
ASHOVER PARISH COUNCIL

PARISH COUNCIL COMMENTS TO

 NORTH EAST DERBYSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL

(ASHOVER PARISH COUNCIL MEETING 17 MARCH 2009 REFERS)

District/Parish Cllr GP Ramshaw did not take part in discussions or comment upon the following application:-
09/00070/FL Proposed development of a wind farm comprising a total of five wind turbines with associated crane hardstandings (3 turbines within NEDDC and 2 turbines within DDDC) formation of new vehicular entrance junction off Wirestone Lane (within NEDDC) new access tracks and underground cabling (NEDDC and DDDC) temporary construction compound (within NEDDC) and substation building (within DDDC) (Environmental Statement) (Footpath) (Major Development) on land associated with Rushley Lodge Farm Middle Moor Matlock Moor off Wirestone Lane Ashover for Derbyshire Wind Energy Ltd.

Ashover Parish Council Members have:-

· Received full details of the application and supporting documentation

· Hosted a question/answer meeting with West Coast Energy (16 December 2008)

· Hosted a question/answer meeting with the Planning Services Manager for NEDDC (17 February 2009)

· Received correspondence and listened to comments made by members of the public and the Wind Farm Action Groups in relation to the application – both for and against the proposal
· Received a copy of Counsel’s Opinion on the application drafted by Richard Honey, Barrister and commissioned by Jon McLeod and Wendy Holden

· Received a copy of MAS Environmental report on noise impact

· Received copies of Planning Policy Statements 1 & 22, Planning Policy Guidance 15, the NEDDC Local Plan policies for the Natural Environment, Renewable Energy, Built Environment, Transport and The Regional Spatial Strategy for the East Midlands RSS8
· Received details of its duties under Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act to conserve biodiversity

Validity of Application

The absence of the 80metre anemometer mast from the assessment would seem to be a major omission given its impact on the surrounding landscape, as is the lack of detail in respect of turbine design and full grid connection. No detail is put forward in the planning application as to how the generated power is to be taken to the National Grid

Compliance under Planning Policy Statement (PPS 22) including its proviso that “The need for renewable energy schemes should be balanced against the possible adverse effects on the landscape”.
There will be 5 towers each of which will be 413ft high, (as tall as Blackpool tower or Big Ben) and 6½ times as high as ‘Crich Stand’, and this is considered to be grossly out of proportion with the surrounding landscape and will be visible from large areas of the Peak District National Park.

There would be an adverse effect on the adjacent Special Landscape Area.
It is believed that other forms of sustainable energy are preferable and take up a lot less space. Wind power only provides intermittent or ‘chaotic’ power generation requiring back-up installations to maintain equivalent volumes of power.  ‘Moth-balled’ and/or fossil fuelled capacity will need to be maintained on stand-by, thus CO2 emissions will not be lowered.
Compliance under Planning Policy Statement (PPS 1) including its statement “in areas statutorily designated for their landscape, wildlife or historic qualities, policies should give greater priority to restraint.”
It is considered that the applications shows no restraint in terms of scale or siting.

Planning Policy Guidance (PPG15) Planning and the Historic Environment
Listed Buildings and scheduled ancient monuments are present in the area and concern is expressed at the potential damage to the setting of the Historic Environment.
Proportion of the application in relation to the renewable energy targets set for the East Midlands Region

The East Midlands Regional Assembly has acknowledged the affect of the proposal on the setting of High Tor Registered Park and states:-

“In this instance it is believed that the consideration of potential impacts on the landscape and environment are matters that would be most appropriately be considered at the local level, in the context of the above over-arching policy frameworks.”

Based on Counsel’s opinion, it is considered that the targets will be met without this proposal.

Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS8) - Protection and enhancement of natural and cultural assets, enhancing biodiversity, increasing woodland cover and management and enhancements of the regions landscape.

It is considered that the proposal would be intrusive on the landscape and have an adverse impact on the surrounding woodland and rights of way.
NEDDC Local Plan

BE6 -  scheduled ancient monuments and archaeological sites
The NEDDC development control archaeologist has stated that the ground works may impact upon buried archaeology and the access works will presumably involve demolition of some sections of historic walling around and within the site.
Archaeological Significance of the proposal area:-

· Prehistoric activity suggested by a possible prehistoric settlement visible on aerial photographs 180m north of the site boundary.

· Dry-stone walls and stiles dating in some cases from late 18th century enclosure

The Parish Council is greatly concerned at the impact of the development of the proposal on the identified sites.

NE1 Landscape Character
It is considered that the proposal is out of proportion in relation to the character of the area and would be seen from many viewpoints in the Ashover parish, impairs visual amenity and would have an adverse impact on the National Park.  

NE2 Special Landscape Area (SLA)
Having regard to the siting and scale of the proposal being adjacent a SLA, it is considered that the proposal would materially detract from the surrounding landscape and adversely affect the setting of heritage and wildlife resources and would detract from the visual amenity of the area during its construction.
Whilst SLA’s are dismissed in the application as not relevant, it is considered that the proposal would have a detrimental effect.
NE3 Protecting and Managing Features of Importance to Wild Flora and Fauna

Ashover Parish Council acknowledges its duties under the NERC Act and its membership of the ‘Lowland Derbyshire Biodiversity Partnership’ when commenting on the application under policy NE3.

The application states:-

 “Bats were the only European protected mammal species found within the Site during surveys. The impact upon these species is assessed not to be significant, as site design has located the turbines at least 50m from the coniferous plantations where the species specifically forage thus reducing potential disturbance.” 
However, Natural England quotes from the EuroBats agreement:  “Wind turbines should as a rule not be installed within woodlands, nor at a distance less than 200m due to the risk that this type of siting implies for all bats”

Furthermore, the bat flightlines have been measured at low level, whereas it is believed that bat movements would also be at the proposed turbine level.
From Vol 3 Fig 24.2 of the Environmental assessment, raptor flight lines cover the turbine area.  The assessment acknowledges conservation concern for merlin, peregrine falcon, nightjar, goshawk, hobby, pink-footed goose and curlew.  The RSPB, in its letter to the Planning Authority dated 16.03.09, states “The site and its surroundings hold one of the most interesting and diverse breeding assemblages of birds of conservation concern found in a small radius within Derbyshire.”  
The Parish Council considers that the wild flora and fauna of the area would be adversely affected by the proposal.

NE4 Sites of National Importance for Nature Conservation

The application states that the development will have no impact on Sites of Scientific Interest (SSI’s), when two, and a Special Protected Area (SPA – bird conservation), are within 3 miles of the development.  It is considered that site construction would disturb fauna.
NE5 Other sites of Importance for Nature Conservation
As commented under BE6 above, the NEDDC Development Control Archaeologist has stated that the ground works may impact upon buried archaeology, and the access works will also presumably involve demolition of some sections of historic walling around and within the site.  
NE6 Development Affecting Nationally Rare Species
As commented under NE3 above, a major conservation concern is expressed for the protection of bats, merlin, peregrine falcon, nightjar, goshawk, hobby, pink footed goose and curlew identified in the proposed development area.
Reference is again made to the Natural England quotes from the EuroBats agreement above.  A recent study has shown that moving blades cause a drop in pressure that makes the delicate lungs of bats suddenly expand, bursting the tissue's blood vessels, this is known as a ‘barotrauma’.

CSU7 Renewable Energy
The Parish Council is not against renewable energy, but not necessarily ‘wind’ power.
It is considered that the impact on SLA’s, historic parks and conservation areas (Ashover) will be marked. The 413ft turbines being prominent on the landscape for both residents and visitors alike.

Visual disturbance cannot be reduced, the turbines will be unmissable. The estimate of effect by West Coast Energy for Goss Hall, Eddlestowe Hall Farm,  Slack, Amber House, West Edge, Kelstedge, Brockhurst, Wire Stone, Robridding Overend, Shooters Lea Farm, North Brittain, Roach House Farm, Bunting Field, Wilkin House, Hardwick, Peasonhurst, is moderate to major. 

The Parish Council expresses its extreme concern at the impact of the proposal on the character and amenity of the environment and on its residents.
It is not considered that the application meets the criteria laid down under policy CSU7.
TS2 Highway Access and Impact of New Development
It is not considered that the site is accessible to a road network of adequate standard to accommodate the anticipated traffic generated by the development safely and without detriment to the character of the road network and there would be significant adverse impact on the environment or amenity of local communities.
CSU4 Surface and Foul Water Drainage
Application states “Should groundwater or run-off enter the excavation during construction, appropriate pumping measures will be taken to ensure the works are safely carried out and the excavation is sufficiently dry “.CSU4 refers to run off going into the mains sewerage system or an acceptable alternative. No mention made of the acceptable alternative that will not adversely affect the local environment, or animal health.
Soughs, springs and watercourses are prevalent in the area and identification prior to any excavation would be necessary.

GENERALLY
Counsel’s Opinion (circulated) drafted by Richard Honey, Barrister -  Report commissioned by Jon McLeod and Wendy Holden

The Parish Council supports the opinion put forward in the above document.  The report raises questions for more detailed information and highlights weak areas of the application.
Loss of Amenity to Residents
Residents take issue with a number of viewpoints as being unrepresentative and that visual prominence will be an issue, together with noise and shadow flicker etc.
The Parish Council requests that all data, information and comments put forward by its residents are given due acknowledgement in the Case Officer’s report to the Planning Committee.
Health and Safety concerns to residents, horse riders, footpath users etc.

Health problems are associated with Wind Farms.

More detail should be sought regarding the methods used to prevent ice build up on the blades.
Concern is expressed at the effect on horses traversing site

Walkers’ and ramblers’ enjoyment may be spoilt by the constant noise.

Impact on Local Businesses 
The Parish Council is extremely concerned at the impact of the proposal on local business and in particular The National Hawking School on Holestone Moor and on local Riding Schools due to the effect on horses traversing the site.  Additionally, it is considered that tourism would be lost due to noise and visual impact.
Ashover Parish Plan 

Whilst change is inevitable, the proposal is would have a highly significant impact on the Parish and the overall comment from residents during consultation for the Parish Plan was “We like Ashover as it is.  We don’t want to change it!” (Ashover Parish Plan page 2)
Responses to the Application received by the Parish Council

At 17 March 2009, the Parish Council had received:-

26   objections to the proposal

3     support to the proposal
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