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HIGH NUNTON SOLAR FARM 

Ref: 21/2490/FUL 

 

APPENDIX A 

 

 

SUMMARY 

 

1. The application is a large document and it can be difficult to see the bigger picture, which is that 

the solar farm is the wrong development in the wrong place. 

 

2. The Applicant’s case rests on the balance to be struck between (a) the harm caused to local people 

and places, and (b) the benefit of obtaining renewable energy. But that balance no longer needs to 

be struck because we already know, for example, that Scotland’s target of securing gross 

electricity from renewables will have been reached long before High Nunton started to operate. 

 

3. The Applicant’s claims about biodiversity gains are one of several attempts to greenwash the 

proposal, which seeks to replace an open, settled farmland landscape with a sea of 45,000 solar 

panels, units the size of shipping containers, and a transmission network that would stretch from 

Borgue to Tongland through the Solway Coast Regional Scenic Area. 

 

Key considerations 

 

4. The appendices cover many topics, but only because the development gives rise to such a wide 

range of issues that are key considerations the Planning Authority must take into account in 

determining where the planning balance lies. 

 

5. Appendix B begins by highlighting 

 

 the deficiencies in the evidence that has been provided by the Applicant; 

 the extensive greenwashing of the application, and 

 the variable quality of the survey work on which the Applicant’s case rests. 

 

6. Appendix C explains that the Planning Authority and Scottish Ministers refused earlier 

applications by the Maitland family to place renewable energy projects on the same site, because 

of their harmful impact on the Solway Coast Regional Scenic Area. 
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7. Appendix D notices the Applicant’s many failures to comply with the basic requirements of the 

pre-application consultation process, and the extent to which High Nunton Solar abused that 

process by using it as a marketing exercise to promote the development. 

 

8. Appendix E demonstrates 

 

 the need for the Applicant to provide further information to allow the Planning Authority to 

reach a reasoned conclusion on the significant effects of the development; 

 the need to verify much of the information the Applicant has already supplied, and 

 the actions that appear to have been taken to procure the grant of planning permission, which 

may constitute statutory offences. 

 

9. Appendix F shows how the Applicant failed to consider any reasonable alternatives to the 

development proposal, for example in relation to its location or the technology used. 

 

10. Appendix G explains why the development is significantly contrary to the local development 

plan, including the fact that the proposal 

 

 does not respect the scale, character and appearance of the Borgue Peninsula; 

 would harm high-quality habitats used by birds and European protected species, and impair 

important water bodies, and  

 would adversely affect the factors that were taken into account in designating the Solway 

Coast Regional Scenic Area and the Solway Firth Special Protection Area. 

 

11. Appendix H shows the extent to which the Applicant failed to assess the negative impacts of the 

grid connection that is needed to link High Nunton with the national energy market; and how the 

development would harm the health and wellbeing of local people, and how it would create a 

precedent that could lead to solar farms being constructed at other locations in Dumfries and 

Galloway.  

 

Conclusion 

 

12. In the “energy v. environment” balance that needs to be struck because of climate change, the 

balance now comes down strongly against the Applicant, with the result that permission to 

construct the solar farm should be refused as it would have a severe negative impact on the people 

and places of the Borgue Peninsula.  


