
Emails explaining a bit about the latest queue for grid connections and what gate 1 and 
gate 2 are. 

Philip Kerr 03/12/25 

Dear all 
The developers are set to find out on Friday from NESO an interim decision on grid 
connections for all projects.  I would expect Government announcements saying the 
queue has been slashed. 
 
This will let them know whether they are in a gate 2 pot (and potentially for pre or post 
2030 ) but no more details 
The other option is a gate 1 with no defined connection pre 2035 .. 
 
It is unclear whether the information released to each developer will be put in the public 
domain so we can all see.  The developers may then choose to inform those interested 
themselves if it isn’t in the public domain.  We could probably line up a series of emails 
on Monday asking what the developers have heard.  I have a couple lined up already. 
This could influence significantly the timetable for some developments  
It is also unclear whether there will then be a raft of appeals  

Philip Kerr 15/12/25 

For whom the Bell Tolls  

We are a week on from the Grid announcement and there is beginning to be a bit of 
clarity on who might have got a Gate 1 and had to hand back their grid connections.   

There are lots of extremely disappointed development teams out there who have bust a 
gut to progress projects and sign up land ahead of normal programmes, and whose 
shareholders now have to decide to keep on investing at significant risk on the basis that 
(i) their projects (probably) meet the criteria for Protections a or 3b, or (i) Gate 2 projects 
drop out the queue, or (iii) the SSEP results in more 'headroom' in 2035 - or even 2040. 

Basically, it would seem all the projects here, partly thanks to Eskdalemuir which 
jammed the queue, and had connection date in the 2030-2035 areas have ended up 
with a Gate 1  

It would also appear that Millmoor, which was a 2029 connection has also got a Gate 1. 
I had a conversation today and the issue was skirted around but seems very likely that 
was what they received,  

The PR company says that they will come back with more information by the end of this 
week with more colour. The decision on what to do next potentially comes with the 
financial risk of any delay.  



Whilst the Grid isn't part of any planning application, the fact that there isn’t a current 
need for Scottish projects in the grid queue may change the dynamics and the 
economic argument 

Worth noting the Strategic Spatial Energy Plan (SSEP) isn’t coming out until Autumn 
2027 

We also have the uncertainties arising from The Eskdalemuir Seismic Zone changes and 
something called a Seismic Impact Limit (please speak to Geoffrey Kolbe this one .)  

Local Projects  

It now seems that all on the list below are heading to Gate 1 and wait on Teviot 
update which is heading to a delayed appeal  

Caple Rig is likely to be eliminated in the Eskdalemuir review as well as Scoop Hill  

The next step for all of the applications is to work out what to do next and that may take 
some time to emerge.  

The first thing is to establish where they are this process.  

We hope to hear more by Mid January  

Grid queue post 2035 and Spatial Framework is where the attention also turns.   

Energiekontor …. Pines Burn 2, variation already connected phase one   

Muirhall. Teviot …. At appeal.  grid date was 30th May 2033 .. and Appeal hearing 
delayed  

ESB. Millmoor. Application ..  grid date was 30th October 2029 

Invenergy … Mid Hill Application .. 30th October 2034.” evaluating”. 

Invenergy ..Cliffhope.. Scoped .. 31st October 2034. Gate 1  

Low Carbon.. Hartsgarth.. Scoping… not in the previous queue   

SSE..Brown Rig ..Scoped 31st October 2033 

Liddesdale.. Wauchope East. Scoped.  Was 30th May 2033. Gate 1  

Liddesdale ..Wauchope West . Scoped. Was 30th May 2033..Gate 1 

Liddesdale ..Newcastleton Forest . Scoped was 30th May 2033  Gate 1   

Energiekontor …Windy Edge 2, ..scoped ..not in the original register asked  

CWP.. Caple Rig ..scoped..7th Sept 2029 —suspect this fails under Eskdalemuir new 
zone  



Queequeg .. Chesters ..pre scoping ..in tec register..29th October 2033   

Cubico ,,Woodland Ridge ..pre scoping ..in tec register  ..3rd July 2034 ..  Now Gate 
1  

Drinkstone Hill… Buccleuch ,, Pre scoping . In tec register ..1st July 2035   

Birneyknowe also was waiting in the wings 

What’s the wider Picture? 

 A few other updates as the dust settles  

Community Energy Scotland has warned that there is a risk of a complete standstill 
for Scotland’s community energy sector following the results of the connection queue 
reform being announced by the National Energy System Operator (NESO). 
 
The reform has been designed to streamline the process for projects connecting to the 
electricity network, based on the Clean Power 2030 plan. As part of the process, new 
regional grid capacity requirements for 2030 and 2035 have been set. In Scotland, the 
full capacity for wind, solar and battery have already been allocated up to 2035. One 
consequence of this is that new community-led projects - including projects that 
communities have already spent years developing – will be unable to get a connection.  
 
Community-owned energy projects across Scotland have had a transformational 
impact in communities across Scotland, tackling fuel poverty, creating jobs and 
retaining economic value in communities. In 2024, Scottish community energy 
organisations contributed £9.9million to local community economies from 
organisational expenditure and community benefit funds.  
 
Not only will the results of the connection reform prevent other communities across 
Scotland from benefitting in the same way; it will also make it almost impossible to hit 
the Scottish Government's 2GW community and local energy target by 2030. With the 
UK Government also having a 2030 community and local energy goal (of 8GW) the 
likelihood is that opportunities for community energy – and all of the social and 
economic value that it brings - will be diverted to other parts of the UK, disadvantaging 
Scottish communities. 
 
Read more about our three asks for unlocking the grid for community energy in 
Scotland, in partnership with Regen: 

 

And from a consultant  

https://www.linkedin.com/company/neso-energy/
https://www.linkedin.com/company/regen-sw/


Whatever your views on the rights and wrongs of connections reform, it is important to 
recognise that along with sites which were never going to get built there are hundreds of 
projects going to be removed from the queue which had been steadily moving through 
development, and which are anything but 'zombie projects' 

There are lots of extremely disappointed development teams out there who have bust a 
gut to progress projects and sign up land ahead of normal programmes, and whose 
shareholders now have to decide to keep on investing at significant risk on the basis that 
(i) their projects (probably) meet the criteria for Protections a or 3b, or (i) Gate 2 projects 
drop out the queue, or (iii) the SSEP results in more 'headroom' in 2035 - or even 2040. 

Government, NESO and Ofgem communications not quite captured that - or the 
negative impact on investor confidence of spending millions of pounds of Devex on 
projects only to have connection agreement effectively cancelled? 

And also clear there is a high level of uncertainty within industry about the 
implementation of Gate 1, Gate 2 and future windows, SSEP and so on, despite 
comprehensive programme of communications by NESO on each of these.  

And from Regen  

The dust is settling on a big week for clean energy with the formation of the new queue to 
connect to the grid.  

Developers seem largely to have received the status they expected. However, there is 
disappointment transmission networks have concluded they cannot 'advance' post 
2030 (Phase 2) projects, as the methodology envisaged - leaving a CP30 gap in some 
technologies.  

One way to fill that gap is enabling generation/storage to connect on a 'non-firm' basis 
before grid upgrades are completed, with the ability to turn them off if needed. Indeed, 
the connections methodology confirms Gate 2 projects "will be assessed against the 
Technical Limits for 2030 and connected earlier under temporary restrictions to 
availability where possible". 

To enable this the first batch of new offers for projects that have made Gate 2 will need 
to include projects that came into this process with 26/27 'non-firm' connection dates 
(even if their firm connection date is post 2030). It would be good to have it confirmed 
this will be the case. 

Beyond that this looks like an opportunity for some collective thinking between industry, 
networks and NESO as to ways to unlock early investment by projects that could 
connect well before 2030 on a 'non-firm' basis but may have to wait until Sept 26 for 
their Gate 2 offer. 

Philip Kerr 



 

 

 

Geoffrey Kolbe 16/12/25 

Thanks for that update Philip. Very good news, I think. 

 We also have the uncertainties arising from The Eskdalemuir Seismic Zone changes 
and something called a Seismic Impact Limit (please speak to Geoffrey Kolbe this one .)  
Indeed!   

Basically, the MoD does not want wind farms because the ground vibrations induced as 
they whirr in the wind interfere with the vibrations they are looking from far-off nuclear 
explosions, which it is their business to look for. The Scottish Government, the UK's 
DESNZ and wind farm developers on the other hand, are keen to exploit the prime wind 
farm real estate that they see in the Scottish Borders.  

 The Scottish Government, the UK Government and wind farm developers have been 
working through the Eskdalemuir Working Group to come up with a plan on how to 
manage the installation of wind turbines near the Eskdalemuir Seismic Array, which is 
called the EKA (obviously). Principal to this work is the mathematical modelling by Xi 
Engineering, who have been working out a way to maximise the realisable wind power 
achievable in the Borders, without compromising the functioning of EKA.   

 A few years ago, Xi Engineering came up with the idea of defining a Strategic Impact 
Limit for wind turbines, which (effectively) would allow wind farms to be built nearer the 
EKA if the seismic noise from the turbines was reduced by judicious use of turbine 
generators or some damping mitigation in the towers themselves.  

 Later this month the MOD say they will publish its new Safeguarding Approach to the 
EKA, which was consulted upon in 2024. At the same time the MOD will publish its audit 
of the seismic headroom, under the ceiling of maximum allowable vibration, which has 
been used to date by consented and operational wind farms. In January 2026, DESNZ 
and the Scottish Government will consult on Technical Guidance which proposes steps 
(the SIL idea) to optimise development within the 50km zone around the Array, within 
which consultation with the MOD on applications for consent is required. The 
consultation period will be 8 weeks. 

 I have been looking at the publications of the Eskdalemuir Working Group (EWG) in 
which Xi Engineering set out the mathematical modelling which underpins their SIL 
definition. I have been doing my own modelling, and I am delighted to say Xi Engineering 
have made several serious errors in their modelling! Not mathematical errors, but some 
assumptions which are not valid and mean their proposed SIL is far too generous in 



allowing wind farms to be built near the array. By my calculations, Midhill, Caple Rig, 
Scoop Hill and Teviot would have to go. Cliffhope and Hartsgarth would need to be 
'mitigated'. Liddesdale and Millmoor Rig may be far enough away but will possibly need 
to be mitigated too. 

 I will await the final proposal which is finally revealed in the Technical Guidance 
consultation which is due to happen in January. But if the proposals are essentially the 
same as those which were proposed to the EWG over the past few years, I will be 
mounting a detailed rebuttal. 

 Geoffrey 

 Dr Geoffrey Kolbe Ph.D. 

 

 


