
Dear Mrs Martin, 

 

I would like to object to the above wind farms, Just North of Newton Stewart. 

Please see my 8 points below and why i think they are out of scale and in the wrong place. I do 

NOT object to every wind farm in Galloway, far from it and it think renewables, including wind 

turbines have their place. However Galloway and south Ayrshire now have literally hundreds of 

industrial scale wind turbines, and i feel our area is taking an unreasonable burden of these 

industrial turbines and certainly not an equitable share. Galloway has done its bit - we are now 

full. 

I am told Scotland has about 12 GW of installed capacity at the moment and Scot Govt is 

aiming for 80 GW by 2050 ?? 

If that is the case Scotland will have to increase its capacity by 6.6 X ....... I have no doubt 

Galloway will have most of this burden, so lets say i expect Galloway to have ten times the 

amount of turbines by 2050. Has Scot Govt sacrificed Galloway so the entire UK can have net 

zero ?? - the amount of turbines present and proposed and in scoping would suggest so ...... 

The scale of these projects is unimaginable ... i was trying to get an idea of scale recently. The 

ones at Blair hill will be 850 ft (with light on) - I have been up the Eiffel tower a few times and the 

top observation deck towers over the city of Paris, it touches the clouds .. It feels like you are 

looking out of an aeroplane window - well these turbines will be only about 20m short of that ! - 

with the backdrop the beautiful and enigmatic Galloway hills ... what is proposed is so 

demonstrably out of scale and in the wrong place it verges on crassness and will utterly and 

irredeemably deface these Hills forever . I see we have a fight on our hands - because the 

amount of new applications and scoping for these turbines in Galloway is relentless .. I call for a 

complete moratorium on building any more in Galloway. 

I want to object on the following grounds > 

1. Galloway (and South Ayrshire) have more than their fair share if wind farm developments and we 

now have these industrial turbines from the back of Glenluce in an almost continuous line all the way 

up to Barrhill and many more in the Carsphairn area too. the Cumulative effect of these is now an 

unreasonable burden for our area to absorb ! ........ we have literally about 300 of these industrial 

scale turbines in the South west .. enough is enough .. we are saturated !! 

2. If this were not enough these turbines will be over twice as high as the largest ones (820ft high) 

and will be seen as far away as Whithorn. They will all have red lighting on them at night to protect 

from possible plane strikes ........ I think rather than a dark sky park and the beautiful biosphere we 

have i fear it will resemble Blackpool at the time of the illuminations ! Even during the day they will 

be stark from about any angle.  

3. These developments are too big and in the wrong place. At least most of the developments have 

been at the top of the Luce and Bladnoch where few people go, but these will festoon the base of 

our Galloway hills. 

4. Galloway is wanting to apply for national park status - this will be a disaster for this bid. 

5. Scotland (when the wind blows) produces over twice the power it needs for the whole nation 

from renewables. (see the article in the independent) Scotland generating enough wind energy to 

https://www.independent.co.uk/climate-change/news/scotland-wind-power-on-shore-renewable-energy-climate-change-uk-a9013066.html


power two Scotlands | The Independent | The Independent ....... I would like to add that Scot Govt 

wants to increase the installed development of wind my a factor of 3-5. If we are producing enough 

power for our nation then why do we need to produce more? I think the simple answer is that it 

helps Scotlands GDP / GVA figures and they can say they are a net energy exporter. England and 

Wales no longer want these things and it seems Galloway seems more than keen to produce power 

for the rest of the UK so they can meet their net zero targets ?? - this is NOT acceptable .. 

6. Corporations are behind much of this ... Huge conglomerates such as Blackrock, Vanguard, JP 

Morgan Chase have trillions of dollars invested of clients funds into these companies such as EDF, 

Iberdrola etc .... its a guaranteed return, looks good for their investors, it is a carbon offset for large 

multinationals, and helps their ESG score at the same time. Areas of the world such as Galloway are a 

panacea for these companies, large tracks of land, small populations and what they deem as a soft 

touch with no voice. Why should Galloway be used as a carbon offset, Pension fund, and 

guaranteed return on Green funds that are heavily invested by US conglomerates rates such as 

Blackrock??  

7. Health risks from low frequency noise that is emitted form these turbines - the larger they are the 

lower the frequency.. (an engineer said at the meeting last night) they would be heard and felt from 

Newton Stewart.) 

8. The area at Blair hill proposal has many historic and archaeological sites of significance.  

I have NOT objected to every wind farm site and i think renewables have their place, but these are 

the wrong developments in the wrong place. Even if we increased windfarm sites in Scotland by a 

factor of 1000 then when the wind does not blow (and this happens many times over the whole of 

Scotland) then we would need 100% back up in the form of hydro, Gas and Nuclear (thats just simple 

logic) .. I think Scottish Govt have got many things right (such as small business rates relief) - but on 

this one i think they have it wrong. I can think of NO other explanation, other than they want to be 

perceived as net exporters of energy and increase their GDP figures? ....... i really am not trying to be 

party political, i am just looking at the facts on the ground. The UK as a whole wants net zero and 

they need Scotland for this .. in particular Galloway as its perceived as an easy target ....... well i say 

enough is enough ! 

Galloway now has an overburden of these industrial scale turbines and i call for a complete 

moratorium for any further Wind farm developments in Galloway.  

 

 

[redacted]  

https://www.independent.co.uk/climate-change/news/scotland-wind-power-on-shore-renewable-energy-climate-change-uk-a9013066.html


Hi Martin, 

I wrote to you last summer about the extreme hot weather that the UK was having to endure. Once 

again we are looking at the effects of Climate Change and the dry weather and at present extreme 

hot weather all over the UK. UK residents are being asked to reduce water consumption via various 

means such as hose pipe bans and being mindful of how we use our household consumption etc 

Looking to the future it is my opinion that as a nation surrounded by water we need to look at how 

we can store and use it correctly and for the benefit of all.  

I would ask that you and other MP's to look at the the requirement for providing Desalination Plants 

throughout the UK. These Water Plants should be constructed and be part of a ring main system 

whereby the water can be pumped from various points to any region which might require fresh 

water for use by the consumer.  

At present we are continually reminded about renewable energy, LEZ and about the need to have a 

target zero policy. Therefore using the same forward planning and reasoning should we fail to plan 

for the future of the whole of the UK Water Provisions then you and others would be acting like the 

proverbial ostrich.  

As you know there is an operational Desalination Plant on the Thames (how convenient for the 

London elite)  

The cost of desalination has reduced and is not as costly as some people say especially in relation to 

other Government projects like a fast rail link ?? 

Obviously the better cost effective solution is adding more strategically positioned Water Reservoirs, 

however we cannot just sit back and think that the rains will provide us with a continuous water 

supply.  

Construction of new reservoirs and in conjunction with interlinked regional Desalination Plants will 

provide many jobs giving work to lots of our engineering designers and opportunities for the variety 

of trades and other construction employees and subsequently the project maintenance teams.  

We have to look to the future. Where would Glasgow be if it were not the great Thomas Telford, 

James Watt and other great engineers who planned, designed and created the water treatment 

supply from various sources. Later other major works included the Loch Katrine Scheme (opened by 

the Late Queen Victoria) which brought water into the city and were celebrated with the 

construction of fountains in Kelvingrove and Glasgow Green Parks. Some of these designs are over 

200 years old and have been the bedrock of the west of Scotland.  

We as Scots are some of the most inventive of people and with good forward planning we can 

provide for our siblings and their future where they can enjoy a fresh cup of water or other 

refreshment in a healthy smoke free environment.  

 

Are you able to advise what forward planning is under way in this respect. 

Kind Regards 

[redacted] 



Dear Minister,  

I am organising this COMPARATIVE survey for fellow conservationists and for RURAL AFFAIRS POLICY 

MAKERS. 

WHY IS IT NEEDED ? 

Change is coming to our uplands and it’s a hot topic, specially on social media, but the debates often 

lack scientific evidence of the benefits and/or damage which are commonly claimed, such as for 

species recovery by Nature, grazing by deer, decline of endangered species, illegal persecution of 

raptors, muirburn on peatland etc.  

The survey will be planned and done to provide the missing but essential evidence, in a peer 

reviewed report. It will be done in the Scottish uplands, and Aberdeen University’s James Hutton 

Institute is interested in running this project 

HOW WILL IT BE DONE ? 

A large number of sites will be surveyed in each of four types of land use: Re-wilding, driven grouse 

moors, managed nature reserves and commercial (mainly) forestry. Individual sites will not be 

named. For each site there will be species counts and biodiversity marker counts of population 

densities of birds of prey, waders and mountain hares. The work is planned for early Spring 2024 and 

timed for when birds arrive in the uplands for breeding but before the start of nesting, to avoid 

disturbance to breeding activity. 

CARBON CREDENTIALS will be scored by assessing each site’s carbon sequestration potential by 

plants and mosses, and carbon losses (CO2 + methane) and risks from wildfire and flooding due to 

various vegetation management regimes.  

Surveying at five year intervals would identify trends and the best performers of the four 

management sectors.  

Of course, if the survey is done for the government, you can amend the above plan as required. 

HAVEN’T THESE COMPARISONS BEEN DONE BEFORE ? 

Not exactly. There are plenty of accounts of biodiversity changes following changes in land 

management but was the biodiversity affected by that, or by other factors such as climate change in 

the period after the management change ? Doing this survey at one time removes the other factors 

so that the direct effects of land management type are clearly demonstrated.  

As Minister you will get the information to help you decide between conflicting interests; for 

example a new forest might look good for carbon capture on open land but be disastrous for its 

ground nesting rare birds such as Curlew and Lapwing, and yet the open moorland vegetation 

could be surprisingly good at capturing carbon now 

With this vital science you will be more confidant in regulating where indicated, and supporting 

and encouraging the sectors of land management which the survey identifies as productive of 

biodiversity and carbon management, AND save scarce public funds by reducing grant funding of 

under-performing sectors.  

Public funding of the survey’s estimated £0.6m cost should be recovered, many times over, by the 

Scottish Government (or its agencies) by reduction of grants to sectors shown by the survey to be 

under-achievers.  



Please contact me for any further help or information that you may need.  

Yours sincerely, 

[redacted] 



August 2023 

Dear Gillian Martin MSP, 

GOVERNMENT SUPPORT FOR DOMESTIC RENEWABLE HEATING SYSTEMS. 

Fintry Development Trust is a small local charity established in 2007 with the ambition of making 

Fintry a low carbon, zero waste, sustainable community through education, our various projects, and 

grant schemes. http://fintrydt.org.uk/ 

With the Trust’s support, the village were early adopters of domestic micro renewables, - including 

air and ground source heat pumps, biomass and solar. We now have a high percentage of renewables 

in use in our village, which is off mains gas.  

Many of the installations are now aging, over 12 years old, in need of repair or replacement which 

incurs prohibitive costs, often into many thousands of pounds. The 25-year life span being marketed 

is not the reality.  

While we applaud incentives of grants and loans via Home Energy Scotland to help switch to 

renewables and away from oil and gas, there is little support for those who have followed the correct 

path many years ago, and now need assistance to upgrade.  

We have worked with HES as partners many times and have had conversations with them about 

what support our residents can expect. There are no grants now, having been stopped in November 

2022 and an interest free loan may be available but only on a case-by-case basis.  

Our Trust are fortunate to be able to support our residents with grants of up to £1000 for many 

energy efficiency measures, but the costs of major repairs or replacements for renewables threatens 

the risk of homeowners returning to the more affordable heating systems of gas and oil.  

We have done so much to engage our community on sustainable life choices, to challenge the 

threats of climate change, yet this experience of some with renewables, dissuades others from 

considering the technology. 

We would be interested in hearing your plans on what support will be made available to those who 

have invested in renewables, and those who are currently doing so through government incentives, 

so that they are confident that the considerable expense of repairs and replacement in the future, 

are not so prohibitive, that they choose to stay with or return to carbon based systems.  

Yours truly,  

On behalf of FDT (Fintry Development Trust) 

 

[redacted] 

http://fintrydt.org.uk/


Dear Sirs/Mdmes, 

One Karen Hall, purportedly working for NatureScot was quoted in the Independent 25/06/23 

making an entirely unacceptable remark as follows: 

“It’s possible that one of the lesser known offshore orca, which follow the mackerel and herring 

fisheries, tried to steal fish and got too close to the boat.” 

(https://www.independent.co.uk/climate-change/news/orca-killer-whale-sinking-ship-attack-boats-

b2362269.html) 

Its beyond belief that a nature "expert"  can accuse orcas of "stealing" food they have hunted for 

millenia.  

From whom were the orcas "stealing " ? 

Who owns the fish in the oceans? 

If this is the perspective of an "expert" in matters natural, what hope has the world got? 

NatureScot need to post an explanation and an apology rapidly through the Independent.  

Not to do so encourages an adversarial attitude in people towards nature - inappropriate, damaging, 

ignorant and, I assume, not something NatureScot endorses. 

 

[redacted] 

https://www.independent.co.uk/climate-change/news/orca-killer-whale-sinking-ship-attack-boats-b2362269.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/climate-change/news/orca-killer-whale-sinking-ship-attack-boats-b2362269.html


Dear Hon'ble Minister, 

 

Trust you are well. 

On behalf of Valiant & Company, UK, I am very honoured and pleased to invite you to attend in 

person and deliver a keynote speech at the 2nd edition of the London Climate Technology 

Show programmed from 26th to 27th September 2023 at ExCel London, United Kingdom. 

The London Climate Technology Show is part of our global series of events highlighting & expediting 

sustainable development and transformation across industries. The London EV Show, the London 

Property Technology Show and the India eMobility Show complete the list. 

In its inaugural year, the London Climate Technology show convened more than 2000 attendees, 60 

acclaimed speakers and panellists, 59 exhibitors and 900 plus participating companies shaping the 

climate tech ecosystem globally. The show emerged as a catalyst and one of the major climate tech 

events enthusiastically supported by a number of industry players and appreciated for its interactive 

format, wide-ranging discussions, highly actionable content and advanced knowledge. The response 

and momentum generated in the 1st year have ensured the success of the upcoming editions. 

The conference hosted speakers and panellists from the entire Climate Technology ecosystem with 

participation from governments and other policy-making bodies such as Sir James Bevan of The 

Environment Agency, Sheikha Shamma bint Sultan bin Khalifa Al Nahyan of UAE Independent Climate 

Change Accelerators, Rhian Kelly from National Grid, Rose Mwebaza of The UN Climate Technology 

Centre & Network (CTCN), Mats Bredborg from Volvo Construction Equipment, Charles Wood of 

Energy UK and many others. 

The show will be hosting a vibrant conference organised around extensively debated topics and 

trends, interesting panel discussions, driving important conversations & exchange of critical insights 

with ample networking opportunities. The show will also host a massive exhibition space for climate 

technology players, pioneers and end-users including ministries, governmental agencies, global and 

regional companies, unicorns, impact investors, experts, entrepreneurs and visionaries. The 

participants will experience and witness leading-edge climate-capture technologies, sustainable 

products and solutions, the newest innovations and radical green engineering services. 

We have attached the official invitation along with this email for your kind reference. Your 

participation will be honorary, including full-access delegate passes to the team. 

For now, please confirm your availability so that we can put you down as one of the confirmed 

speakers for the show on all event platforms. 

Thanking you in anticipation for your consideration and understanding. 

Thanks & Regards 

[redacted] 

https://climatetechshow.com/
https://londonevshow.com/
https://proptechshow.com/
https://proptechshow.com/
https://indiaemobilityshow.com/


Dear Minister. 

I listened with great interest to the debate of rural communities dealing with windfarm applications. 

Like you I understand the effects of climate change, and that we all need to do things differently and 

make changes to help deal with this. 

However when you state we all need to make changes and we need to work together with 

developers , I feel that some people and communities and being made to accept more changes than 

others, and the system needs to be seriously looked at before our rural communities are destroyed 

forever. 

Why would we want to work with developers , when you open your curtains do you see over 100 

turbines on all three sides of your village. Are you faced with turbines of 200mts tall ( the tallest 

structure in Scotland) just over 1km from your home. When you have to listen to the constant 

whoosh whoosh of blades turning day and night ( if the wind is blowing Or the frustration of 

watching them stand standstill throughout most of the summer) When your walls vibrate every time 

the blades turn or have shadow flicker disturbing your days. In an area where there are no street 

lights and incredible dark skies we will now have to face bright red aviation lights as big as cars , 

which the developers state will have little effect. 

This is the reality for many now, their daily lives being destroyed and their mental health seriously 

affected. With another two windfarms being given permission in the last week many in our village 

have just given up and are putting their homes on the market in hope they can still sell them before 

the developments are built. These people are being driven away from what they thought would be 

their forever homes. Perhaps a new Highland Clearance. 

Much is made about community benefits , but how do you think that community benefits will help 

this daily misery . Our local economy is based on tourism and we are a popular spot for visitors to 

enjoy the beautiful countryside and its peace and quiet, to take part in activities such as fishing and 

canoing being at one with nature, to enjoy watching wildlife including Eagles and Osprey soaring the 

hillsides. Many come to escape the urban landscapes they live in. Do you really think that people will 

still want to come and stay here when the once rolling hills are industrialized, its wildlife destroyed by 

the blades or displaced because all of their flight lines have been blocked. Will community benefit 

help my B & B when guests stop coming? Will community benefit help the cafes, restaurant and 

hotels that rely on this business. Will community benefit provide for the salmon fishing workers if run 

off from the construction destroys the breeding ground for the protected salmon and fresh water 

pearl mussels that live there ,as the council is understaffed they cannot monitor or control breaches 

of conditions as has been seen in developments all over Scotland. 

We have asked developers for over 20 years for benefits to be given on electricity for those affected 

by these developments but it has always been refused so I hope that you will have better success 

than local communities and community councils have had . In fact they treat local communities with 

contempt right from the earliest consultations. Consultations with no visuals , often held in halls 

nowhere near where these developments will be sited making it difficult for local residents to attend. 

Applications copied and pasted from other developments often badly, little of no information on 

infrastructure or access routes yet as a community we have to comment on that. Yes community 

benefit is paid , but in reality it is often shared with other community councils outside of where the 

turbines are situated. How galling do you think it is when you have to put up with all this destruction 

to your community, and yet most of the benefit goes to another area just because the blades 

travelled through it on the way to the construction site, and they never have to see them again. In 



fact in our council area, much of this community benefit sits in bank accounts as there are no 

schemes for it to be spent on. In a rural village we don’t need swimming pools and exciting ventures, 

we just want to enjoy our quiet lives. 

We are not NIMBYs , but we are not talking about just about one development in a village that might 

be a bit of a nuisance. As a village we have two operational windfarms, and a third that had planning 

but that has now lapsed due to the company saying there was not enough wind to make it viable. 

Last week permission was granted for Achany extension, a development that was turned down 5 

years ago when the then planning minister stated that it would cause more environmental damage 

than the benefit it bring in renewable energy ( this seems to have been forgotten now). This week at 

appeal the controversial Meall Buidhe scheme was granted despite nearly 300 objections from local 

residents and businesses, despite an objection from the community council because of the negative 

effect on the community, and was refused by the Highland Council. Yet a reporter who visits for less 

than 3 days can impose this on a community for the next 30 years. Even when asked by our planning 

consultant to allow an oral sessions so that residents could raise their concerns and an accompanied 

visit to the river so the fisheries could raise their concerns, these were refused point blank stating 

they were unnecessary. Next we have to face a public inquiry for Strath Oykel with its turbines of 200 

metres tall, higher than any other structure in Scotland deemed suitable for a small Highland village. 

Now Meall Buidhe has been approved it gives access to a previously undeveloped landscape and we 

are already aware of 2 other developments at an early scoping stage and further tsunami of other 

developers waiting to cash in. Do you think it is fair that a single village should have to face this? 

You will say we can fight this in planning, but in reality a small community has to raise thousands of 

pounds to pay for experts to help, this might be okay for one development but when there are 3 or 4 

at one time its impossible. That’s if we can find experts , many are already employed by windfarm 

developers at higher than normal rates that communities cannot compete with, and many do not 

want to be seen working with small local groups for fear of being seen as anti wind farm and then 

miss out on future lucrative contracts.We have a council that is cash starved, their annual budget for 

inquiries is £50,000 whereas each individual inquiry costs between £50-£70,000 . They and other 

agencies are short staffed and overwhelmed with applications so many are not assessed correctly or 

they fail to meet deadlines. Everything is stacked against the communities , and rich developers can 

fight it all the way to the Court of Sessions knowing they will not have to live with this but watch the 

money coming in. 

We are not saying no to any developments as we know that renewables are needed, but there needs 

to be some sort of strategy on where and how many developments can be put in one place . As its 

not only turbines but all the infrastructure that is required to carry this power to the grid. These 

small communities face years of disturbance from construction traffic, and the thought of endless 

streams of HGVs going along our single track road with no pavements and young & old having to 

walk along the road fills me with dread. At the moment it is a free for all for developers , and once 

you have one development you are seen as an easy target. Even now we are seeing in applications 

where it once said our landscape was rolling hills it now says area known for its turbines, giving it an 

easy tick to pass a planning application. 

This lack of strategy was recently seen at a presentation by SEEN for the Beauly -Spittal pylons, when 

it was announced by a local councillor that on their preferred route for the pylons, a planning 

application had been submitted for 19 turbines right in its path. How can that happen? 

People in these small communities cannot take any more, but our we so small that our voices do not 

count and we will have little impact on votes. We give thanks to the MSP’s yesterday who stood up to 



be counted and represent their constituents yesterday , and were equally appalled that no Green 

MSP even decided to stay and listen 

Yours 

[redacted] 



I had sent an email to Gillian to register my concern at Rishi Sunsk’s plans for 100 permits for oil and 

gas drilling. I received a response from her team saying that only constituents in Gillian’s area can 

email her re issues.  

As Gillian is Minister for Energy and Environment, it seems entirely appropriate that I email her to ask 

for her support in a concerted effort to reverse this.  

I understand that this is a UK government decision. However, we cannot stand by and do nothing. As 

I write, 300 miles of forest in Greece are burning, adding to climate change by spewing what was a 

carbon sink into the atmosphere. This is just one of many many examples of the impact that climate 

change is having on our planet and people. The accelerated pace of climate change is frightening and 

we are too slow to react.  

Please use all your powers as Minister for Energy and Environment together with Rishi Sunsk to say 

no and to work together for clean energy solutions involving a just transition with our skilled 

Workforce.  

If I can’t ask our Minister for Environment and Energy then who can I ask? I have also emailed Humza 

Yousaf and await a reply.  

There seems little that an individual can do when faced with the power of individuals like Rishi Sunak 

and their decisions and consequences. I am doing what I can and it seems empty and disappointing 

to get replies saying that I can only write to my own MSP.  

We all have to do all we can to try and stave off a complete climate breakdown for our children. We 

have to work together and unite boundaries.  

Kind regards  

[redacted] 



I was shocked to read about the threat to the Kylerhea area from the SSE Reinforcement line. The 

rest of the upgrade seems to follow the existing route, so why change the route here when it will do 

so much damage? The Communities are not against the upgrade of the pylons - only the change of 

route. 

The ferry is a tourist attraction worldwide. If forced to close for even a short time, it could cease to 

be viable. Many other businesses in the area depend on it. And I know from my son’s experience of 

living in Skye (Heaste) how vulnerable people’s water supplies can be since the climate has changed.  

Is this a decision for you,as energy minister, or will it be a planning application to Highland Council? 

I am also concerned about the huge turbines planned so very near the road at Breakish. The size 

(180feet) seems excessive, and they will be looming over people’s homes in Upper Breakish.  

I don’t live in Skye but am married to a Skyeman and have visited often.  

OUR CAMPAIGN | My Site 

protect-kylerhea-glenelg.com  

 

[redacted] 

https://www.protect-kylerhea-glenelg.com/who-we-are
https://www.protect-kylerhea-glenelg.com/who-we-are


28 June 2023 

Gillian Martin, MSP 

Minister for Energy 

Scottish Government 

St Andrew’s House 

EDINBURGH 

EH1 3DG 

 

Dear Ms Martin 

ARGYLL INTERNATIONAL LIMITED 

We wish to draw your attention to our partner Company, Argyll International Ltd, which won an 

award for ‘Greening technology’ (The South Africa Clean Tech Competition) at COP17 of the United 

Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change in South Africa in 2011 with its process for 

generating electricity from end-of-life tyres (ELT). The company was subsequently congratulated in 

the Scottish Parliament. 

In 2013 the Argyll waste to energy model was approved by the UN Methodology Panel in Bonn and is 

now the benchmark against which waste to energy plants are compared when they are being 

assessed for green credentials and carbon credits. Argyll International subsequently worked with the 

Republic of South Africa (RSA) government and its agencies to deliver a ‘show-plant’ facility at 

Sasolburg, SA, with licences to process rubber tyres and plastics. 

Expressions of interest have been received from a range of countries and investors, subject to the 

outputs being demonstrated, however, the factory has been on the ground with plant awaiting 

commissioning since early 2020, delayed by the Covid19 pandemic.  

(redacted). 

Company director and innovator Dr Tom Campbell is a Chartered Mechanical Energy Engineer and 

Fellow of the Energy Institute, and a recipient of a Royal Society Industrial Fellowship. Tom is 

responsible for the intellectual property development of the company and the engineering design to 

provide environmental solutions to the property, energy and transportation industries.  

Since 2011 he has continued to develop ‘energy from waste’ technologies including the conversion of 

coal and plastics to energy with potentially world-beating minimal emissions (Net Zero). 

Throughout this time we have approached Members of Parliament at Westminster and Holyrood 

(including Vince Cable and Fergus Ewing respectively) and sought assistance from Scottish Enterprise 

in developing the technology in Scotland and the UK. However, perhaps owing to being a small 

company, or misunderstanding the technology to be pyrolysis, these meetings have failed to elicit 

any proper evaluation, nor support of any kind, despite there being much-publicised funding 

opportunities for such projects, and a continuous stream of international parties interested in the 

technology over the years. 

The private investors in the South Africa project are understandably frustrated that the potential of 

Dr Campbell’s innovations to address Climate Change goals has been overlooked. 



We are writing to you directly therefore in hope that you will encourage the appropriate individuals, 

within Scottish Government, or its partner organisations, to take a serious interest in evaluating this 

technology (although this has already been done by the United Nations Technology Panel). 

We would be keen to discuss our project with you, or an appropriate Minister, with a view to 

directing us to relevant bodies or individuals that might be able to offer support to us in introducing 

this technology to Scotland, where we believe it could have a role in mitigating the environmental 

impacts of the coal industry, ELT and plastics. 

We can be contacted by telephone on (redacted) or at the following address: 

 

Argyll Energy Solutions Ltd 

122 Dundyvan Road 

COATBRIDGE 

ML5 1DE 

 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours sincerely 

Mr J Brooks 

Chief Executive Officer 


