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        IV4 7LP 
 
        April 12 2014 

  

 
The Community Councillors, 
Strathglass Community Council 
(via individual mail or e-mail) 

Dear Councillor, 

Strathglass Community Council Meeting held on April 3 2014 

As you are aware, this group represents a very significant proportion of the adult population of the 

Strathglass Council area. We are seriously concerned about the conduct and outcome of the above 

referenced meeting as follows: 

 Our letter to the Strathglass Community Council dated March 10 2014 was omitted, either 

deliberately or inadvertently, from the agenda for this meeting. (This letter advised the 

Community Council that the local membership of GAFSN had risen to 203 and requested 

confirmation that the Community Council would formally object to the proposed wind-farm 

development at Beinn Mhor as had been previously agreed.) The ‘Correspondence’ section 

of the agenda was then considered in private by the Community Councillors prior to the 

posted start time for the April 3 meeting. We can only assume that these two events were 

connected and we do not believe that this was procedurally or ethically correct. 

 A number of letters of support for GAFSN were delivered to the Community Council Chair’s 

house prior to the April 3rd meeting but these received no acknowledgement or mention at 

the meeting. 

 A general assertion was made at the meeting by one of the Community Councillors, Edward 

Redmond, that community residents had been subjected to undue pressure and duress 

during GAFSN’s membership drive. No specific evidence was presented by Councillor 

Redmond to support his assertion. 

 The Chair held up some letters she had received from members of the community as 

evidence that ‘letters of complaint’ about the ‘No Campaign’ had been received. We believe 

that the letters held up by the Chair included, albeit not deliberately, the letters of support 

referenced above. Regrettably this served to give the impression to the Community 

Councillors and other attendees that there were more letters of complaint than was actually 

the case.  

 A major stake-holder in the proposed Beinn Mhor windfarm was allowed to make a blatant 

sales pitch at the meeting which included the distribution of brochures and other literature 

supporting the proposed Beinn Mhor development. This was not on the agenda for the 

meeting and was not considered under ‘AOCB’.  Whilst we believe in the right of all parties 



to have their views considered, we do not believe that the way this was handled was 

procedurally or ethically correct. 

The result of some or all of the above was that the Community Council voted to renege on the 

commitment that it had made at its February 20 2014 meeting. At that meeting, following a proposal 

by Paul Stirling which was seconded by Community Councillor Edward Redmond, it was agreed that 

no ballot would be required if the ‘No Campaign’ could collect the names of 200 Strathglass 

residents as evidence that the majority of local opinion was against the proposed development. 

There were no votes against the proposal and the agreement was recorded in the minutes. 

The Community Council has now reverted to the idea of holding a ballot but we do not believe that 

the Community Council has the physical or financial resources to conduct a robust, comprehensive 

and controlled ballot in the time-frame required. The twelve weeks from Wpd’s notice of intent to 

apply for planning has expired and their planning application could now be lodged at any time. A 

meaningful ballot would, in our view, have to include every adult resident and home-owner (Council 

Tax payer) in the area and be mailed out with pre-addressed reply envelopes. Covering the 

necessary people while working from the edited electoral list will prove very difficult if not 

impossible. The ballot papers would need to be numbered or bar-coded to ensure a proper control 

and prevent abuse. 

Given that the letters of complaint are at the core of the current situation we should like to see 
them. Once those letters were sent to the Community Council they entered the public domain and 
we should like to understand the specific nature of the complaints. These letters were used by the 
Community Council in a public forum to discredit the considerable work done by a group of our 
members and hiding them from us is completely inappropriate. Please send copies of these letters to 
the undersigned or let him know when and where representatives of GAFSN can view them. 
 
The feedback we have received from some of our members regarding the Community Council’s  
u-turn has been that their trust in the Community Council has been severely dented. 
 
For all the reasons noted above we would urge the Community Council to honour the public 
commitment that it made on February 20 to support the ‘No Campaign’ without the need for a 
ballot. 
 
Time is very much of the essence and we should appreciate your formal response to this letter by no 
later than April 18 2014. We should also welcome the opportunity to meet with the Community 
Council members at the earliest possible date to discuss the way forward. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
For Glen Affric – Friends Say No  
 
 
 
John Dalziel 
Chairman, Glen Affric Friends Say No 
 

 


