
MINUTE OF SPECIAL MEETING
Strathnairn Community Council

Monday 7th January 8pm
Farr Community hall

SCC Members Present
William MacQueen, James MacPherson, Sally Moore, John Murray, Jennifer Stewart, Paul Davies, Frances Matheson.

Highland Council Members Present
Cllr Carolyn Caddick, Cllr Jim Crawford, David Haas, William Gilfillan 

Apologies
Ewen Hardie, Cllr Margaret Davidson, Cllr Thomas Prag, Cllr Helen Charmichael, Cllr Ken Gowans, Cllr Drew Hendry

Minute
Point noted - not everyone was given satisfactory notification of the meeting i.e. 7-days prior notice.

On request from petitioner Mr. Ian Hunt, the following questions were asked to the Chairperson of the SCC, Jennifer
Stewart (JS), and the following responses are noted:

1. How did  the  Strathnairn  Community  Council  intend  to  administer  the  Dunmaglass  Wind Farm Community
Benefit of £400,000 and subsequent payments thereafter?

a. JS response: At no point did the Community Council discuss the idea that they would administer the
Dunmaglass Windfarm Community Benefit, as proved by the minutes of the meetings. I have not had
such a discussion with anyone.

The Community Council was waiting for RES to contact us regarding the legal agreement as per the letter
of 8th May 2012, which would have led to discussions amongst all members of the council and RES and
the Community in a public meeting and agreement reached as appropriate. I cannot speculate how this
would have concluded because we could not follow the process.

b. Frances Matheson response: I have nothing further to add, this process was clear to me.
c. Paul Davies’ response: I back-up what JS mentioned and have nothing further to add.
d. Sally Moore’s response: The process had not occurred to me, however, my perception was that the SCC

cannot hold benefit funds and would not have been happy with the process if the SCC did hold the funds.
e. James MacPherson’s response: why were RES never told that we had a benefit fund in the district?
f. William MacQueen’s response: I was not privy to any plans for the money to come to the SCC.
g. John Murray’s response: I assumed the money was going to the SCBF.

JS informed the public that no additional questions would be answered from the public other than those given in the
petition.  If members of the public have further questions please submit them to Frances Matheson a least 1-week
prior to the next SCC meeting. 
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2. Why did the SNCC negotiators and latter the SNCC agree to clauses 6.2,  6.3,  & 6.5 of the Grant  Funding
Agreement requiring the Fund Administrators to ‘use or lose’ future funds?

a. JS  response:  The  Grant  Funding  Agreement  (GFA)  is  the  legal  document  in  draft  form  negotiated
between Strathnairn Community Benefit Fund and RES. The Community Council were only involved in
signing the Heads of Terms, which is a high-level document that does not go into details such as those
quoted here.

Any questions regarding the GFA should be addressed to the SCBF who are negotiating the GFA after the
actions of Ms Hutcheson and Cllr Crawford.

However,  it  should be pointed out that  this document is  not in the public  domain. It  was passed to
members of the Community Council by the SCBF as a courtesy to enable us to comment on the terms.
Anyone who introduced it to the public and on Thursday 3rd January to the press is in breach of trust of
both the Community Council and SCBF.

b. Paul Davies’ response: Agree, the SCBF is taking forward this agreement.
c. Sally Moore’s response: I didn’t know anything regarding the circulation of this.
d. No further responses were noted.

3. By what  authority  did  a  member  of  the  SNCC contact  the  Press  & Journal  and  by  what  authority  did  the
Chairperson subsequently make a statement to the Press & Journal regarding the events which occurred during the
SNCC meeting on 26th October?

a. JS response: I did not contact the Press & Journal, nor any other newspaper. The P&J contacted me late in
the  afternoon of  Wednesday 28th  at  which  point  they  already had  a  version  of  the  story  from Cllr
Crawford. As Chairperson of the meeting, which is public and the minutes are available to all, I gave the
statement, as published, in order to redress the balance.

b. James MacPherson’s response: challenged JS ‘you are not telling the truth’.
c. William MacQueen’s response: asked William Gilfillan to take control of the meeting.
d. John Murray’s response: I met JS on the road the day it went to the paper.
e. Paul Davies’ response: meetings are open to the public and thus information discussed is in the public

domain.  I feel this is a waste of time discussing further as we all have a right by freedom of speech to
discuss non-confidential content of SCC meetings.

f. Sally Moore’s response: I wrote a letter to all SCC members following the press release asking where the
remit was for going to the press when it was never agreed by all in attendance at the SCC meeting.

4. On what  constitutional  basis  was the meeting  of  the SNCC on 26th  November cancelled and why was the
rescheduled meeting on the 10th December adjourned without discussing any of the matters on the agenda of
relevance to the community it represents?

a. JS  response:  The  meeting  of  the  26th  November  was  rescheduled  because  five  members  of  the
Community Council were unavailable. In the interests of trying to achieve the most from the meeting, I
made a common sense decision to postpone it as all people with key updates on the agenda were not
available.  As  it  transpired,  an  emergency  developed  and  I  couldn't  make  the  meeting  anyway.

The meeting on 10th December was closed according to paragraph 5.1 of the Standing Orders which state
that “The Chairperson shall have the power, in the event of disorder arising at any meeting, to adjourn the 
Community Council meeting to a time he/she may then, or afterwards, fix.

I judged that disorder had broken out when Mr MacPherson attempted to run the meeting. He introduced
two lengthy letters of complaint without the prior knowledge of the Chairperson contrary to Standing
orders 5.1, clearly intended, not to obtain answers, but to derail proceedings. In addition, there were
repeated attempts to raise the matter of the investigation into the actions of Cllr Crawford when I had
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made it clear that the subject was not for discussion. This was compounded by Cllr Crawford's lie that the
investigation was complete, even though Highland Council had informed me that it was not.

b. No further comments were asked for.

JS mentioned, I want to make it perfectly clear that I will not stand for bullying. I will take the same action at any time
such inconsiderate and unproductive behaviour occurs. No individual has the right or power to decide who can or cannot
serve on the Community Council; we are all elected by the community and have a duty to work together.

The meeting was closed by Chairperson JS.
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