
Viking Energy, presumably with Scottish 
and Southern Energy approval and 
charitable trustees’ knowledge, is now 
using computer software to automatically 
create letters of support for its own 
scheme.

This is far beyond the fair and reason-
able standard letter or form used by 
normal supporters or opponents of a 
planning application. The Viking sup-
port ers’ letter is written by a computer 
program, but made to look like the 
unique opinion of the person sending the 
letter. 

A form on the Viking website asks 
sup porters to enter their name and 
address, and select one of more options 
for support. The supporter then clicks the 
“Create Letter” button.

The resulting letter is built from the 
random selection of a hidden range of 
phrases, words, greetings and endings. 
Viking will likely remove the letter 
software from its site, as it did last year, 
after the planning deadline. Examples 
can still be seen at www.sustainable 
shetland.org/viking/windfarm-support-
letter.htm

In an effort to further disguise the 
computer generated nature of the 
“personal” letter, the program also varies 
typeface and size between each letter 
generated. The program is designed to 
ensure no two letters created ever read or 
look alike.

It may not be illegal, but it is certainly 
underhand, not to mention unethical, to 
produce a letter designed to deceive the 
reader (in this case the Energy Consents 
Unit or SIC) into believing the letter has 
been entirely written by an individual. 
 Kevin Learmonth
 Vice-chairman,
 Sustainable Shetland
Uradale, East Voe, Scalloway.

Ghastly project
Having listened to the big windfarm 
debate on Radio Shetland I feel sorry for 
Allan Wishart, Bobby Hunter and Chris 
Bunyan, who feel that they had such a 
poor life in the 1950s and 60s.

I am 71 next week and do not feel that 
I was in any way deprived at that time. 
We were content with our life in Shetland. 
At that time money seemed less impor-
tant. At times some of us went away to 
work but were always keen to get back.

Even today many of the young folk of 
Shetland do go away to broaden their 
horizons but most eventually return. 
Some will put down roots somewhere 
else but usually retain ties with their 
homeland. That is just the way of life.

Really, life back then was quite good, 
there maybe was less money around but 
money isn’t everything. Some local in-
dustries were not doing at all badly. In 
any case with the so called prosperity of 
the oil came increased crime including 

drug problems. So, while there were 
many benefits, it wasn’t all good.

Shetland is lucky indeed to have the 
charitable trust which, if used wisely, 
could ensure a reasonable degree of 
prosperity for these isles for years to 
come. How most local authorities must 
envy us.

Yet some people still want more and 
are prepared to risk our nest egg to 
achieve this. In spite of what Viking 
Energy tells us there are substantial risks 
associated with its ghastly project. Our 
councillors should consider very care-
fully before continuing their support for 
it.
 Robert Anderson
Westgate, Tresta.

Technology 
is available
In the Viking energy planning application 
addendum, the bean-counting element of 
Viking Energy has deemed that a dev-
elopment size of 457 megawatts (MW) 
is large enough to be economically 
viable. This would suggest Viking 
Energy has reached a compromise on the 
balance between “how big for profit” and 
“how big is acceptable” in its eyes. The 
next part of a windfarm turbine selection 
process should surely go out to the mar-
ket and find the turbine that can deliver 
this power most effectively. Viking 
Energy seems determined to deliver the 
project using Siemens SWT 3.6MW tur-
bines, of which they will require 127. 

However, German turbine manufact-
urer Enercon currently offers its Enercon 
E-126 turbine at 7.5MW per turbine, 
more than double the power output of the 
Siemens unit. Enercon has earlier this 
year installed an in-land windfarm of 11 
E-126 units at Estinnes in Belgium, with 
more units earmarked for a large onshore 
development in Markbygden in Swe-
den. Part of the E-126’s selling point is 
the storm control function which allows 
the turbine to keep producing energy up 
to wind speeds of 34m/s (force 11+) 
when the Siemens unit has shut down at 
25m/s (force 9/10). The Enercon turbine 

is 35 per cent physically larger than the 
Siemens unit, but its use would allow the 
Viking Energy project to be reduced to 
61 turbines. I’m sure that all involved, 
supporters and objectors, would agree 
that there is a world of difference in the 
impact of a 61 turbine development over 
a 127 turbine development. The advant-
ages of the Enercon based develop-
ment are as follows:
● Fewer turbines lead to less new 

roads and ground works resulting in less 
disruption to the habitat/ecology of 
Central Mainland;
● Fewer turbines would also give the 

potential for the project to be erected 
more quickly, leading to faster carbon 
and financial payback times;
● Fewer turbines make it easier for the 

developer to maintain maximal distance 
between settlements and the project 
boundaries and reduce the overall visual 
impact of the project;
● Fewer turbines mean the extensive 

work carried out into bird flight paths 
and habitats can be treated with more 
sensitivity in overall windfarm layout;
● Fewer turbines will potentially 

reduce the amount of shipping and road 
transportation required to build the 
windfarm.

There may be many more advantages 
and no doubt some drawbacks of using 
larger units, but I am at a loss as to why 
Viking Energy has restricted itself to the 
smaller turbine with the current applica-
tion. For those who worry that Viking 
would just erect 127 of the 7.5MW 
turbines, the self-stated fundamental 
wind farm size of 457MW must be 
considered the maximum trade off on 
what the Central Mainland can hold and 
the size which Viking deems viable. As 
Gandhi once said: “All compromise is 
based on give and take, but there can be 
no give and take on fundamentals.”

In engineering, particularly where 
environmental considerations are being 
made, much is made of the term “Best 
Available Technology”. In my eyes, the 
Viking Energy proposal falls down as it 
fails to make use of the “Best Available 
Technology” currently out there.
 Adam Priest CEng
Karratha, South Nesting.

Lessons 
of history
Listening to the recent BBC Radio Shet-
land windfarm debate I was surprised to 
hear myself criticised by Mr Wishart, 
Viking Energy’s project co-ordinator, for 
having the temerity to write a letter to the 
Herald newspaper. I’m not sure what 
upset him most, the fact I’d written to a 
national newspaper or the fact that the 
vast majority of the Shetland public 
oppose Viking Energy’s ruinous project. 
However, I was glad to learn that Mr 
Wishart has taken to tramping the hills 
with his binoculars – no doubt he will be 
keeping an eye out for da Rain Gus as he 
blazes a trail across what he sees as bleak 
scattald for his legions of bulldozers and 
trucks.

But then I shouldn’t be surprised – 
there is an old adage “the one lesson of 
history is that we never learn the lessons 
of history”. About 150 years ago Shetland 
folk were writing in the national press 
about the condition of Shetland and in 
particular on the activities of a Mr John 
Walker. Aberdeen-born John Walker was 
the self-styled benefactor of Shetland 
that sold a hitherto generally benign 
Scots laird a cunning plan. The upshot of 
this plan was that Major Cameron of 
Garth gave Walker a free hand to act as 
factor to his estates in Delting and the 
North Isles. Then with Cameron’s licence 
in his pocket Walker set to work with 
mes sianic zeal clearing Cameron’s 
estates of crofter tenants and replacing 
them with sheep. 

Walker was a great persuader and a 
serial con-man with the gift of making 
the implausible seem plausible. His forte 
was persuading others to invest huge 
sums of money they couldn’t afford in 
high risk schemes then moving on, 
leaving a trail of bankrupts in his wake. 
Another of his great Shetland schemes 
was the Sandlodge copper mine that he 
leased for about eight years. He sold this 
lease to investors whom he must have 
convinced were on to an economic win-
ner since they set up a new company with 
a share capital of £60,000 in £1 shares (a 
staggering £6 million in today’s terms). 
One year later this new company went 
bust.

Walker of course involved himself in 
domestic politics and was convinced that 
he knew best what was good for Shetland 
and Shetlanders – his obit in the Shetland 
Times of 1917 says it all: “What others 
had failed to do by persistent effort ex-
tend ing over a long period, he accomp-
lished in a very short time by sheer force 
of character. Crofters were evicted by the 
score, and many acres which had furn-
ished the means of livelihood to numer-
ous families, were conveyed into sheep 
runs, and the people turned out ‘to sink 
or swim’. His views upon the land 
question were extreme, even for his day, 
and in his desire to promote what he 
considered ‘the right’ he allowed nothing 
to stand in his way ... but before he left 
the islands, many a smiling township 
was represented by the falling remnants 
of houses and office-houses, with the 
inhabitants scattered to the four winds.”

One hundred and fifty years after 
Walker’s failed schemes of sheep ranch-
ing and mining someone else has come 
along with a cunning plan. This time the 
generally benign “landlord” is Shetland 
Islands Council as owner of the Busta 
Estate and the cunning plan we’ve come 
to know as the Viking Energy Project. 
This time the factor’s role is being played 
by Shetland Charitable Trust with all its 
expensive project officers, project co-
ordinators, PR companies, consultants 
etc. And like Cameron, the landlord of 
old, our SIC elected representatives are 
failing to engage with the Shetland public 
on the windfarm project and failing to 
acknowledge the overwhelming public 
rejection of the project. Our elected 
representatives are seemingly happy to 
leave everything to the “factor”. The 
silence of our “landlord” is deafening.

Why then should this infelicitous 
situation exist? Why should our “land-
lord”, the SIC, be happy to accept on our 
behalf public lies and broken promises 
from the “factor”, e.g. the lie “a health 
impact assessment is being carried out” 
and the broken promise “If the Shetland 
public don’t want it, it won’t happen”. Is 
the reason actually a parallel of Walker’s 
when it was said of him: “in his desire to 
promote what he considered ‘the right’ 
he allowed nothing to stand in his 
way”?   

Perhaps the answers lie with the 
architects of the cunning plan, with back-
door political pressure and with secret 
arrangements the SIC has been persuaded 
to sign up to. Like Cameron of Garth 
they may be well and truly signed up to 
something they can’t get out of.

John Walker left a £6 million project 
bankrupt in his wake, an almost common-
place figure in Shetland today when you 
look at the likes of the Bressay Bridge 
fiasco and Smyril. This figure pales into 
insignificance when set against the 
amounts of money Shetland could lose 
by buying into this high risk project – a 
project with a price tag to Shetland of 
£60 million upfront plus borrowings of 
£246 million. If they haven’t learned the 
lessons of history then this “landlord” 
council could go down in history as the 
one that bought into the cunning plan that 
bankrupted Shetland. 
 Allen Fraser
Meal, Hamnavoe, Burra.

Promises 
are nonsense
I have only yesterday become aware of 
the SIC Economic Development Policy 
2007-2011, which was approved by the 
full council on 14th May 2008. 

In Policy no.17, “Continue the dev-
elop ment of the Viking Energy com-
munity [sic] wind farm project”, it is 
pledged that there will be an inter-
connector by 2012, that full planning 
permission for the Viking windfarm will 
be achieved in 2010 and that the project 
will be under construction by 2011. 

Elsewhere in the document it is stated 
that Shetland’s energy needs will be fully 
provided for by Viking Energy by 2016, 
and that energy will be exported to the 
UK mainland via the interconnector.

The pledges will be delivered by the 
following means: 

“Work with project partners to 
lobby government agencies to achieve 
interconnector.”

“Provide full information necessary 
for planning permission to be achieved.”

“Identify correct financial and 
operational structure for bringing the 
project forward.”

(Continued on next page)
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Sustainable Shetland

Opposition to windfarm remains strong
By NEIL RIDDELL

A range of submissions has been made to the Scottish government about 
Viking Energy’s controversial slimmed-down plans for a 127-turbine 
windfarm in the isles.

The deadline for writing to the energy consents unit in response to 
Viking’s addendum to its original application was Friday. A government 
spokeswoman said this week that the representations were still being 
logged. Last year, 2,026 objections were received compared to only 518 
submissions in support of the project, before Viking removed 23 turbines 
from its plans and used a contentious new model to esti mate a carbon 
payback time for the project of less than one year.

Statutory consultees Sepa and Historic Scotland have withdrawn their 

objections. A spokeswoman for Historic Scotland said: “We have notified 
the applicant that we no longer intend to object to the proposal given the 
removal of some of the planned turbines. We have added that we feel that 
the negative impact on the setting of scheduled monu ments would be 
lessened by the removal of four more turbines.”

Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH), mean while, has been granted an 
extension to the deadline. Officials met Viking staff on Tuesday. 

Sustainable Shetland and Shetland Amen  ity Trust continue to oppose 
the development due mainly to a belief that the project is much too large 
for the landscape, along with deep scepticism about the carbon payback 
estimate. The RSPB has joined Shetland Bird Club in continuing to object 
because of the displacement the windfarm would cause to important bird 
species.

The Scottish Council for Development and Industry (SCDI) is urging 
the govern ment to approve the project because of the financial benefits it 
would bring to businesses and the wider community.

Councillors will meet on Tuesday 14th December to discuss the SIC’s 
submission to the energy consents unit, which is due on 18th December. 
Once its submission is made, energy minister Jim Mather will have to 
decide whether to approve or reject the proposal, or to call a local public 
inquiry. The government’s spokeswoman said it was hard to know at this 
stage how long it would take, though the department hopes it will be well 
under nine months.

If Mr Mather gives Viking the green light, it will be down to Shetland 
Charitable Trust to decide whether to take the final plunge on the £685 
million project – possibly in mid-to-late 2011.

The reduction in the carbon payback 
period of Viking Energy’s proposed 
windfarm to less than a year is 
“astonishing” and based on flawed 
assumptions, according to opponents 
Sustainable Shetland.

The group makes the accusation 
in its submission to the Scottish 
government’s energy consents unit 
(ECU), which it submitted before 
the deadline on Friday and made 
public on Sunday night.

Sustainable Shetland’s submis-
sion builds on its original objection 
to the windfarm, in which it called 
for a public inquiry, claiming that 
even with a cut in the number of 
turbines from 150 to 127 the wind-
farm would still be unacceptable for 
a small island like Shetland.

The 15 per cent reduction in the 
number of turbines has, the group 
notes, been accompanied by a 96.2 
per cent fall in the carbon payback 
period.

“The methodology by which this 
astonishing reduction has been 
achieved we believe to be funda-
mentally flawed, if not misleading, 
and indeed one of the assumptions 
used in the calculations has been 
publicly described as an error by an 
independent reviewer.”

This was Dr Dick Birnie of Aber-
deen’s Macaulay Land Use Research 

Institute who said at a meeting last 
week that Viking Energy had 
wrongly assumed that two thirds of 
the windfarm blanket bog area was 
eroding as if it were bare peat.

Sustainable Shetland contends 
that construction activity will in-
crease the risk of peat slides, adding 
to the possibility of carbon release 
and further undermining the payback 
predictions.

“We find the carbon payback cal-
culations presented in the addendum 
to contain errors, contradictory mea-
sure ments and a misrepresentation 
of the worst case scenario. We can 
have no confidence in the figures 
produced as results, and we believe 
that the carbon payback period for 
best, intermediate and worst case 
scenario could be significantly 
higher. In the latter case the figure 
could rise dramatically if different 
parameters had been assumed and 
more appropriate data inputed …”

The group believes the con-
struction of the windfarm and 
its exis tence would be a “major 
deterrent to tourism”.

Sustainable Shetland repeats its 
criticism of the “fundamental and 
irreconcilable conflict of interest 
between the same individuals actnig 
as both elected councillors and trus-
tees of Shetland Charitable Trust”.

The size and scale of the Viking Energy windfarm development is unsuitable 
for one of the wildest parts of the United Kingdom, according to the John 
Muir Trust.

Renewing its original objection to the project ahead Friday’s deadline 
for submissions to the Scottish government’s energy consents unit (ECU), 
the charity cited the recent Lonely Planet description of Shetland as the 
“last untamed corner of the UK” in support of its stance.

John Hutchison, chairman of the John Muir Trust, said: “We have looked 
closely at the changes to the original application. If this had been submitted 
as a new application, rather than as a revision of a previous design, the size 
and scale of the development would still be considered inappropriate for 
such a remote and wild landscape.

“Just this month Shetland was described by travel guide Lonely Planet 
as ‘the last untamed corner of the UK’. Despite the development being 
reduced in scale, the fact remains that the turbines would dwarf any building 
in the heart of Glasgow, let alone the landscape of Shetland. Ninety-two 
per cent of visitors state that they come to Scotland because of our scenery. 
With so many tourists valuing the natural environment, it is important that 
such developments do not negatively impact on the wild nature of our rural 
landscapes, but instead focus on supplying local energy needs.”

He said the trust supports sustainable economic development in wild 
land areas, but has concerns over carbon payback figures.

John Muir Trust

SCDI
Approval of the Viking Energy windfarm is vital if Shetland is to capitalise 
on the economic and job opportunities becoming available as national 
energy policy moves towards supporting areas with the best renewable 
resources.

That is the message from the economic development body the Scottish 
Council for Development and Industry (SCDI), which has written to the 
Scottish government recommending that it give consent to the 
application.

David Richardson, SCDI Highlands and Islands manager, said the 
windfarm would produce up to 457MW and, as Shetland’s peak electricity 
demand is just over 50MW, a large surplus would be exported to the rest of 
the country. Shetland suppliers, meanwhile, could benefit by more than £2 
million of new business each year. Mr Richardson said the windfarm was 
expected to generate £23 million per year and £930 million across its 
lifetime for the Shetland Charitable Trust.

Mr Richardson said: “Harnessing Scotland’s vast natural resources is an 
economic and environmental imperative, a once-in-a-generation investment 
opportunity which must be maximised for all of Scotland. 

“The Scottish and UK governments have both established stretching 

targets for renewable electricity generation and reductions in greenhouse 
gas emissions by 2020, and there is, in consequence, a new recognition of 
the need to support investment in wind energy generation which chooses 
to locate in the areas of the UK with the most favourable weather 
resources. 

“Shetland is a prime location for an onshore windfarm, with a number 
of the most productive turbines anywhere in the world, and a very short 
carbon payback on projects. The long-term income generated by the Viking 
windfarm would also be reinvested to create economic, environmental, 
social and cultural benefits for Shetland, representing a unique opportunity 
to diversify the economy and address its long-term economic and 
demographic challenges. 

“A development of this scale is also necessary to justify the case for a 
sub-sea inter-connector cable. This would, in due course, open up 
opportunities for all renewable energy technologies in Shetland and the 
north of Scotland, initially offshore wind, then wave and tidal energy. These 
would also be able to capitalise on the skills and supply chain which had 
been created and so the Viking windfarm would be the basis of a new 
industry on Shetland.

“The Viking windfarm will make a considerable contribution to 
Scotland’s renewable electricity and climate change targets, and significantly 
enhance Shetland’s economic and environmental prospects and reputation. 
SCDI, therefore, recommends that it is consented.”

The Scottish RSPB has objected to 
Viking Energy’s 127-turbine wind-
farm proposal, citing “unacceptable 
damage” to populations of several 
birds for which Shetland is parti-
cularly important.

In its submission, the RSPB said 
there were fears over the populations 
of red-throated divers, merlin, gol-
den plover, dunlin, curlew, Arctic 
skua and great skua. In addition, it 
believes that breeding whimbrel, a 
declining wading bird whose pop-
ulation is “now almost confined 
to Shetland”, would be seriously 
affected.

Friday was the deadline for sub-
missions to the Scottish govern-
ment’s energy consents unit and the 
RSPB has joined Shetland Bird Club 
in continuing to oppose the develop-
ment, despite Viking devoting 
significant energy and resources into 

a colossal ornithology chapter as 
part of the addendum to its original 
consent application.

While welcoming Viking’s habi-
tat mitigation plan, the RSPB says 
there remains “too much uncer-
tainty” about its ability to offset the 
loss of birds killed by flying into the 
turbines, or displaced from their 
habitat by the development.

The RSPB said: “Although an 
unprecedented amount of survey 
work has been carried out to discover 
where birds are located and the 
findings were used to try to avoid 
rare species in the placement of 
turbines and tracks, impacts remain 
too high.

“The effectiveness of the appli-
cant’s proposals to manage habitats 
for threatened birds away from the 
windfarm is too uncertain to offset 
the predicted losses.”

RSPB
RSPB Scotland stresses its sup-

port for “well-designed wind energy 
developments in appropriate loca-
tions” and said further revised prop-
osals on a “more modest scale” may 
still be acceptable in the Central 
Mainland of Shetland. It suggests a 
number of specific turbines could be 
removed to mitigate the impact on 
bird populations.

It adds that questions remain 
about the level of damage caused to 
internationally-important blanket 
bog and the associated carbon losses 
which would “reduce the environ-
mental benefits accruing from wind 
energy development”.

The RSPB remains concerned 
about how excavated peat would be 
reused, as it may cause “unnecessary 
release of carbon” and additional 
damage to blanket bog.

The estimated carbon payback 
period – reduced to less than one 
year by Viking in its addendum – 
assumes “without justification” that 

considerable volumes of excavated 
peat which would be stored for quar-
ter of a century would not release 
carbon. In addition, the “untested 
benefits” of its habitat mitigation 
plan are included in the carbon 
payback calculation “with no 
proof that they can either be 
carried out or that they would be 
effective”.

RSPB regional director Dr Martin 
Auld said: “Although we recognise 
the efforts made by Viking to address 
environmental considerations in its 
ambitious plans for wind energy and 
the economic benefits which it may 
bring to Shetland, at the end of the 
day these proposals are simply too 
damaging to Shetland’s birds and 
habitats.

“We would prefer to work with 
the applicant on a more modest 
prop osal which reduces harm to 
wild life but we ask the Scottish gov-
ernment, who will decide, to refuse 
[the] current plans.”

The proposed Viking Energy windfarm remains “totally out of scale with 
Shetland’s world class landscape” and its green credentials have still not 
been properly tested, according to Shetland Amenity Trust.

Sustaining its objection to the project in its latest submission to the 
energy consents unit (ECU) in time for Friday’s deadline, the organisation, 
which exists to safeguard and promote Shetland’s natural and cultural 
heritage, acknowledges that in its revised form Viking’s planning application 
suggests a smaller site and removes some turbines from sensitive areas.

However, the trust states: “Shetland Amenity Trust believes that this 
development is still totally out of scale with Shetland’s world class 
landscape. No rigorous, scientific assessment of the carbon balance of the 
proposed development has been carried out and, therefore, the ‘green 
credentials’ of this project have not been properly tested. The impact of the 
windfarm on the natural and cultural heritage remains unacceptable and the 
habitat management plan contains a series of measures that are largely 

The amenity trust believes the windfarm would be out of scale with Shetland’s “world class” landscape. Photo: Dave Donaldson

untried in such an extreme climate, some of which are unlikely to be 
successful.”

The trust says it is “somewhat ironic” that Shetland was recently ranked 
sixth in the top 10 regions of the world to visit in 2011 by Lonely Planet 
when Viking plans to disturb a diverse breeding bird community and active 
blanket bog.

“To penetrate such areas with infrastructure and associated roads will 
damage this landscape, take away [the] feeling of wilderness forever and 
could dramatically increase the levels of disturbance on breeding bird 
populations.”

On the carbon payback time, which Viking puts at around one year, the 
trust says it has little confidence in the predicted figures and gives its own 
“worst case scenario” as 601.5 years. “It seems the developer is no nearer 
to providing any kind of authentic figure for carbon payback.”

The trust also objects to the fact that the carbon footprint of the proposed 
interconnector cable is not included in the overall calculations.

The trust would like a public inquiry to be held into the development “to 
enable all conflicting facts and opinions on the Viking windfarm proposal 
to be tested in a fair, open and transparent fashion”.

Amenity Trust
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Leisure centre prices to go up
By NEIL RIDDELL

Prices for entry to leisure centres are to rise by around six per cent from 
April next year, trustees of Shetland Recreational Trust agreed this 
week.

At a meeting in the Bowlers’ Bar at Clickimin on Tuesday, trust general 
manager James Johnston said the rises were broadly in line with a policy 
of keeping admission charges close to the Scottish average. Some charges 
are going up by more than six per cent, most significantly the price of a 
single badminton court which is rising by 12 per cent, from £6.70 an hour 
to £7.50 an hour.

Mr Johnston noted there had been criticism in the past, particularly 
from the swimming association, that the SRT was not charging enough 
for dry side activities. He believes the prices to be charged will still offer 
“good value for money”, and he pointed out that the hourly rate for a 
badminton court was not much greater, per person, than the £3.40 it costs 
to take a swim at the Clickimin pool.

“Any price increase is difficult, but with the present financial climate 
we’ve had no alternative,” Mr Johnston told The Shetland Times.

Meanwhile, trustees have also agreed that the leisure centre in 
Baltasound and Scalloway’s swimming pool should remain open for three 
days during the trust’s festive shutdown this year. The move comes after 
criticism last year from the Unst community and swimmers, who last 
December submitted an unsuccessful 191-signature petition asking the 
trust to reconsider a blanket closure of centres for a fortnight. 

Baltasound Leisure Centre was closed for a few days in October to save 
money and is to be open for five hours a day between Monday 27th and 
Wednesday 29th December.

The pool at Scalloway will be open to the public for three hours a day 
from Tuesday 28th to Thursday 30th December. Shetland Swimming 
Association is to be given access to the pool for agreed times outside of 
those hours. All other centres will be closing on Wednesday 22nd 
December and re-opening on Tuesday 4th January.

Those at the meeting also heard that the trust’s accounts have been 
given a clean bill of health by auditors KPMG, prompting trustee John 
Nicolson to congratulate employees for their “wonderful” achievement 

in saving money amid such fraught economic conditions. He lightly-
heartedly suggested that perhaps some staff could offer their service to 
Shetland Islands Council as it seeks to save money.

Last year the trust recorded a deficit of £38,120, which had been turned 
into a surplus of £56,162 by the end of 2009/10. That was after main 
funding body Shetland Charitable Trust, which gives it £3.5 million 
towards running costs every year, asked the SRT to find £300,000 in 
efficiency savings.

Receiving £400,000 from the SIC to reflect the cost of its educational 
use of SRT premises was a significant factor in keeping the books in good 
shape. Income at all eight leisure centres around the isles were up 
substantially as a result. 

However, the council has suggested it will not be able to afford such a 
large sum again this year and discussions to resolve that impasse continue. 
Mr Johnston said he hoped the talks would conclude “shortly” ahead of 
setting the 2011/12 budget.

Meanwhile, SRT has appointed Bryan Leask to serve as one of its nine 
trustees for the next four years.

Mr Leask works for Hjaltland Housing Association, where he has been 
property services manager for over eight years. He is also chairman of the 
Shetland Renewable Energy Forum and secretary of Shetland Rugby 
Club.

SRT chairman Joe Irvine said he was “delighted” with the appointment: 
“I believe that Bryan’s extensive experience in the construction industry 
and lifecycle maintenance in particular will be of great benefit to us.”

Mr Leask is replacing John Hunter, who stood down in December 2009. 
He said he was looking forward to working with SRT general manager 
James Johnston and his team during challenging times. “I think Shetland 
Recreational Trust can play an important role in the health and well-being 
of the Shetland community and I am excited about the prospect of being 
involved at such a critical time.”

Mr Leask joins a board of unpaid trustees which also includes Neville 
Martin, Gordon Keith, Linda Irvine, William Jamieson and Ian Gray. 
Former councillors John Nicolson and Billy Stove are also still on the 
board but are planning to step down shortly.

UK’s biggest battery at centre of SSE’s 
plans to improve local electricity grid

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Shetland is set to get the UK’s 
biggest battery as part of Scottish 
and Southern Energy’s radical plans 
to improve the local electricity grid 
and take more power from 
windfarms.

A proposal to control the heating 
and hot water in many Shetland 
homes has also been put forward as 
part of SSE’s smart grid plan which, 
in the absence of an interconnector 
cable, would allow an extra 10 
MegaWatts of wind power to be 
generated in Shetland over and 
above that from the Burradale 
windfarm and the proposed three-
turbine wind-to-heat project at 
Gremista.

The one MegaWatt battery, said 
to be as big as a public hall, should 
arrive within the next four months 
for connection to the Lerwick 
power station. It costs over £1 
million and is being bought with 
help from a UK government grant.

The technology which allows up 
to 1MW of power to be stored in 
cells is new and the experiment in 
Shetland is seen as important in 
discovering whether such systems 
could be used throughout the UK 
and beyond to help overcome grid 
restrictions and cope with the inter-
mittent electricity supply which 
comes from wind turbines and other 
renewables. SSE is involved in the 
proposal with a company it part-
owns called Smarter Grid Sol-
utions.

Another radical development 
aimed at helping stabilise supply 
and demand on the local grid is to 
fit new centrally controlled storage 
and water heaters in 1,000 Shetland 
homes, offering cheap power in 
return for the service such heating 
systems provide for SSE.

A £280,000 trial version of the 
domestic demand management 
solutions scheme at six homes in 
Shetland involves SSE, Hjaltland 
Housing Association, the council, 
heater-makers Glen Dimplex and 
Smarter Grid Solutions.

The experiment, which should 
help the grid cope with peaks and 
troughs in supply and demand, 
could be used to help develop smart 
systems throughout the UK.

Participants in the SHEAP roadshow (from left): Jim Grant,  services manager, Jeff Goddard of 
SHEAP, Bob Bryce, SSE renewables commercial manager, and Stuart Juggins, SSE development 
manager.  Photo: Dave Donaldson

A view of the north end of the harbour with the turbines at Dales Voe superimposed. 

These novel energy storage 
schemes are linked to SSE’s bid for 
a £51 million grant from the elec-
tricity regulator Ofgem towards an 
£81 million smart grid for Shet land 
and Orkney, the so-called Northern 
Isles New Energy Solutions 
(NINEs). SSE will find out next 
week if it has been successful in the 
low carbon networks fund bid.

As revealed last week, the smart 
grid would allow more windfarms 
to connect into the local grid 
without having to wait for Viking 
Energy’s interconnector to the 
Scottish Mainland. In its submission 
to Ofgem, SSE said it planned the 
connection of up to 10MW of extra 
windpower, which is more than 
twice the maximum power rating of 
the Burradale, which is already 
plumbed into the grid.

The Shetland Times understands 
that if SSE wins the low carbon 
network grant it will seek to open 
its doors as soon as possible to bids 
to supply the extra windpower in 
Shetland. There is a growing array 
of prospective providers, including 
community plans in North Yell for 
a five-turbine 4.5MW venture, 
smaller-scale schemes in Mid Yell, 
Aith and Whalsay and the 
10-turbine nine MW Quarff 
windfarm proposed by Shetland 

Aerogenerators’ other company 
MD Developments, which has not 
gone to the planning stage.

A recently announced plan by 
Enertrag for up to 18 turbines in 
south-east Yell would be too big to 
consider.

Meanwhile SSE insisted this 
week that the three big wind 
turbines proposed for above the 
Dales Voe Base would not be 
connected into the Shetland elec-
tricity grid. Instead, they will just 
supply power to heat a greatly 
expanded district heating scheme in 
Lerwick, including the giant water 
tank next to the power station, 
proposed by Shetland Heat and 
Energy Power (SHEaP), the Shet-
land Charitable Trust sub sidiary.

Plans for the £12 million 6.9 
MegaWatt-rated windfarm were 
toured around the halls in Bressay, 
Tingwall and Lerwick this week, 
although there was little interest on 
the first two days. 

Sustainable Shetland, which had 
backed the scheme when it was 
smaller scale, is still behind it. 
Chairman Billy Fox said on 
Wednesday it was exactly the kind 
of project the organisation was in 
favour of.

If it goes ahead this large-scale 
wind-to-heat scheme will be the 

first example of SSE working in a 
commercial partnership with the 
Shetland community. In a 
forerunner of the Viking Energy 
Partnership, the project is likely to 
be half-owned by SSE while the 
other half is owned jointly by the 
council and SHEaP. 

The concept was backed by the 
council’s infrastructure committee 
in private session on Tuesday but it 
did not commit to the proposed 
ownership split.

The Gremista wind-to-heat pro-
ject is effectively a large version of 
what has already been done on a 
small scale around Shetland with 
small turbines at halls and schools. 
But it provides a way of getting 
around the restriction on new 
commercial turbines which the 
existing grid cannot cope with, 
meaning that more windfarms could 
feasibly be built in the islands if 
their production goes to heat or 
energy storage.

SSE said its NINEs project would 
“revolutionise” the way elec tricity 
network operates in the Nor thern 
Isles, particularly in Shetland, aim-
ing to “increase and optimise the 
amount of renewable energy flow-
ing on Shetland’s network by invol-
ving a wide range of proven tech-
nologies applied in a novel way”.

In its proposal to Ofgem it wrote: 
“Representing a microcosm of a 
possible future for the Great Britain 
mainland system, the operation of 
networks on the Northern Isles 
needs fundamental change to allow 
them to work effectively in a low 
carbon future. We need to make 
sure that the energy customers need 
can be provided in a reliable and 
sustainable way, by facilitating the 
flow of renewable energy without 
the need for costly network 
reinforcement.”

The planning application for the 
proposed Gremista windfarm will 
go in early next year in the hope of 
starting building in the summer of 
2012 and being operational in 2013. 
It could have turbines standing up 
to 125 metres to their tips, although 
up to 121 metres is what the 
developers expect, based on the 
2.3MW Siemens machines they 
have been using in their plans.

Wednesday’s roadshow in Ting-
wall was staffed by SSE Renewables 
project development manager 
Stuart Juggins, SSE Renewables 
commercial manager Bob Bryce, 
Jim Grant from the council’s 
infrastructure services and SHEaP 
company secretary Jeff Goddard. 
SHEaP is owned by Shetland 
Charitable Trust. 

Large display boards showed 
how the three turbines should look 
from different vantage points, being 
clearly visible from the North Ness 

in Lerwick, from South Nesting, 
Bressay and from parts of Tingwall 
and Breiwick and Califf in 
particular. Those communities are 
likely to benefit from a community 
fund which will dispense money for 
local schemes each year from the 
windfarm’s profits.

Doubts have been expressed in 
some quarters as to how SSE could 
use all the extra power generated by 
the three new Gremista turbines, 
which the company said could in 
theory power up to 6,500 homes, 
given that there is low demand for 
heating in Lerwick in the summer. 
However, Mr Juggins was adamant 
this week that no power would go 
into the local grid and the proposed 
wind-to-heat system would absorb 
the power most of the time without 
having to switch off turbines. He 
did concede that there might be 
occasions when turbines had to be 
pulled out. 

He said the Gremista project, if 
it gets approval, would go ahead 
regardless of whether SSE is 
successful next week in its bid for 
the LCN smart-grid grant.

But the biggest part of the jigsaw 
will be the proposed new power 
station in the Rova Head area to 
replace the old station by 2016. At 
this stage little is known about what 
power it will generate and what it 
will run on.
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SIC recruits
finance man
The recently-retired head of finance 
at Fife Council, Brian Lawrie, is to 
work alongside the SIC finance 
service.

He will be providing support as 
the council seeks to meet the fin-
ance targets set out in its im prove-
ment plan and the action plan 
following the audit of the council’s 
2009-10 accounts.  

Mr Lawrie, who retired from 
Fife Council in September, was 
described in an SIC press release as 
a widely-respected figure in Scot-
tish local government. Previously 
in North East Fife District Council, 
he joined Fife Council in December 
1995 as financial services manager 
and was appointed head of finance 
and asset management in September 
2001. 

In 2005, he was awarded the 
distinction of Public Sector Finance 
Director of the Year and was also 
the chairman of Scottish CIPFA 
(Chartered Institute of Public 
Finance and Accountancy) finance 
directors section.

SIC chief executive Alistair 
Buchan said: “Getting in some extra 
support for the finance service is 
something that members have 
agreed will be important if we’re to 
deal with the challenges we face as 
a council.

“I think that we have a very 
dedicated, capable and hard work-
ing team in finance and this 
appointment in no way reflects on 
them. However, the Accounts Com-
mission did recommend that the 
council improves its financial 
support and Audit Scotland have 
also commented on that recently 
when reporting on the financial 
accounts.

“Brian has a first-class track 
record in local government and I 
feel is the ideal person to work 
alongside the finance team. This 
can only help us to improve.”

Turbines okay
Planning permission for two wind 
turbines was granted at a meeting 
of the planning board on Wednes-
day.

One will be at Voe Public Hall, 
where a 5kw wind turbine on a 
15-metre tower with 5.4m diameter 
blades will be sited.

The other, a 6kw wind turbine on 
a 15m tower with 5.6m diameter 
blades, will be at Urafirth Primary 
School. The Northmavine school 
originally installed a wind turbine 
in 2003, but it was taken out of use 
the following year after a part 
became loose.

Councillors at the planning 
meeting agreed it would be good to 
see the turbine going again.

Heroin charge
Sentence was deferred on a man 
found with heroin when he appeared 
in court this week.

Simon Smith, 38, of Water Lane 
in Lerwick, admitted having the 
class A drug on 17th July in Burgh 
Road.

Police also seized five tablets 
which were believed to have been 
ecstasy, although procurator fiscal 
Duncan MacKenzie told Wednes-
day’s court they were found to be 
the party drug BZP.

The court heard Smith, a painter 
and decorator, had been laid off but 
was confident of gaining new work 
in the new year.

Sentence was deferred until 23rd 
February for Smith to gain employ-
ment and be of good behaviour.

SSE pledges it will transform grid
despite losing out on Ofgem cash

SNH still objecting to windfarm
By RYAN TAYLOR

Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) is maintaining its objection 
to the controversial Viking Energy windfarm on the basis that 
the planned 127 turbines could have an adverse impact on 
bird species such as whimbrel.

The windfarm poses a high risk to whimbrels and other bird species, according to SNH.

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Scottish and Southern Energy hopes 
to press ahead with plans to trans-
form Shetland’s creaking electricity 
network into a cleaner “smart grid” 
despite narrowly missing out on the 
prize of a £24.4 million grant from 
electricity regulator Ofgem.

The company said it would work 
with Ofgem to identify alternative 
sources of funding to allow the 
innovative £51.6 million project to 
begin early next year. 

The first phase of the so-called 
Northern Isles New Energy Sol-
utions (NINES) scheme promises 
to open up the Shetland grid to an 
almost four-fold increase in the 
amount of green energy by 2014 as 
well as cutting the amount of pol-
luting diesel fuel burnt by Lerwick 
power station by £2.6 million a 
year. 

NINES aims to help the grid 
cope with fluctuations both in 
electricity demand and in future 
wind power supply by storing lots 
of energy for use. It will mean that 
potential small-scale wind-farming 
entrepreneurs in Shetland should be 
able to earn feed-in-tariffs from 
next year instead of having to wait 
on the possibility of an intercon-
nector coming in 2015 or 2016 if 
the Viking Energy windfarm goes 
ahead.

According to SSE, a future 
second phase of redeveloping the 
grid would at times allow all 
Shetland’s power to come from 
zero-carbon sources – a far cry from 
the current reliance on fossil fuels 
for 93 per cent of the islands’ 
power. 

The first time that milestone is 
reached it might be celebrated as 
Shetland’s “zero-carbon hour”. It is 
likely to happen one summer when 
there is low electricity demand and 
10 MegaWatts of wind power 
feeding into the grid, according to 
a University of Strathclyde study.

The innovations planned under 
the first phase of NINES will enable 
SSE to experiment with systems 
which it might adopt in two years’ 
time when it designs a replacement 
“hybrid” Lerwick power station, 
possibly at Rova Head, using a 
combination of the new smart 
technologies and old-fashioned 
fossil fuel burning. 

SSE is also to explore capturing 
the enormous amounts of heat lost 
from the existing Lerwick power 
station through its chimneys and as 
hot water from cooling its gen-
erators, which flows into the sea. 
The company has come in for 
criticism for failing to do this up to 

The new “smart” grid will allow more small-scale renewables systems, such as the one at Burradale, seen here with Scalloway 
and Trondra in the background, feed in to the grid.  Photo: William Spence

now but has previously said the 
water is not hot enough for effective 
use.

As The Shetland Times revealed 
recently, energy storage will be 
done through centrally controlled 
“smart” water and storage heaters 
costing £4,500 each in 1,000 
council and Hjaltland Housing 
Association homes from Unst to 
Sumburgh as well as other experi-
mental schemes such as a giant 1 
MW battery costing £3.3 million 
which, if successful, might be 
expanded to 10MW at a later date.

The battery had been intended 
for use in Perth but Shetland is 
considered a better option. Its 
presence alone should allow new 
small wind turbines producing up 
to 400 kiloWatts to be connected 
into the local grid after it is ready in 
the second half of next year.

Customers having the new 
“smart” heating in their homes, in a 
scheme costing £4.5 million, would 
be paid around £250 a year for 
agreeing to help in the experiment. 
The owners of small commercial 
premises might get up to £12,000 a 
year.

The proposals are all part of the 
bid that SSE lodged with Ofgem in 
competition with other power 
companies for a share of the £500 
million Low Carbon Networks 
Fund. Its aim is to help get the UK 
grid into shape for a future powered 
by renewable energy. The SSE bid 
also involved the council, Shetland 
Charitable Trust, Hjaltland and 
other local organisations.

Ofgem’s award of £62 million 
for the first year of the fund, 
revealed on Sunday, will benefit 
four projects in England and Wales 
but none in Scotland. There were 11 
bids in total. Ofgem and its expert 
panel concluded that what would be 
learned from the NINES project 
would not be immediately ap-
plicable to other power networks in 
the UK. 

Stabilising the grid would allow 
up to 10MW of extra wind power to 
be connected into the Shetland 
system. SSE has previously said 
that does not include the 6.9MW 
produced by the three-turbine 
Gremista windfarm proposed by it 
in partnership with the council and 
Shetland Charitable Trust. How-

ever, the documentation with SSE’s 
bid to Ofgem incorporates the 
Gremista output within the extra 
10MW.

The power company has insisted 
the windfarm will not feed into the 
grid and will simply heat a 4MW 
water tank to supply an extended 
district heating scheme in 
Lerwick.

SSE told Ofgem its NINES plan 
could save millions of pounds a 
year by using less fuel at the power 
station, reducing operating hours 
by 29 per cent. For the atmosphere 
it would mean 25,432 fewer tonnes 
of carbon dioxide emissions each 
year, cutting Shetland’s carbon 
footprint considerably. 

Under the first phase of NINES, 
Shetland could go from having 
seven percent of its power from 
wind turbines like the Burradale 
windfarm to becoming one of the 
first parts of the country to reach the 
UK target of 25-30 per cent 
renewable-powered by 2014.

In remarks contained in the SSE 
statement, SIC convener Sandy 

Cluness said: “We have supported 
this project from the start, knowing 
it will bring great opportunities for 
Shetland. We hope to hear within 
the next couple of weeks that our 
bid for complementary ERDF 
funding has been successful and the 
NINES project can get up and 
running and start bringing direct 
benefits to the islands, including 
allowing more local community 
renewable schemes to gain access 
to the Shetland grid, and helping 
prevent fuel poverty.”

Scottish Hydro Electric Power 
Distribution project manager Frank 
Clifton said: “This is a project that 
will revolutionise the way the 
Shetland network operates and 
make it fit for a low carbon future. 
We aim to make Shetland’s network 
a blueprint for the rest of the UK.

“Trusting the bid for ERDF 
funding is successful, we’ll be 
starting work early in the new year, 
with one of the first things we do 
being to organise an event so that 
anyone with an interest in the 
project can come along and find out 
all about it.”

However, in its submission to the Scottish government’s 
energy consents unit, delayed to allow for further discussions 
with the developer, it says a large windfarm can be 
accommodated provided 17 turbines are removed and extra 
work is done to protect sites of special scientific interest 
(SSSIs).

The agency says 95 per cent of the national whimbrel 
population breed in Shetland while other birds such as the 
red-throated diver, merlin, golden plover, dunlin, Arctic skua, 
curlew and great skua are threatened by the development

The windfarm will also have significant landscape and 
visual impacts, it adds.

SNH’s decision to maintain its objection comes after the 
Scottish RSPB said the windfarm threatened “unacceptable 
damage” to bird populations. Last week Shetland Amenity 
Trust and the John Muir Trust also voiced their continued 
opposition to the windfarm.

SNH area manager for the Northern Isles, John Uttley, 
said: “Our advice is that the current proposal will have 
significant adverse impacts on birds and landscapes of 
national interest and we are maintaining our objections on 
these issues.

“We consider that a large windfarm can be accommodated 
in this general area. We are happy to further advise the 
applicant if they wish to identify appropriate changes, so that 
a large windfarm can be developed without significant 
adverse impacts on the natural heritage.”

SNH says the development would also affect Sandwater 
Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) as well as Voxter, 
Voe and Valayre Quarry SSSI. However the advice is that 
working methods can be agreed to preserve those sites.

Viking Energy project co-ordinator Allan Wishart said the 
company would take up SNH’s offer of continued talks. He 
said there were an estimated 300,000 pairs of whimbrel in 
Northern Europe, adding Viking Energy’s projected fatalities 
from collision risk was 2.1 birds per annum.

Mr Wishart added a habitat management plan devised by 
Viking Energy would greatly exceed any potential 
disturbance.
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Need to 
save cash 
vanishes

By JOHN ROBERTSON
Council accountants have pulled 
off a pre-Christmas magic trick by 
making this year’s spending cuts 
nightmare suddenly vanish. Council-
lors were in despair in October when 
they learnt that just £2.2 million had 
been found towards the target of 
cutting back this year’s spending by 
£9.9 million. 

Now the finance team is confident 
of making £6.6 million of savings 
and says the rest of the £9.9 million 
will not need to be found because 
the amount budgeted for capital pro-
jects has been massively over-
estimated while the council’s finan-
cial reserves are much healthier than 
expected. 

Final figures for the end of last 
year are now available and show that 
the reserves reached £274 million, 
which was £13 million more than 
anticipated and comfortably above 
the minimum of £250 million which 
the council does not want to erode. 
They are continuing to perform 
satisfactorily this year.

On Wednesday head of finance 
Graham Johnston was able to predict 
at the Full Council meeting that the 
books at the end of this financial 
year would show spending substan-
tially within the original target. 
Indeed, one likely scenario is that 
the council may underspend by as 
much as £8.7 million due largely to 
the number of projects delayed or 
not going ahead. 

On the £29.9 million capital prog-
ramme alone the lack of progress 
could see £10 million or more going 
unspent.

The story of being fooled by their 
own excessive ambition is a recur-
ring one for the council which has 
begun many years scouring depart-
ments for savings, resulting in a 
cursory effort to find them in the 
sure knowledge that later in the year 
the failure to get capital projects off 
the ground would mean millions of 
budgeted spending did not go 
ahead.

There was some concern among 
members on Wednesday that they 
were only putting off today what 
will have to be done in February 
when next year’s greatly squeezed 
budget is set, complete with all the 
punishments resulting from the 
UK’s financial collapse. However 
Mr Johnston reckons that while 
there will be challenges and difficult 
decisions to take, the problem of 
find ing staff to fill job vacancies is 
likely to be repeated next year, sav-
ing millions of pounds that the coun-
cil will have budgeted to spend.
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More now for 
the windfarm 
than against

More people living in Shetland now 
support Viking Energy’s controver-
sial windfarm than oppose it, accord-
ing to the results of the latest 
Shetland Times poll.

Thirty-six per cent of those asked 
are in favour of the 127-turbine pro-
ject while 33 per cent are against and 
the remaining 31 per cent are un-
decided. That represents an increase 
of five per cent in support since the 
original poll carried out last summer, 
a 15 per cent fall in opposition and a 
10 per cent rise in those who are not 
sure one way or the other.

Many more men support the 
project than are against it, but among 
women the position is reversed, with 
a greater number opposed than in 
favour.

Among the different age groups, 
young people, especially those bet-
ween 25 and 34, are strongly in 
favour but in all four age groups 
between the ages of 45 and 74 more 
people are opposed than are in 
support. Among those over the age 
of 75 questioned, more are in support 
than against. Geographically, sup-
port is strongest in Whalsay and 
Skerries and the North Isles and 
weak est in those areas where 
turbines are to be located.

Our findings come as councillors 
prepare to meet to consider the dev-
elopment on Tuesday. In a report 
published yesterday afternoon, the 
SIC’s planning department recom-
mends that councillors should object 
to it.

While planners believe the dev-
elopment of a windfarm of “signi-
ficant scale” could comply with its 
development plan, Viking “has not 
demonstrated that this development 
could be undertaken without un-
acceptable environmental impact”. 

The Scottish government’s 
energy consents unit will have the 
final say on whether to grant plan-
ning permission. It may also choose 
to stage a public inquiry.

In a statement, SIC convener 
Sandy Cluness urged councillors to 
carefully consider the report and its 
implications. “I would urge all coun-
cillors to read the report carefully 

and weigh up the fundamental issue 
in its conclusion: do the economic 
benefits of the windfarm outweigh 
the environmental impact?

“The report stresses that the pros-
pective economic and social benefits 
of the windfarm are not part of this 
planning report, but must be weighed 
up politically. That is what the 
council must now do.”

Our telephone poll of 1,050 
people was carried out by staff mem-
ber Michelle Robertson. Last year’s 
poll asked four supplementary ques-
tions, but this time we decided to 
con centrate on opinion on the prin-
ciple of the windfarm.

The question – “Are you in favour 
of or against the proposed Viking 
Energy windfarm?” – was exactly 
the same as that asked last year. The 
question and methodology were 
designed in accordance with tech-
niques used by professional pollsters 
and approved by BBC opinion 
polling expert and Strathclyde 
University professor John Curtice.

The random sample was weighted 
for age, sex and population distribu-
tion to give as accurate as possible 
an indication of the balance of opin-
ion. There is a standard margin of 
error of plus or minus three per 
cent.

The headline figure masks mark-
ed variations in the balance of opin-
ion between the sexes, among the 
different age groups and among 
people living in different parts of 
Shetland.

While overall 36 per cent of those 
questioned are in favour, 33 per cent 
against and 31 per cent undecided 
(see Chart 1 on page 2), among men 
(see Chart 2) 43 per cent are in 
favour (up 10 per cent from last 
year), 30 per cent against (down 16 
per cent) and 27 per cent undecided 
(up 7 per cent). Among women (see 
Chart 3) just 29 per cent are in favour 
(no change), 37 per cent against 
(down 12 per cent) and 34 per cent 
undecided (up 12 per cent).

In the 16-24 age group (see Chart 
4) 34 per cent are in favour (down 
18 per cent), 30 per cent against 

(Continued on page three)

 Opposition falls but number who are unsure rises

 Council planners urge objection to Viking project

Fight for Scalloway goes on

By NEIL RIDDELL
Scalloway parents are turning to the Scottish government 
in a final attempt to save their secondary department 
after councillors this week voted to shut it at the end of 
the current school year in June.

On Tuesday morning members of the SIC’s services 
committee voted 13-9 in favour of the cutback, which 
has prompted outrage within the village community and 
its surrounding area. The decision, designed to save 
£707,000 from the council’s huge education budget, was 
then ratified at the following day’s Full Council 
meeting.

SIC education spokesman Bill Manson persuaded 
members of the need to make cuts for the good of all 
pupils in Shetland at a time when every SIC department 
has been told to seek savings of 15 per cent over the next 
three years. 

The plan is for the 116-pupil secondary to shut in 
June, with pupils being transferred to the Anderson High 
School in Lerwick from August 2011.

Scalloway Parent Council vice-chairwoman Karen 
Eunson believes there were many “flaws, inaccuracies 
and omissions” in the council’s handling of the 

consultation. She is confident that Scottish education 
minister Mike Russell will call in the decision. He has 
until mid-January to decide whether to do so.

Ms Eunson said: “We are obvious really disappointed. 
It wasn’t unexpected in that we were aware of a lot of 
last-minute lobbying. The strong feeling within the 
community is that they have not been listened to.”

In stark contrast, there was relief and elation among 
the 80-strong Skerries population after councillors 
narrowly and unexpectedly decided against closing its 
three-pupil secondary department.

Having said last week that there was “very little to 
hope for”, parent Ryan Arthur – who said he intended 
to move away from the island if the secondary was shut 
– expressed delight following the decision, by 12 votes 
to 10.

Mr Arthur and his wife Julie said they would not have 
been prepared to see their 11-year-old son Scott, who is 
autistic, sent to Lerwick to start secondary one next year. 
“We’re absolutely over the moon – my father was in 
tears coming out of the Town Hall yesterday,” he told 
The Shetland Times on Wednesday.

For full coverage, see pages 6-7.

DISAPPOINTED S3 pupils (from left) Kirsty Uttley, Diana Inkster 
and Natalie Thomson outside the Town Hall after the decision to close the 
Scalloway secondary department. Photo: Dave Donaldson
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Are you in favour or against the 
proposed Viking Energy Windfarm?
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Men more in favour than women, young

AREA 1 = Whalsay, Skerries, Yell, Fetlar 
and Unst; 

AREA 2 = Voe, Mossbank, Terminal, 
Brae, Sullom, Muckle Roe, Burraland and 
North Northmaven; 

AREA 3 = Tingwall/Gott, Whiteness, 
Weisdale, Wadbister, Girlsta, Nesting and 
Lunnasting; 

AREA 4 = Skeld, Clousta, Gruting, Twatt, 
Walls, Sandness, W Burrafirth, Papa, 
Aith, Bixter, Tresta and E Burrafirth; 

AREA 5 = Lerwick Sound, Lerwick 
Upper Sound, Lerwick Outskirts, Lerwick 
Twageos and Bressay and Lerwick Sletts; 

AREA 6 = Lerwick Breiwick, Lerwick 
Clickimin, Lerwick Harbour South Central, 
Lerwick North Central and Lerwick North; 

AREA 7 = Burra, Trondra, Foula, Quarff, 
Gulberwick, E Voe of Scalloway and 
Scalloway;

AREA 8 = Dunrossness, Fair Isle, 
Levenwick, Bigton, Hoswick, Sandwick, 
Cunningsburgh and W Quarff.

Views across the isles
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Benessere
Evette Walterson Dip Sm

Swedish Massage

Reiki

Beauty therapies available 
from January 2011

Evenings and weekend 
appointments

Tel. 810835

07738 150649

ewalterson@hotmail.co.uk

than old and north than south

Fixed penalty
Urinating in public under circum-
stances likely to cause “annoyance 
to another person” resulted in a 
25-year-old man being issued with 
an anti-social behaviour fixed 
penalty notice at 2am on Saturday 
morning.

New rules for 
benefit cheats
New rules are being brought in by 
the council to tackle people who lie 
to claim council tax benefit or 
housing benefit. 

Last year just £26,905 of housing 
benefit fraud was detected in Shet-
land plus another £43,215 of over-
payments due to errors by claimants. 
Council tax fraud was on a smaller 
scale, accounting for £7,695 and 
overpayments of £16,190 due to 
claimant errors.

The council administers the 
benefit schemes on behalf of the UK 
government which funds the 
payments.

Pipes being 
replaced 
at hospital
Work to remedy corroded heating 
and water pipes at the Gilbert Bain 
Hospital is progressing well and will 
be completed by March, NHS Shet-
land head of estates John McBeath 
told a meeting of the board this 
week. The estimated total cost of the 
work will exceed £300,000.

In other work at the hospital, 
asbestos removal in a service duct 
has also been taking place and is 
nearly finished while replacement 
equipment for the ageing machines 
at the hospital’s central decontamin-
ation unit is due on site in late 
December. 

Contract awards for the washer/
disinfector and sterilisers have been 
issued, and installation will be in 
phases to ensure service continuity 
at the unit. The whole job will cost 
in excess of £500,000 but the new 
equipment is expected to last about 
10 years. 

A design team has been appointed 
for Yell and Brae to upgrade local 
decontamination units in dental 
practices and work will be carried 
out next year.

Meanwhile funding of £534,000 
for an additional dental practice in 
Lerwick has now been confirmed by 
the Scottish government. No loca-
tion has yet been revealed but will 
be known next month when a full 
business case is put to the board. The 
work is likely to start before the end 
of this financial year and finish 
during next financial year.

However the building of a new 
health centre for Scalloway has been 
put on hold. An initial agreement 
for the new centre was approved by 
the board, but the project will be 
delayed until a clearer picture of 
demand is known, Mr McBeath 
said.

Regarding surgeries in the non-
doctor outer isles of Foula, Fair Isle 
and Fetlar, project teams have been 
established and works procurement 
ongoing. Each is to be granted 
£10,000 from the health board’s 
capital programme for minor 
improve ments this financial year.

And an on-going problem at Unst 
health centre car park is to be sorted. 
The car park is a hardcore surface 
which has developed pot holes. It is 
now going to be tarred thanks to an 
amount of £25,000 from the capital 
programme. 

Discontent over 
meeting proposal
The group backing Viking Energy’s 
proposed windfarm has described 
the setup for allowing supporters 
and objectors to comment at the 
SIC’s forthcoming meeting on the 
project as “misguided”.

Elected members will meet on 
Tuesday to determine its stance on 
the contentious project, which will 
be determined by the Scottish gov-
ern ment’s energy consents unit. The 
council issued a statement last week 
saying everyone who had written to 
the planning department about the 
127-turbine project would be given 
the opportunity to address the 
meeting.

Windfarm Supporters Group 
(WSG) representative Chris Bunyan 
said the SIC had “got itself into a 
real mess with this announcement”. 
Planners had not been soliciting sub-
missions from the public, he said, 
and the WSG had been telling its 
members to write directly to the 
energy consents unit.

“They seem to have leapt into this 
without thinking,” said Mr Bunyan. 
“The council’s press release of 2nd 
November recommended people 
send submissions to the energy con-
sents unit. Now they only seem to be 
offering the chance to speak to 
people who wrote directly to them 
rather than following their advice 
and contacting the energy consents 
unit.

“I also fail to see what the purpose 
would be of several hours of people 
repeating arguments – we all know 
the arguments for and against. I 
would have thought, if anything at 
all, a submission from Sustainable 
Shetland and a submission from the 
supporters’ group of five or ten 
minutes would really do.” 

Viking opponents Sustainable 
Shetland welcomed “with reserva-
tion” the fact that folk were being 
given the chance to have their say. 
But chairman of the organisation 

Billy Fox was “puzzled” by what he 
described as a “belated” attempt to 
gauge public opinion.

“We’re bemused by it more than 
anything else,” he said. “It’s late in 
the day and something that should’ve 
been done before now. It seems it’s 
going to be chaotic.”

According to councillor Gary 
Robinson, a number of members 
were uneasy at only learning of the 
plans when the SIC issued its state-
ment on Thursday afternoon. A 
number of constituents had contacted 
him over the weekend concerned 
that, because they had written direct-
ly to the energy consents unit, they 
would not have the opportunity to 
address councillors in person.

Mr Robinson said: “Several folk 
have contacted me saying they knew 
they weren’t meant to make object-
ions to the planning department and 
does that mean they’re not to be 
heard? It’s opened up a whole can of 
worms. I don’t know how long it’s 
going to take to go through this.”

Councillor Laura Baisley said she 
had received phone calls of a similar 
nature from constituents. But allow-
ing public contributions was not 
“critical to the decision to be made 
by councillors”, she stressed.

At a Full Council meeting in Oct-
ober, Rick Nickerson successfully 
moved that another full round of 
consultation meetings in public halls 
should not take place. The mechan-
ism being used had been news to 
him but “if that’s the way officers 
wish to conduct the meeting then 
fine”.

In last week’s statement, the 
council explained it was sending out 
letters to everyone who had made a 
submission to the planning depart-
ment giving them until 4pm yester-
day to confirm by telephone or 
email if they intend to speak at the 
meeting.

Executive director of infra-

The revised Viking scheme proposes 127 turbines.  Illustration: Kenneth Shearer
structure services Gordon Greenhill 
said: “I am confident that this meet-
ing will be fair and representative 
and that the public of Shetland will 
be able to make their views known 

and I look forward to helping this 
process to be as efficient as possible 
on the day.”

Following Tuesday’s meeting, 
the council’s opinion will be for-

ward ed to the energy consents unit. 
It will make a recommendation to 
energy minister Jim Mather, who 
has the final say on granting plan-
ning permission.

(Continued from front page)
(up 2 per cent) and 36 per cent 
undecided (up 16 per cent). Among 
25-34 year olds (see Chart 5) 43 per 
cent are in favour (up 10 per cent), 
21 per cent against (down 25 per 
cent) and 36 per cent undecided 
(up 15 per cent). In the 35-44 age 
group (see Chart 6) 35 per cent 
are in favour (up 7 per cent), 31 per 
cent against (down 14 per cent) and 
34 per cent undecided (up 8 per 
cent).

As Chart 7 shows, 33 per cent of 
those aged between 45 and 54 are in 
favour of the windfarm (up 1 per 
cent), 42 per cent against (down 3 
per cent) and 25 per cent undecided 
(up 2 per cent). Among 55-64 year 
olds (Chart 8) 38 per cent are in 
favour (up 7 per cent), 39 per cent 
against (down 15 per cent) and 23 
per cent undecided (up 8 per cent). 
In the 65-74 age group (Chart 9), 27 
per cent are in favour (up 7 per cent), 
38 per cent against (down 23 per 
cent) and 35 per cent undecided (up 
16 per cent). Finally, among those 
over 75 (Chart 10), 39 per cent are 
in favour (up 18 per cent), 31 per 
cent against (down 26 per cent) and 
30 per cent undecided (up 8 per 
cent).

Geographically, the strongest 
support for the windfarm is to be 
found in Whalsay, Skerries and 
the North Isles. As the table on page 
2 shows, 47 per cent of those 
questioned in these areas (Area 1) 
are in favour of the windfarm, 17 per 
cent against and 36 per cent 
undecided.

In Area 2 – Voe, Mossbank, 
Terminal, Brae, Sullom, Muckle 
Roe, Burraland and North North-
maven – 35 per cent are in favour, 
39 per cent against and 26 per 
cent undecided. In Area 3, which 
includes Whiteness and Weisdale 
and Nesting and Lunnasting and 
would be at the heart of the 
windfarm, 31 per cent are in favour, 
44 per cent against and 25 per cent 
undecided.

In Area 4 – which includes Skeld, 
Aith, Bixter and Tresta – just 29 per 
cent are in favour, 45 per cent against 
and 26 per cent undecided. One half 
of Lerwick – Sound, Outskirts, 
Twageos and Sletts – and Bressay 
(Area 5) is in favour by a margin of 

41 per cent to 28 per cent with 31 per 
cent undecided, while the other 
(Area 6 – Breiwick, Clickimin, 
Harbour, South Central, North 
Central and North) is against: 30 per 

cent for, 32 per cent against and 38 
per cent undecided.

Among people living in Burra, 
Trondra, Foula, Quarff, Gulberwick 
and Scalloway (Area 7) 34 per cent 

are in favour, 36 per cent against 
and 30 per cent undecided. Finally, 
those in Dunrossness, Fair Isle, 
Levenwick, Bigton, Hoswick, 
Sand wick, Cunningsburgh and 

Wester Quarff are evenly split, 
with 35 per cent in favour, 35 per 
cent against and 30 per cent 
undecided.

Editorial comment, p.9

Whether intentional or not, there was a degree of humour in the general 
responses of some folk to our telephone poll. Here is a collection of 
some of them:

“We’ve not been 
told enough to 

make a decision.”

“All dat’s good aboot it, is dat folk are gonna make money oot o it!”

“Dey shouldna hae 
dem white – paint 
dem green, dey’d 

look lik trees!”

“Honestly, I couldn’t 

care less! I think 

there is far too much 

space being wasted 

in the paper on the 

Viking Energy debate 

– there are far more 

important things to be 

writing about.”

“I think the windfarm is a terrible idea – it stops Shetland being Shetland.”

“I think people are 

very prejudiced 

towards people who 

are in favour – and 

that’s why those in 

favour keep quiet.”

“I would like to see the windfarm benefi ting Shetland a bit more, like with cheaper electricity!”

“I’d like to see 

Sustainable Shetland 

come up with an 

alternative – they 

can’t just say we 

don’t want it. 

We need to think 

about the future of 

Shetland.”

“I’m against the size 

of the wind turbines 

and the size of the 

windfarm. I think a 

smaller windfarm 

for producing energy 

for Shetland would 

be much more 

benefi cial.”

“I think if the council has anything to do with it, it will be a complete disaster.”

“Folk are getting 
their knickers in 
a twist – I lived 

through the war – 
get a grip!!”
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Minister approves Viking windfarm, 
triggering backlash from opponents

By JOHN ROBERTSON
The Viking windfarm looks likely to 
go ahead later this decade after Scot-
tish energy minister Fergus Ewing 
gave consent for a reduced project 
of up to 103 turbines. 

If the remaining jigsaw pieces 
fall into place over the next two 
years an order will be placed for an 
interconnector cable to the mainland 
to carry the power, opening up an 
export route to the National Grid for 
Shetland’s powerful natural energy 
via wave, tidal and small wind-
farms.

Granting partial approval on 
Wednesday morning, Mr Ewing said 
it was “the right decision” for 
islanders which would bring “huge 
benefits for generations to come”. 

Disappointed protesters, led by 
the anti-Viking campaign Sustain-
able Shetland, said the minister had 
made “a grave mistake”.  

The letter of consent instantly 
makes the Viking project worth 
some thing over £50 million to 
Shetland Charitable Trust from a £3 
million outlay, if it decides to sell its 
45 per cent stake to the main partner 
Scottish and Southern Energy. The 
valuation is based on figures 
compiled for the trust by corporate 
financial analysts.

The minister’s announcement 
means there will be no Viking tur-
bines north of Voe after the last 
group of 24 were refused due to 
intractable concerns about the safety 
of planes and helicopters using 
Scatsta Airport. Those that are 
allowed to be built will all be planted 
on hills in sparsely populated land 
lying between the communities of 
Voe and Nesting and Aith and 
Weisdale.

The other objection which held 
up the application for many months 
concerned the threat to Shetland’s 
dwindling whimbrel population. But 
Mr Ewing chose not to remove more 
turbines. Instead, he believes the 
habitat protection plan put forward 
by Viking for the windfarm zone 
may be the bird species’ only hope 
of avoiding extinction.

The loss of 24 turbines follows 
a previous voluntary cut of 23 to 
address objectors’ concerns. It 
reduces the windfarm’s rated output 
from 457MW to 370MW, using the 

3.6MW Siemens machines that the 
application was based on. But the 
Viking Partnership has been given 
consent for 457MW and is expected 
to make up the shortfall by opting 
for a turbine with a higher power 
rating. 

Viking has said for years that the 
maximum 145-metre blade tip 
height it was seeking permission for 
gave it headroom to accommodate 
potentially more powerful machines. 
The 3.6MW machine can be kept 
within a height of 132 metres.

Options in the range between four 
and five MW include a Vestas 
4.5MW machine designed to with-
stand the stiffer test of offshore 
wind farms where salty air and high 
winds make conditions similar to 
Shetland’s hilltops.

Viking Energy Partnership chair-
man Bill Manson, who chairs the 
charitable trust, confirmed on Wed-
nesday that upgrading the turbine 
power would be looked at. He said: 
“Scottish and Southern is continually 
evaluating turbines and we will 
piggyback on that. We will see what 
the available range is in due course 
and – a bit like buying a car – see 
who is offering the best price.”

Asked about the upgrade, which 
would not require government ap-
proval, the energy minister merely 
said more powerful turbines would 
make a larger contribution to Scot-
land’s renewable energy output. 

Earlier, expressing the delight of 
the local Viking team at the news of 
consent, Mr Manson said the 
103-turbine development was likely 
to be “the most productive windfarm 
in the world”.

He said: “This is good news for 
Shetland, good news for Scotland 
and good news for the fight against 
climate change. But this is not just 
about the Viking windfarm and the 
massive benefits it can bring to Shet-
land. The associated grid connection 
will unlock future renewable pro-
jects, including marine energy, and 
help us generate a whole new sus-
tain able industry in Shetland.”

Even at 370MW the windfarm 
would be viable, Viking believes, 
and justify the interconnector cable. 
According to the energy minister it 
would – at least in theory – power 
175,112 homes when the wind blows.

RETIRED teacher and crofter Jim 
Nicolson said he was “disappointed but 
not surprised” at the decision to approve 
the Viking windfarm. Story, p.7.
 PHOTO: Jim Nicolson

 Developer says it will be world’s most productive 

 Campaigners warn it will desecrate environment

The government put the cost of 
the project at £556 million, down 
considerably from previous Viking 
estimates of £707 million and up to 
£800 million. Five per cent of the 
cost will have to be found by the 
minority shareholder in the Viking 
partnership, Viking Wind. The com-
pany was set up by the four men who 
own Shetland Aerogenerators’ suc-
cessful five-turbine windfarm at 
Burradale. 

Viking said this week it would 
work on updating its projections for 
how much profit might be earned 
for the community from the trust’s 
45 per cent stake. The government 
quoted an estimated £20 million a 
year plus £10 million in related in-
come such as wages and contracts.

Viking’s previous projections of 
£23 million a year to the trust did not 
drop when the number of turbines 
fell from 150 to 127 because energy 
costs have been rising and turbine 
costs reducing.

The government expects the 
trust’s tax-free profits to be used for 
supporting community enterprises, 
community energy projects and 
skills and training. 

It believes around 140 jobs will 
be created during the construction 
period and around 34 jobs running 
the windfarm.

The announcement of consent 

came as a bitter blow to the strong 
anti-Viking movement in Shetland 
which had hoped for a refusal or at 
least a local public inquiry. Although 
the battle has been lost the main 
campaign group Sustainable Shet-
land has not yet given up hope.

Group chairman Billy Fox con-
demn ed the minister’s decision to 
back a project that was “completely 
inappropriate” for Shetland.

He now fears “all sorts of re-
newable carpetbaggers” will spring 
up, leading to a “proliferation” of 
turbines all over Shetland.

If elected to the council he hopes 
to persuade it to withdraw the use 
of its Busta Estate land for turbine 
sites, rendering the windfarm 
unviable. 

However, even if Mr Fox is suc-
cessful, Mr Manson said that would 
not derail the windfarm because 
the removal of all the turbines 
north of Voe means only about 18 
turbines south of Voe and in North 
Nesting will be sited on Busta Estate 
land. 

He said Viking – and the cable – 
would still be viable in the event that 
those sites were snatched away by 
an anti-Viking council. Other renew-
ables developers would also be able 
to take advantage of the extra avail-
able capacity in the cable. He said: 
“Shetland is renewable energy-rich 

and it would be a crying shame if we 
missed out on these developments 
completely.”

Another course of action still 
open to objectors to delay or derail 
the project is to apply to the Court of 
Session in Edinburgh for judicial 
review of the minister’s decision to 
grant consent.

The windfarm application re-
ceived 2,772 objections and 1,115 
submissions in support. A second 
Shetland-wide poll by The Shetland 
Times in 2010 found opinion was 
split three ways with a small major-
ity in favour of the proposed 127 
turbines and still nearly one in three 
undecided.

The bitter division which has 
characterised the windfarm debate 
has noticeably eased over the past 
year while the application was jam-
med in the government’s energy 
consents unit in Glasgow. 

This week noises were being 
made by the pro-camp about sooth-
ing tensions and trying to address 
remaining concerns. Mr Manson 
said: “We appreciate that not every-
body will be happy about this deci-
sion and we want to reassure those 
people who opposed the application 
that we will continue to endeavour 
to minimise or mitigate any 
impacts.”

Given the weight of concern in 

Shetland there was some surprise 
this week that the minister did not 
order a local public inquiry, which 
might have at least delayed a deci-
sion by around one year. Mr Ewing 
said he deemed it not necessary 
because Shetland Islands Council 
had voted its approval of the 
project.

He said he felt the matter “should 
be brought to a close” after being in 
the pipeline since May 2009 rather 
than carrying on “indefinitely” 
through a public inquiry.

“Given the thorough nature of the 
analysis of all facets of the applica-
tion – environmental, economic and 
other – I felt it would have been 
wrong to delay further a decision.”

It has taken so long for the Viking 
windfarm to reach this stage that it 
will only be the third biggest in 
Scotland after the under-construction 
548MW Clyde Wind Farm for SSE 
and the current largest, Scottish 
Power’s 539MW Whitelee Wind 
Farm. Both are in the Central Belt 
south of Glasgow.

However, it will be the biggest 
windfarm with significant com-
munity ownership, although some 
dispute that the charitable trust 
represents the community.

With the consent and the cable 
comes concern that developers 

(Continued on page five)
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Youth theatre’s 
rather exemplary
Lord of the Flies     p.17

Bitterness and anger 
in Aith and Nesting



TIMELINE
Discussion about a large 

windfarm in Shetland 
has been going for 
almost a decade. 

RYAN TAYLOR charts the 
high- and low-lights.
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November 2003: SIC backs plans to build 
a 300MW windfarm with 150 turbines. Viking 
Energy Limited is launched. 

May 2005: It is warned hilltop turbines could 
affect flights at Scatsta.

January 2007: Viking Energy signs a 
partnership agreement with SSE at Busta to 
erect 200 turbines.

February 2007: Stuart Dobson sets up 
Shetland Against Windfarm Group.

March 2007: Over 80 people attend a 
public meeting in Aith.

April 2007: A reduced layout promises 24 
fewer turbines.

June 2007: Drew Ratter resigns as chairman 
of Viking Energy.

August 2007: A “muckle poll” shows 168 
against and 25 for the project.

September 2007: Viking will transfer from 
SIC ownership to the charitable trust.

March 2008: Anti-windfarm group Sustain-
able Shetland is set up.

March 2008: Over 150 people attend 
Sustainable meeting in Bixter.

April 2008: Windfarm cut back from 192 
turbines to 154.

August 2008: Viking’s Aaron Priest calls for 
clarity over transmission charges.

September 2008: Viking hires a PR 
company.  (Continued on p.6)

(Continued from front page)
might seek to squeeze more large-scale 
windfarms into the islands. There was some 
expectation that the energy minister might 
indicate whether the Viking development was 
the only one of such a scale the government 
would permit in Shetland. But he said it was 
“not something which is within the provenance 
of a minister dealing with a particular 
application”, although he thought from 
looking at the map that any more than the 
“substantial wind farm” for Viking might fall 
foul of local and national guidelines on 
windfarms for local government and central 
government. 

The SNP government is accused of blindly 
promoting windfarms all over Scotland in its 
drive to meet impossibly ambitious self-
imposed renewables tar gets, but Mr Ewing 
did not accept that the Shetland landscape 
was being sac rificed. Ministers have accepted 
that “significant impacts” on the landscape 

and how it looks will remain from 103 
turbines but Mr Ewing pointed to the range of 
benefits for the community and the country. 
He said: “To me these are all good things and 
I think to most people these are good 
things.”

The consent carries 50 conditions which 
Viking must abide by. The minister said 
the government took its environmental 
obligations very seri ously, adding that he had 
seen in Shetland Times editorials that the issue 
of peat land was very important to many 
people. 

He said: “The development includes an 
extensive habitat management plan covering 
around 12,800 acres, which will restore 
peatland and offer benefits to a whole range 
of species and habitats.”

While two-to-four whimbrel could be 
lost by hitting turbines each year between 70 
and 110 were killed through predation and 
other reasons, he said. Arguably the species 

was in terminal decline and no measures 
were being proposed to arrest the decline other 
than the plans put forward by Viking. “Because 
and perhaps only because the application 
has been granted – and the habitat management 
plan must proceed as a requirement of 
the development going ahead – there is at least 
an opportunity to arrest that decline.”

He described it as “one of the most exacting, 
if not the most exacting” management plans 
ever required for a consent. If Viking fails to 
stick by it then it could lose permission to 
develop the windfarm.

Mr Manson said the habitat plan, 
which includes trying to protect eroded 
peatland, was “by far the biggest of any 
windfarm in the UK” and would mean much-
needed environmental improve ments to 
Shetland which would not otherwise have 
happened.

In his announcement Mr Ewing said figures 
last week showed that Scotland exceeded its 

ambitious renewable electricity target for 
2011 with more than one-third of electricity 
demand coming from renewables. The target 
for 2020 is 100 per cent.

“Developments like Viking will help us 
meet our 2020 target, and will make a huge 
contribution to our target of 500MW from 
community and locally-owned renewable 
energy by 2020, while benefiting communities, 
cutting emissions, and helping to keep energy 
bills lower.”

If Viking sticks with the 370MW capacity 
the trust’s stake in the venture would provide 
167MW towards the gov ernment’s 500MW 
target. If 457MW maximum output is achieved 
it would contribute 206MW.

The Scottish government is currently 
considering another 32 applications for 
onshore windfarms, one offshore wind farm 
and one wave farm.

The full 41-pageViking decision is 
available on the government’s web site.

Many hurdles still to overcome as Viking
Energy moves towards final big decision

By JOHN ROBERTSON
The first giant wind turbine 
could be spinning in 2016 with all 
103 in action a year later. That 
depends on the Viking Energy 
Partnership formally sanctioning 
the estimated £556 million invest-
ment – a momentous decision 
expected in 18 months to two 
years’ time.

Before then there is a huge 
amount of work and several major 
hurdles to clear, according to 
Viking Partnership chairman Bill 
Manson. “The next 18 months will 
see more intensive work done than 
during the past eight years as we 
work up towards the actual final 
really big decision as to whether 
you go ahead with construction or 
not.”

The major upheaval – the civil 
works – that many are dreading 
will not get under way until after 
the big decision in late 2013 or 
early 2014, when up to 10 quarries 
and a network of roads will snake 
up into the peat and heather-
covered hills.

Viking project officer David 
Thomson said yesterday that 
from the first digger going in to 
the last digger coming out the 
windfarm was expected to take 
five years.

After decision day the partners 
will also have to lay down a multi-
million pound deposit to order 
the turbines from the chosen 
manufacturer.

Activity will be seen on the 
ground from now on. In fact last 
week a small plane buzzed over the 
Central Mainland and Lerwick for 
days updating Viking’s archive of 
detailed aerial photos of the 
windfarm site.

There is major site investigation 
work to be done, starting this sum-
mer, including possibly digging 
trial pits. The investigations are 
expected to cost several millions of 
pounds.

The next two years is also 
needed for finalising connection 
and transmission charging, agree-
ing construction contracts, signing 
long-term trading deals for the 
electricity produced by the wind-
farm, arranging loans and sorting 
out the lucrative deals for 
crofters and landowners to use 
their land. 

With the consent now in the bag 
Viking is in a stronger position to 
lobby the various agencies which 
control its destiny, including the 
UK government. The electricity 
regulator Ofgem is to cut trans-
mission charges in Scotland but 
there is still a crucial battle to be 
continued to stop Highland and 
Islands-based power generators 

continuing to be penalised by high 
charges for sending electricity a 
long distance.

Mr Thomson said the charges 
facing Viking were still uncertain, 
which remained “a concern” for 
the partners with an obvious effect 
on profitability. However, their 
business case is based on worst-
case scenario figures, he said. 

Viking still has its long-standing 
connection agreement with Nation-
al Grid which puts it in a queue to 
get the 600MW interconnector 
cable laid on the seabed in 2016.

SSE’s transmission subsidiary 
SHETL still has to apply for full 
planning permission for its large 
converter station in picturesque 
Upper Kergord, which it got out-
line permission for. An appli cation 
is expected in the summer which 
will reveal what the controversial 
building looks like and how it is 
proposed to “hide” it from view. 

SHETL already has permission 
for the positive/negative polarity 
DC cables and its mainland 
converter station.

Back in the office, the Viking 
Energy Partnership is already 
trawling through the small print of 
the energy minister’s consent offer 
to ensure there are no hidden 
problems among the 50 conditions. 
It will then prepare reports for its 
shareholders about funding for the 
next steps until decision day, which 
are expected to cost the partners 
another £14 million. 

The requirement to get the 
charitable trust trustees to back 
spending their share – a further 
£6.3 million of trust funds – is a 
major hurdle to be cleared very 
soon. A report on the matter was 
withdrawn suddenly from last 
week’s trust meeting, apparently 
due to a lack of available trustees 
in Shetland.

The trust hopes to have a revised 
report in front of trustees “within 
the next few weeks”, according to 
Mr Manson, although it is not yet 
clear whether that means recalling 
the existing trustees before they 
cease to hold office at the council 
elections on 3rd May or waiting 
until afterwards when the 22 new 
councillors join the pro-Viking 
independent trustee Bobby Hunter 
and Anderson High School head 
Valerie Nicolson.

The partnership also plans to 
publish a programme of activity 
soon, outlining key stages in the 
process of financing, procurement 
and construction. 

Confidence that the windfarm 
will now go ahead stems from 
various factors, not least the claim 
that no windfarm in the UK has 
failed to go ahead after gaining 
consent. 

Up-to-date assessments of the land, including those suffering peat erosion at the top of the Mid Kames ridge, will be carried out. 
 Photo: Dave Donaldson

Viking will look with SSE for the most effective turbines.

Not a landscape sacrifice, says Ewing

While Shetland has the bonus 
attraction for investors of 
strong winds and an expected 
exception ally high windfarm 
efficiency of over 40 per cent it 
also carries higher risk of 
problems from the harsh weather 
and higher costs, particularly 
relating to construction and 
transmission.

Last week in his withdrawn 
report to the charitable trust its 
financial controller Jeff Goddard, 
who is close to the Viking project, 
was bold enough to state that con-
sent meant that, barring anything 
unforeseen, the windfarm would 
be built.

Mr Manson did not disagree this 
week but said there was “still 
much to do” before the windfarm 
“becomes a certainty”.

There is some doubt as to whe-
ther the trust will still be involved 
as a partner by that stage or 
will take the money and get out – 
which could ultimately be around 
£140 million for its coffers if it 
hands on until the project is ready 
to go.
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December 2008: Tory MEP Struan 
Stevenson calls for a moratorium on 
windfarms.

December 2008: It’s said number of turbines 
could be cut to 120 or fewer.

February 2009: Councillor-trustees fail to 
make decisions on Viking over fears of a conflict 
of interest.

March 2009: Exhibitions showing models of 
150 turbines are held.

May 2009: It’s said windfarm may take half 
its lifetime to pay off emissions.

May 2009: Viking rules out a referendum.

May 2009: Objectors are given one month 
to make their submissions.

July 2009: An anti-windfarm petition gathers 
3,600 signatures.

July 2009: Councillors defy legal advice not 
to proceed with a windfarm vote.

July 2009: John Muir Trust objects to the plans.

July 2009: Viking parts company with its PR 
company.

July 2009: Sepa, SNH and RSPB all 
object.

August 2009: Allan Wishart becomes 
Viking’s project co-ordinator. 

September 2009: 48 per cent oppose 
windfarm in first Shetland Times poll, 31 per cent 
back it.

September 2009: Windfarm Supporters 
group established.

September 2009: Allison Duncan calls for 
referendum for everyone over 12.

April 2010: Four out of five general election 
candidates support windfarm.

June 2010: Banks willing to lend lion’s share 
of development.

August 2010: Ofgem announces review of 
transmission charges.

The reaction: open season for renewables carpet-
By NEIL RIDDELL

The contentious windfarm has caused a 
huge divide in opinion within Shetland. A 
poll carried out by this newspaper in 
December 2010 – immediately before SIC 
councillors voted 9-3 to approve the project 
– found 36 per cent in favour, 33 per cent 
opposed and 31 per cent undecided. Reaction 
to the government’s announcement this 
week was similarly mixed. 

Sustainable Shetland chairman Billy 
Fox, who is seeking election to the council 
next month, said he was “shocked” by 
the decision and suggested SNP energy 
minister Fergus Ewing had made a “grave 
mistake”. 

“This planning application has been 
railroaded through in a joint partnership 
between the Scottish Government and 
the developer,” he said. “It’s completely 
inappropriate for Shetland, and there’s no 
way it shouldn’t at the very least have gone 
to a public inquiry.”

Mr Fox pointed out that statutory 
consultee Scottish Natural Heritage had 
upheld its objection, which had been “ridden 
roughshod over”. 

Attention will now turn to the project’s 
economic viability and he suggested the 
scaled-down size of the windfarm will mean 
other projects will be needed to make an 
interconnector cable economically viable.

He fears there will now be “all sorts of 
renewable carpetbaggers” springing up, 
leading to a “proliferation” of turbines all 
over Shetland and the islands being turned 
into “one giant windfarm for the folk of the 
central belt of Scotland”. Controlling the 
scale of such developments will be “well-
nigh impossible”, he said.

Asked what campaigners have left in 
their arsenal to prevent the windfarm going 
ahead, Mr Fox said that if elected he may 
press for the council to “render this project 
unviable” by withdrawing its Busta Estate 
land from the development.

“Whether folk would take direct protest 
action is debatable,” he added. “It’s not in 
Shetland folk’s nature, it’s not in my nature, 
but there’s a frustration that will manifest 
itself in the coming weeks.”

Sustainable Shetland is to “consider its 
position and future” following consultation 
and discussion among members, but in the 
meantime remains “firmly opposed” to the 
Viking project. 

“Many turbines are still to be located too 
close to the occupied dwellings, and we 
believe the fragile blanket bog habitat 
remains unacceptably at risk of destruction 
or degradation,” the group said in a 
statement.

Sustainable Shetland continues to view 
the project as “unacceptably risky” in 
economic terms, saying investment in 
renewables should be “strategically and 

diversely directed, with the main emphasis 
being on reducing Shetland’s own carbon 
footprint and fuel poverty”. 

“We would hope still to persuade the 
community and its elected leaders that there 
are sustainable alternatives to be pursued 
which will be of long term benefit to these 
islands,” the group stated.

Windfarm supporters group spokes-
man Chris Bunyan, on the other hand, was 
“delighted” with the news, saying it “opens 
a whole new era” for Shetland. Viking and 
other renewables developments spawned by 
an interconnector cable to the national grid 
“can be as important as the coming of oil, 
perhaps even more so,” he said.

“We were expecting a reduction in the 
number of turbines, but with advances in 
technology and more efficient turbines this 
may not mean much of a reduction in 
production,” Mr Bunyan said.

“We know there will be people who 
are disappointed with the government’s 
approval, but we hope that now we can 
all begin moving forward and work together 
to ensure the windfarm goes ahead as 
smoothly as possible for the benefit of 
Shetland and with the least harm to the 
environment.”

Mr Bunyan said it was now important to 
ensure the interconnector gains approval. 
He suggested it would be “sensible to lay 
two cables while there’s a cable-laying 

operation underway as that would allow for 
future developments and cut the cost of 
having to go back and lay another cable in 
five or 10 years’ time”.

He acknowledged there would be prob-
lems and disruption caused by the wind-
farm’s construction, and said the developers 
must agree a “realistic” community benefit 
scheme with community councils which 
“reflects the much higher levels of 
production and profitability expected in 
the islands compared to the south”. 

SIC convener Sandy Cluness, who had 
previously said the project was too big, 
welcomed the reduction in turbine numbers. 
He had expected the minister to call a public 
inquiry.

He said he hoped the developers would 
still be able to remove turbine sites near 
communities such as Aith and South Nesting 
to address the concerns of people who face 
having to live close by.

“I think that in the long term it is going to 
be essential for Shetland to have an industry 
to replace the money that we are losing 
because of the rundown at Sullom Voe. As a 
long-term investment I think it is well 
worthwhile, together possibly with some 
wave and tidal energy projects as well.”

Mr Cluness said it was up to the new 
charitable trust to decide where to go from 
here, rather than the council. 

The soon-to-retire convener had to face 

protesters at Lerwick Town Hall in 2009 
when they handed over a petition containing 
over 3,600 signatures. At the time he said he 
believed most people were in favour of a 
windfarm but not such a large one. He told 
protesters that, as far as he was concerned, 
the windfarm would not happen unless it 
had public support.

In a short statement, Shetland Islands 
Council welcomed the consent, pointing to 
140 new jobs during the five-year construc-
tion phase and a further 34 estimated 
operational posts thereafter. 

The SIC’s economic development service 
began work on the windfarm back in 2001, 
some years before the Viking Energy ven-
ture, a joint project with SSE, was created.  

Though “mindful” that the project has 
aroused great concern for some in the com-
munity, the council said local construction 
firms and other businesses would benefit 
through supplying materials and equipment, 
while there would also be other economic 
spin-offs. 

One of the bodies most strongly opposed 
to the Viking proposal was Shetland 
Amenity Trust. Chairman Jimmy 
Moncrieff said he was saddened that the 
matter had not been put to a public inquiry 
to try and resolve complex issues relating to 
the windfarm’s potential impact on tourism 
and the environ ment. 

Other projects in pipeline
Depending on your point of view, the laying of an 
interconnector cable hooking Shetland up to the 
National Grid will either herald an exciting new 
industrial age or transform the islands into an unsightly 
wind factory whose main purpose is to keep the lights 
on in Glasgow and Edinburgh homes. 

What both sides agree is that, if it is built to transport 
energy from the Viking windfarm to the Scottish 
Mainland, the subsea connection will be the catalyst for 
a massive renewables industry to spring up in Shetland 
and its surrounding waters. 

Assuming Viking decides to source more efficient 
turbines to take its output to the maximum 457MW 
permitted by the consent it was granted this week, that 
will leave just under 150MW of spare capacity on the 
interconnector. 

Already on the slate are the Aegir wave farm off 
Burra, a tidal project in Bluemull Sound, two significant 
onshore windfarms at either end of Yell and a smaller 
private development in Cunningsburgh. 

Initially the Aegir wave farm – a joint venture 
between Pelamis and Vattenfall – would produce 10MW, 
but that could eventually rise as high as 100MW. 

European renewables outfit Enertrag hopes to build 
a windfarm of between 11 and 17 turbines – each up to 
163 metres in height – in the south-east corner of Yell, 
near Burravoe. 

North Yell Development Council (NYDC) has for 
many years been looking at a five-turbine project 
between Gutcher and Cullivoe, which has been held up 
due to lack of capacity on the local grid. 

NYDC is also placing an innovative tidal generator 
off the Ness of Cullivoe, which if successful could result 
in an array of such machines producing electricity in 
Bluemull Sound.

Meanwhile, Freelight (Shetland) Ltd’s three directors 
– Douglas, Jamie and Brian Halcrow – unveiled details 
of their plans for a trio of 70 metre high turbines on the 
hill of Culter Field, Cunningsburgh at a local community 
council meeting last week (see p.25 for more).

Articulating its fears of a gold rush-style dash for 
renewables, Sustainable Shetland this week said the 
door was now open for further windfarm applications 
to fill the added capacity on the interconnector. “Ironic-
ally, the environment and landscape are at increased risk 
of irrecoverable damage,” the group stated. 

Its members want renewables to be “strategically and 

diversely directed”, and hope they can still persuade 
those in power to pursue smaller scale alternatives to 
Viking.

Douglas Irvine, of the SIC’s economic development 
unit, said there were further expressions of interest in 
renewables not yet in the public domain. But he thinks 
a second onshore project on the enormous scale of 
Viking is unlikely to materialise.  

Instead, he expects to see “a lot of smaller projects” 
seeking to tap into the interconnector’s spare capacity. 
There is a lot of interest in marine renewables, which 
remain at an experimental stage, and Shetland could 
“really benefit from the work being done in Orkney at 
the moment”. 

Mr Irvine reckons that the total value of renewables 
to the Shetland economy could ultimately exceed £50 
million a year and, in the longer term, could provide “as 
many as 500 jobs”. 

“This is quite a day,” he said following the announce-
ment on Wednesday. “An enormous amount of time and 
effort has been put into this project over the years by 
council staff. They have been instrumental in achieving 
this transformational project for Shetland.

“With the developed windfarm and the interconnector 
in place, an innovative renewable energy industry will 
become a reality in Shetland. In time, there will be many 
more jobs, probably hundreds, with people engaged in 
wind power, tidal power and wave power projects.”

Mr Irvine said crofters may begin putting up mach-
ines on their own land, as already happens in Orkney, 
while community groups may also get in on the 
action. 

Work needs to be done to ensure as many of the 
various services required to support the industry can be 
provided locally, he continued. There could also be 
scope for engineering and other renewables-related 
courses to be provided by Shetland College. 

“It’ll certainly give a boost to confidence for younger 
folk, looking around for what the future might be,” he 
said. 

Energy giant SSE also wants to build a 6.9MW 
windfarm north of Gremista, with three turbines almost 
as big as those Viking Energy plans to use. It is part of 
the NINES project, which SSE says is part of its plans 
to create a so-called smart grid so that smaller windfarms 
can be built without having to wait for the interconnector. 
 Neil Riddell

A tidal generator is proposed by Aegir for a site off Burra.

Turbines removed from 
North Mainland area
The whole North Mainland will be 
free of wind turbines due to concern 
for the safety of planes and heli-
copters flying oil workers in and 
out of Scatsta Airport.

While the decision is a relief for 
people in the area opposed to the 
windfarm, it means no share in the 
multi-million pound cash bonanza 
for crofters and landowners in the 
area between Brae and Mossbank, 
which includes Shetland Islands 
Council as owners of the Busta 
Estate.

Scottish energy minister Fergus 
Ewing said he refused the chain of 
24 turbines because of the objection 
by Scatsta Airport operator Serco 
Aviation, Defence and Nuclear, 
which was unable to be resolved.

Serco, which is licensed to run 

the council-owned airport, has had 
a strained relationship with Viking 
stretching back at least seven years. 
It objected to the original appli-
cation for 150 turbines due to 
concerns posed to flight safety by 
large structures on nearby hilltops 
and a threat to “operational 
procedures” at the airfield. Turbines 
can also interfere with radar 
signals.

Some of Serco’s concerns were 
addressed when Viking cut out 23 
turbines, mainly in the North Main-
land, but it still maintained its 
objection. 

Viking had believed technical 
solutions could be found to the 
problems but it became clear that 
that would not be possible due to a 
plan by Serco to improve navigation 

aids to allow pilots to descend lower 
during difficult visibility before 
having to decide whether or not to 
land. 

Talks to try to resolve the 
problem foundered when Serco 
insisted that all 24 turbines would 
have to go from the hills around the 
airport. The minister has backed 
Serco’s view.

The difficulties accommodating 
the needs of Scatsta Airport may 
yet continue because Viking 
will have to submit an “aviation 
mitigation scheme” to the govern-
ment for approval before it can start 
building the windfarm. It may 
also have to provide distance-
measuring equip ment to help with 
the airport’s re vised instrument 
flight procedures.

The windfarm will be in the Central Mainland only after turbines were removed from around 
Scatsta Airport.
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September 2010: Viking proposes cutting 
out 23 turbines.

November 2010: Council ruling on 
converter station is delayed for second time.

November 2010: Sepa withdraws objection.

December 2010: SNH maintains its 
objection to the plans.

December 2010: More people support 
windfarm (36 per cent) than oppose it (33 per 
cent) in second Shetland Times poll.

December 2010: Councillors vote by 9-3 
to recommend planning approval to Scottish 
ministers.

February 2011: Council finally approves 
application for converter station.

February 2011: 300 people march against 
the windfarm.

March 2011: Energy minister Chris Huhne 
ups ante over move to reduce transmission 
charges.

April 2011: Tavish Scott refuses to side one 
way on the windfarm debate.

August 2011: Sustainable Shetland comp-
lains to Standards Commission about conduct 
of 10 councillors.

November 2011: Viking says windfarm 
may be further slimmed down amid fears over 
Scatsta air safety.

March 2012: Allan Wishart says trust should 
retain stake in Viking.

April 2012: Windfarm approved by energy 
minister Fergus Ewing.

“I’m disappointed, given the fact that 
there was such a split within the community 
on it, that issues weren’t taken to a public 
inquiry,” he told The Shetland Times. “The 
type of objections we raised related to the 
potential damage to Shetland’s reputation as 
an unspoilt island, and the possible adverse 
impact on tourism. 

“Tourism has been increasing – last 
year was a record year – and the whole 
promotion of Shetland abroad is based on 
the brand values of wildlife, unspoilt areas, 
nature.”

Mr Moncrieff said other issues, such as 
the displacement of large volumes of peat, 
had not been considered properly. 

The amenity trust is “extremely in 
favour” of renewables, but he thinks onshore 
wind “has had its day” and would prefer to 
see investment in offshore wind and tidal 
projects. “It’s a shame to spoil the landscape 
for that very short term gain – if it’s going to 
be a gain,” he said.

He added: “If it’s going to happen, we as 
an organisation will get on with it and try 
and make it work for Shetland, there’s no 
question about that.”

John Muir Trust chief executive Stuart 
Brooks said a public inquiry should have 
been called to examine the application given 
the scale of opposition both nationally and 
locally.

The wildlife conservation charity said 

there was “little indication” that fears 
regard ing peatland and wildlife had been 
addressed adequately. He said Mr Ewing’s 
decision sent a “very clear signal that any 
wild landscape is vulnerable to industrialisa-
tion on a massive scale without statutory 
protection”.

“This is quite possibly the largest in-
dustrial development in the history of Shet-
land,” Mr Brooks said. “The scale of impact 
on the world renowned natural landscape of 
these islands is unimaginable.”

He added: “In addition to the environ-
mental impacts, it was clear from the outset 
that this development did not have the full 
support of the local community. It has 
received more than twice as many objections 
as letters of support, despite a well-funded 
PR campaign to convince Shetlanders of its 
merits.”

RSPB Scotland’s head of planning and 
development Aedán Smith commended 
Viking’s “significant efforts” to reduce the 
project’s impact on Shetland’s unique wild-
life, but said more should have been done to 
minimise the environmental consequences.

“The development will make a welcome 
contribution to meeting our ambitious re-
newables targets in Scotland, and will help 
to meet the challenge of climate change,” 
Mr Smith said.

“However, the developers and Scottish 
ministers should have gone much further to 

try and ensure that any negative consequen-
ces would be minimised, and it is dis-
appointing that they have decided to risk the 
Shetland environment, as well as birds like 
whimbrel, with such a large scale proposal 
in their heartland.”

He continued that it was now “absolutely 
critical” for the developers to make signi-
ficant long term investment in research and 
habitat management so that the negative 
impacts can be “both offset and significantly 
reduced”. 

“There are significant opportunities to 
deliver environmental enhancement across 
Shetland which will benefit wildlife and 
tourism. We look forward to working with 
the Viking developers to deliver this,” Mr 
Smith added.

Fraser Grieve of the Scottish Council 
for Development and Industry said Shet-
land was “a prime location for an onshore 
windfarm, with a number of the most pro-
ductive turbines anywhere in the world and 
very short carbon payback on projects”. 

Mr Grieve said investing the income 
generated by the windfarm represented a 
“unique opportunity to diversify Shetland’s 
economy – one that must not be missed”.  

SSE’s director of onshore renewables 
David Gardner said the consent took 
Scotland another step closer to achieving its 
climate change targets.

“Shetland has a fantastic wind resource 
which means that the Viking Energy 
windfarm will be one of the most productive 
sites in the world,” Mr Gardner said. 

“The partnership between SSE, an 
industry leader in renewables, and the 
Shetland Charitable Trust is extremely 
positive and has the ability to leave a lasting 
legacy for Shetland and for Scotland. 

The Scottish Wildlife Trust remains 
“very concerned” because the windfarm will 
be located in “extremely deep peat, some of 
which is over 2.5 metres deep”. The trust’s 
Dr Maggie Keegan said: “Now that it’s been 
approved, it’s vitally important that Viking 
Energy stick to their environmental 
commitments and provide a textbook 
example of how to restore a degraded peat 
land. This should increase the biodiversity 
value of the site and restore ecosystem 
services provided by ‘active’ bog such as 
storing carbon and purifying water.”

Shetland MSP Tavish Scott, who has 
taken a publicly neutral position and last 
year described the debate surrounding the 
windfarm as “personal, utterly divisive and 
unpleasant”, said: “The only comment I can 
make is that, given the Scottish government’s 
demanding targets for renewable energy 
I can’t say I’m surprised that they 
have approved the Viking windfarm 
proposal.”

Northern Isles MP Alistair Carmichael 
said: “Having always said that I was in 
favour in principle, but had concerns about 
the size of the Viking Energy project, I am 
inclined to see this as an encouraging 
development.

“I will want to see the rationale for the 
decision and to hear the views of local 
resi dents, many of whom will remain 
affected. It will also be more important 
than ever that the community should 
be given clear answers on the economics 
of the project, as a reduction of this 
size must have an impact on that.”

The SNP’s two Lerwick council 
candi dates, Danus Skene and Iain 
Morrison, both welcomed the announce-
ment. Mr Mor rison said the windfarm would 
“transform Shetland environmentally and 
economic ally”, and the decision showed 
that the government has “the best interest of 
Shet land and the local community at its 
heart”. Highlands and Islands list MSP Jean 
Urquhart said she was “pleased” the wind-
farm had been given the green light, while 
SNP MEP Alyn Smith, a member of the 
European Parliament’s energy committee, 
said it was “fantastic to see that all 
areas, from the south of Scotland to the 
Northern Isles, can benefit from the energy 
windfall”.

baggers or the dawn of a new era for the isles?

Bitterness and anger felt 
across Nesting and Aith

By RYAN TAYLOR
With the prospect of giant turbines 
almost on their doorsteps, many 
people in the communities of Nest-
ing and Aith have been opposed to 
the windfarm from day one. News 
that energy minister Fergus Ewing 
has now approved the project was 
greeted in these areas with anger and 
incredulity.

Many detest the fact that they will 
have to live their lives in the shadow 
of the windmills and there is resent-
ment that their opinions have been 
ignored by Viking Energy in its rush 
to put profit above preservation of 
the landscape.

The widespread bitterness about 
the windfarm’s approval was clear 
to see on Wednesday, when news of 
the green light for the 103 turbines 
began to sink in.

Among those who spoke out was 
photographer Ivan Hawick, whose 
South Nesting home will soon look 
out onto dozens of windmills, gener-
ating unwanted noise and causing 
disturbance to wildlife.

He harked back to a roadshow 
meeting in the South Nesting Hall, 
which had been staged by Viking 
Energy during the project’s difficult, 
and lengthy, gestation. 

“The view that they showed 
people was done from an elevation 
of 10 metres, and it didn’t look that 
bad because it only showed you 20-
odd [turbines] and some tips above 
the hill.

“But what they failed to mention 

was what folk, the likes of me up 
nearly 40 metres high were going to 
see. I’m going to see about 70 from 
my window.”

He insisted people had been told 
“a lot of rubbish” and had been 
“deceived”. He was also concerned 
about the level of noise the turbines 
would make.

“I can’t see how that many tur-
bines a couple of miles away from 
the house are going to be completely 
silent. I’m really worried about it.

“I can’t believe it’s not going to a 
[public] inquiry either. They are just 
going to go in and destroy that quan-
tity of delicate bird habitat. It beg-
gars belief how they can do that.” 

Marie Manson, from Girlsta, was 
in the Nesting Shop when she heard 
the news.

She re-iterated the views held by 
many that it would not be of any 
benefit to people in the isles.

“It’s just steamrolling over the 
Shet land folk. There is a big prop-
ortion of people who don’t want it,” 
she said.

There was criticism, too, in Lind-
say and Carol Nicol’s home.  

Mr Nicol had been particularly 
angered by Mr Ewing’s announce-
ment. He called the go-ahead “an 
absolute disgrace” and described 
the windfarm as “a big blot on the 
landscape”.

“I think there should have been a 
referendum for Shetlanders, because 
the islands are becoming a big wind-
farm in my opinion.  

“I don’t think the Scottish govern-
ment should have been allowed to 
have made a decision that affects the 
population of Shetland.”

Mrs Nicol argued Viking had 
failed to address legitimate concerns 
which people held.

“They have consulted, but I don’t 
think they have provided answers to 
the right questions,” she said.

Others voiced fears the agricul-
tural community would suffer, with 
one crofter – who did not wish to 
be named – insisting grazing for 
sheep would be reduced, and bird 
com munities would be greatly 
disturbed.

Over the years many critics have 
insisted they were supportive of 
windfarms in general, but remained 
against Viking’s proposal because of 
its size and scale.

Ellis Keith would no doubt count 
himself among those. He said he 
was not against windfarms as such, 
but too much was at threat from 
Viking’s grandiose plans.

“I’m not against windmills, and 
I’m not against even quite a large 
windfarm in Shetland, but I think 
[Viking Energy] is possibly detri-
mental to tourism, possibly detri-
mental to our moorland and probably 
detrimental to birds.” 

Sixteen-year-old Zoey Syming-
ton, a farm worker, said one of the 
turbines would be too close to her 
house for comfort.

“I don’t like the idea of it. They 
are going to be so big. We’re going 

to hear it all the time.”
But behind all the vitriol and 

bad-feeling, there was evidence 
some people were willing to see the 
turbines go up.

Rhoda Sandison said she was 
“quite happy” it had been approved. 
History, she said, was repeating 
itself, and Shetland needed to make 
the most of the opportunities that 
were on offer.

“There was as big a song and 
dance when the oil was coming to 
Shetland. The biggest majority of 
folk didn’t want oil. Where would 
we be today if we didn’t have the 
oil?”

In Aith there was little sign of 
such support, however. Lorna Mon-
crieff said she had felt “devastated” 
by the news. Like many, she had 
harsh words to say about the con-
sultation process that has gone on, 
and was concerned the value of her 
house could take a tumble once the 
turbines are up and running.

“It’s alright for them in Lerwick 
and the south end. They’re not going 
to have to sit and look at it, but we’re 
going to have to look at it every 
day.

“It’s not as if we can move. We’ll 
not be able to move because we 
won’t be able to sell the house, 
anyway.”

Her husband, Jim, levelled criti-
cism at the Scottish energy minister, 
and referred to recent reports Mr 
Ewing had used tax havens to invest 
his cash.

Young farm worker and athlete Zoey Symington, from North 
Nesting, thinks the turbines will be too close to the houses. 
 Photo: Jim Nicolson

Rhoda Sandison from South Nesting is supportive of the 
windfarm.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

Milkman and photographer Ivan Hawick, from South Nesting, 
is “gutted” by the decision.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

John Read of Robertson & Read and his sister Marie Manson, 
both from Girlsta.  Photo: Jim Nicolson

“Last week Fergus Ewing was 
under scrutiny for having £200,000 
in offshore accounts. The man has 
no integrity to speak of how we are 
going to be effected in Shetland.”

Trevor Tindall insisted the possi-
bilities offered by tidal power should 
have been explored more fully 
before a final decision was made on 
the Viking project.

“There are four things that happen 
every day, without fail. The tide 
goes in and goes out, twice in 24 
hours. To me, that is what they 
should have been looking at.”

Meanwhile, retired head teacher 
Jim Nicolson said he had been 
“disappointed, but not surprised”.

“I thought it was likely that, given 
the stance being taken by the Scot-
tish government, that they would 
give approval to it.

“However Viking Energy’s posi-
tion has always been that the number 
of windmills being proposed were 
the minimum that would be required 
for the project to go ahead. I would 
be interested to know if that’s still 
their position.”

Asked what should happen now, 
he said he would be making his 
position clear to the new council 
once it is elected in May, as well as 
the trustees of the charitable trust.

Oliver Cheyne from Aith said: 
“I’m devastated by the news. It’s 
going to be the finish of the hills in 
that part of Shetland. It’s going to be 
a catastrophe for the burns, wiping 
out the troots. When [peat] moor 
gets going there’s nothing can stop 
it – it goes like a sledge. I’m sitting 
here trying to control my anger 
because it’s all about money.”
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It is now almost two whole years 
since we formed the coalition gov-
ern ment at Westminster and it is 
interesting to reflect on the way in 
which the business of government 
has changed over that time.

At no time is this more obvious 
than when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer delivers a budget. For a 
single-party government this is 
normally a fairly routine matter as 
the Treasury constructs a package 
based on the political priorities of 
the party in power.

For a coalition government, how-
ever, the process is different as you 
have not one but two parties who 
have sometimes very different 
political priorities. The differences 
between the coalition parties were 
most clearly illustrated on the 
question of tax cuts.

For Liberal Democrats our 
priority was to push on further and 
faster with the raising of the personal 
tax allowance towards the £10,000 
level that we had in our manifesto at 
the 2010 general election. In that we 
scored a notable success with the 
allowance being lifted to over 
£9,200, just short of double the 
previously planned increase.

I would never pretend that it will 
be the answer to all the local people 
with debt and money problems but 
for people on low and middle in-
comes it is a welcome boost and one 
which benefits the lowest earners 
disproportionately as it can remove 
them from paying tax completely.

For the Conservatives in govern-
ment the priority was to reduce the 
highest rate of tax for people earning 
in excess of £150,000 from 50 per 
cent to 45 per cent. It is no state 
secret that in the negotiations leading 
up to the budget this was one of the 
more difficult areas.

The calculation that government 
requires to make is at what point 
does it become cheaper for people to 
pay an accountant to avoid paying 
tax than it is simply to pay the tax? 
It would seem that many of these 
highest rate tax payers have been 
doing exactly that. Instead of raising 
the almost £3 billion it had originally 
been hoped, it has in fact been rais-
ing just over £1 billion and the 
independently estimated cost of 
reducing the rate from 50 per cent to 
45 per cent is expected to be in the 
region of £100 million.

Set against that reduction we 
were able to secure a package of 
measures that closed down a lot of 
these loopholes, cracked down hard 
on the super-rich avoiding stamp 
duty liability and which increased 
the rate of stamp duty on very high 
value properties. The estimated gain 
from that pack age is £500 million. 
That being the package on offer, we 
felt a deal could be done.

A Liberal Democrat government, 
I suspect, might not have cut the 
highest rate of tax at this time. A 
Conservative one might not have 
raised the personal tax allowance to 
benefit low and middle income 
earners.As a coalition, however, a 
comp romise has been reached that 
takes more overall from high 
earners. A compromise that achieves 
that is not to be sneered at.

LETTER FROM 
WESTMINSTER

Alistair 
Carmichael MP

“
”

THE OLD ROCK
 06.04.12

A windfarm
Like it or loathe it, we are now more than 

likely going to have to learn to live with a 
large windfarm in the Central Mainland, 
one of the most productive in the world 

according to the developer.
Energy minister Fergus Ewing’s statement on 

Wednesday was heavy with talk of the potential 
financial benefits of the project to the isles, not 
insignificant at a time when the council is slashing 
and burning after a decade of fiscal laxity, and even 
more significant if the present transmission charging 
regime can be made more equitable (there are signs 
that this is in the offing). Mr Ewing also insisted 
that the habitat management plan would enhance 
the environment and help the wildlife that live in it. 
These claims are of course hotly contested, and will 
continue to be.

There is now special onus on Viking to live up to its 
promises and on Shetland Charitable Trust to ensure 
that the risks of such a huge investment are minimised. 

(In public debate it is often assumed that the trust has 
been just as wasteful in recent years as the council, 
when in fact it has been a model of financial probity 
by comparison.)

With the interconnector to the Scottish mainland 
bound to have spare capacity, there is the potential 
danger of proliferation of large-scale projects. This 
should be resisted by council planners: the current five 
non-Viking renewables schemes under development 
or at research phase are small and should serve as the 
benchmark for any additional projects.

Construction work on the windfarm is unlikely to 
begin for at least two years. In the interim, it is to be 
hoped that Viking will be as transparent as possible 
about its activities and that both it and the trust 
will subject its financial projections to independent 
analysis. The project has been and will continue to 
be enormously contentious – now that it is upon us, it 
must be shown to be worthwhile.

It must be shown 
to be worthwhile

Mary Blance   Cathy Feeny   Donald S Murray   Drew Ratter   Danus Skene   Malachy Tallack

SPAEKAL ATION
I can’t remember exactly how old I was 
when I was given my first camera, but I can 
remember the camera. It was a Kodak 
Instamatic: a little box of plastic and metal 
that took square photographs, four by four 
inches. Probably I still have it somewhere, 
tucked away among other relics that will 
never again find a purpose, but from which 
it is difficult to part.

I seem to think that I carried that camera 
everywhere, and probably made a nuisance 
of myself with it, too. Certainly, when I was 
a little older and had graduated to a model 
capable of capturing rectangular images, I 
took a lot of photographs. I was, for a time, 
obsessed.

In the days before digital, a click of the 
shutter was not an inconsequential thing. 
Each such click would eventually come 
back to you, tucked inside stiff paper 
folders, as a record of your memories and 
your mistakes. For always there were 
mistakes: strange, indistinct blurs; ghostly 
faces lost in ultra-soft focus. 

These photographs, both good and bad, 
accumulated over several years inside a 
drawer in my bedroom. Rarely looked at, 
but regularly added to, the pictures piled up 
higher and higher until that drawer would 
neither open nor close without considerable 

difficulty. And then, in a moment of 
youthful impetuosity, I threw them away. 

Aged 16, perhaps, I piled scores of those 
envelopes, with hundreds of photographs 
and negatives, into a black plastic bag and 
disposed of them, saving just a few dozen 
pictures.

It was a stupid thing to do, and I 
regretted my decision at exactly the 
moment I realised it was too late to get 
them back. Today, I can’t remember any of 
those images, but I wish that I could see 
each one of them again, blurs and all.

Those few pictures that were saved are 
now gathered in a single album: a highly 
edited gallop through my mid-childhood 
years, right up to the point – not long after I 
threw away those pictures – when I gave up 
photography as a hobby. 

Among the 20 or so remaining images 
that were taken with the Instamatic are two 
or three family portraits. In one, my parents 
and my brother are seated in front of a 
Christmas tree, probably on the day I was 
given the camera. Empty wrapping paper 

lies strewn on the sofa beside them. In a 
second, my brother stands with his arm 
around a snowman’s shoulders, the pair of 
them smiling broadly despite the cold. 

Another of those early pictures – this 
one crudely cut into an even smaller square 
– shows a dense cluster of flowers, 
somewhat misfocused but still impressive. 
It is a burst of shocking pink blossoms, like 
an explosion of confetti.

The plant was one that I had grown, 
when I was aged just eight or nine. I had 
put the seeds into the ground and then 
forgotten about them. No foresight, no 
care. Until this marvellous thing had 
appeared. 

I don’t know why I recall this, but I do: 
they were Brompton stocks. And there 
were two clumps of them, one pink and 
one white. They were the first flowers for 
which I had ever been responsible, and for 
a long time they were the last. 

I took the picture because I was proud of 
them. The plants were big and the blooms 
extravagant. And despite the absence of 

care or attention in my cultivation 
technique, I was fairly proud of myself, too. 
I can still remember an elderly woman 
stopping to admire the display as she passed 
our driveway. And I can remember the 
disbelief in her voice when I told her that it 
was me who was the gardener.

For years now, that early burst of 
horticultural enthusiasm has lain dormant. I 
have had no further interest in flowers. 
When I have thought of them at all I have 
thought of them as a waste of energy and 
space, and I have limited my involvement 
with gardening to the purely utilitarian: 
vegetables for food, trees for shelter. The 
rest: superfluous. 

Recently, though, as the first blooms of 
spring began to emerge, something 
changed. I was reminded again of those 
glorious Brompton stocks, and of that little 
photograph. I am relieved now that I kept it, 
and that it did not end up, like so many 
others, in the bottom of a black bag. But I 
think that had it been lost, or even had it 
never been taken, I would still have 
remembered. And I think, too, that I would 
still have changed my mind. For where else 
do we find pleasure but in the superfluous? 
And where else can pleasure be so easily 
cultivated but in the garden?
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