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Environmental Action Group

Two Communities - One Cause


Planning Application 86833-11

Dear Mr McGlone, 

    We have several major concerns about the noise assessment and the validity of some of the data, including 

             1 Assessment of back ground noise at sensitive locations.

              2 Assessment of estimated noise generated by the turbines.

For the reasons given below we believe the numbers provided by the applicant during this application are unrepresentative of the impact of the proposed turbines. As such it would be unsafe to award approval of the application based on this information.

      We are deeply concerned about an e-mail that was recently added to the planning website. This is an e-mail from Donna Hartley to you (Reference 127140_5.pdf).  Firstly this is just part of an e-mail discussion and unfortunately the other e-mails have not been placed on the website. The earlier e-mails also state that reports have been attached and unfortunately these have also not been placed on the web site. We therefore believe that not all relevant information has been placed on the website and therefore the residents have been denied the opportunity to fully participate in this planning application.

We also have the following concerns with e-mail reference 127140_5.pdf.

On the email reference is made to a reworked noise report that is expected sometime after the e-mail was sent (5-12-11 at 23:44). The late presentation of this information without sufficient time for it to be considered by affected residents is totally unacceptable. It is noted that this report is still not available for review (7-12-11 at 12:00).

The e-mail includes a copy of an e-mail from Donna Hartley to you (3-12-11 9:06) which states that “the average noise for the period 2am to 3am is around the 50dBA mark at Nightingale Road”.  We have used a calibrated ISO-TECH SLA-1358 sound level analyser and we measured the noise levels at the rear of 34 Nightingale Rd last night.

The wind varied from 0 to 5 m/s from the west, north west and south west. The weather was squally with periods of moderate rain.  
Due to the rain a continuous assessment was not practical.

Date 6-12-11 

18:20:17 – 18:22:27
Average level 45.5 dB(A),  minimum 44.1 dB(A)
19:53:37 – 19:53:47
Average level 46.6 dB(A),  minimum 44.5 dB(A)

20:23:58– 20:36:28
Average level 44.2 dB(A),  minimum 40.6 dB(A)
22:00:20– 22:16:40
Average level 41.7 dB(A),  minimum 39 dB(A)

23:04:15– 23:17:05
Average level 40.4 dB(A),  minimum 38.7 dB(A)

Date 7-12-11 

00:13:27– 00:28:27
Average level 38.1 dB(A),  minimum 35.8 dB(A)

The agents claim that “the average noise for the period 2am to 3am is around the 50dBA mark at Nightingale Road” are extremely dubious as the 12 dB difference between the agents average for 02:00 -03:00 and our measured average. The agents figures represents  a 16 fold increase in noise level. 

The e-mail from Donna Hartley to you (3-12-11 9:06) which refers, in points 2 & 3, to attachments that are not available on the planning web site.

In point 4 the agent states “At a wind speed of 10.1 m/sec the source noise on a 30 meter tower is 100.1 dba and at 8.0 m/sec the source noise is 97.1 dba”. This information is not supported by the equipment manufacture in the detailed specification available on their web site. It is also inconsistent with the initial submission by the applicant . It is also at odd with the clarification offered to a recent WES 30 planning application as we identified in an earlier correspondence.

The agent goes on to say that “At 100dba source , the noise would be 40 dba at the nearest property.  (You cannot hear the turbine above a wind speed of 8 mts / sec due to higher background noise ) “. ETSU-R-97 clearly states that “The Noise Working Group is of the opinion that one should only seek to place limits on noise over a range of wind speeds up to 12 m/s when measured at 10m height on the wind farm site. There are four reasons for restricting the noise limits to this range of wind speed:

Wind speeds are not often measured at wind speeds greater than 12 m/s at 10m height
Reliable measurements of background noise levels and turbine noise will be difficult to make in high winds
Turbine manufacturers are unlikely to be able to provide information on sound power levels at such high wind speeds for similar reasons
If a wind farm meets noise limits at wind speeds lower than 12 m/s it is most unlikely to cause any greater loss of amenity at higher wind speeds
Therefore the agent has not correctly implemented ETSU-R-97, and they seem to be to trying to minimise the perceived noise impact of this proposal, during the application stage.
The agent goes on to state that “The windspeed for the driving range post code is 6.45 m/sec at 30 mtrs height.” The agent has omitted the word average from this statement - winds in excess of 6m/s occur frequently in this area.

In point 5 the agent refers to a wiring diagram that is not available on the planning web site
Regards

BHEAG

