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Planning application 86833  - Wind Turbine Douglas Valley Golf Course

OBJECTION

· Bolton’s core Strategy states in policy OA1

6 Ensure Protected Open Land around Horwich and Blackrod remains undeveloped,except to the west of Horwich Loco Works where development will be allowed to support the regeneration of the Loco Works site.

11 Ensure that new development does not harm the landscape setting and protects views from public areas to the surrounding landscape. 

In addition the area is in greenbelt.

· The application differs from similar recent permissions in several key aspects :-

A Number of turbines

B Proximity to homes not occupied by the resident

C Proximity and density of major population centre

D The topography to residents within 500 metres

E The recent permission for a biomass plant, combined with other developments in the area, over the years.

1 Cumulative impact The site is currently approved (subject to The secretary of State’s decision)  for a biomass plant in close proximity to the turbines.

     A The additional turbines is overdevelopment of the area – and a 106 agreement in favour of rescinding the permission for the biomass plant should be required if the council is minded to approve the turbine application.

     B Cumulative Impact – this appears to have been ignored. 

             - what is the effect on the flue gases from the biomass plant, which will be below the turbine height

             - what will the effect of the biomass planting lighting (and indeed the golf course lighting) be on the visibility of the turbine at night.

             -  if the turbines force the footpath to be moved ( which  doesn’t seem possible due to topography) this will be in the direction of the biomass plant.

             - the combined effect will be to change the general amenity of the area to more industrial. (The Ramblers comment on their concern about the turbine closest to the public footpath, but without an intimate knowledge of the area, and previous permissions which have not yet commenced, the combined effect with the biomass plant is unlikely to have been considered)
Whilst very special circumstance of renewable energy may be used, the amount of energy produced will be insignificant compared to the wasted heat from the CHP plant. A 4mwe has already been approved for the area, we estimate that upto 8 Mwth will be wasted Therefore far more energy could be harnessed, far less intrusively by harnessing this otherwise wasted energy from the CHP plant. The turbines are therefore an unnecessary additional  visual and noise  intrusion.

2. Type of turbine Twin blade turbines are often considered to detract from the amenity of the country side due to their fast rotation speed. They are therefore more suited to industrial sites.

3 A full noise impact assessment should be made – particularly as the turbine, will be at the same height as Nightingale Road , and  within 350m. A large proportion of the village of Blackrod is within 500 m. This is considered a critical distance by many local authorities. 
   Whilst background noise from the A6 and the motorway can be extremely noticeable during the day, very much dependent upon wind direction, at night the area is extremely quiet – and this is the time when disturbance from the turbines will be most noticeable..
   The generator itself will be at almost exactly the same height as many residents in Blackrod, which is not a usual circumstance.
   Using the manufacturers own figures, the noise would appear to exceed guidelines at the Hamlet, present in the area of the Golf Course

3b Low frequency sound / ultra sound . The D and A statement states “There is no evidence that ground transmitted low frequency noise from wind turbines is harmful to human health”. This is incorrect. There are numerous papers regarding this issue and indeed one of the main reasons a bill (which has had its second reading in the House of Lords) to prevent the siting of similar sized turbines within 1 Km of residential properties. 
4a Visual assessment. Whilst screening is at best dubious, for six months of the year, the leaves will be absent from the trees. The low level of the sun during these months , interacting with the turbine, needs to be considered regarding flicker at any properties within 10 diameters (300m) and 130 degrees of north. This is particular relevant for the A6,  which again due to topography and direction to the sun is likely to play through the fast moving  blades on drivers travelling towards Bolton and the nearby  Hamlet adjacent to the golf course.
4b The height of the turbine generator is almost the same as many residents in Blackrod. In most circumstances the 700m sweep, of each turbine, would be partly, or largely against the sky. In this instance due to the topography , nearly 1400 m squared of the landscape will be harmed from many public areas within the greenbelt.
5a  Safety. Two immediate concerns are considered. The turbine blade will protrude 15m over the top of a footpath 6m away. If icicles form on a blade, this will create a health hazard to users of the footpath. Our understanding is guidelines stae the turbine shall not oversail a public footpath
5b Target practice, there is a risk (however unlikely) , that the moving  blades will be used as target practice by golfers. The blades will be only 15 m from the ground at their lowest point. 
6 Access to National Grid. There appears to be no correspondence from the power grid confirming that the network can accommodate this energy input or how this will be managed. WE understand this has been reason to prevent a much smaller Solar PV installation in the area.
7 Location The current proposed location of the turbines is unclear and should be re-submitted, including distances to highways (both public and private)

Conclusion

There is a significant amount of evidence regarding health impacts and wind turbines. The House of Lords bill currently proposes a 1Km distance for turbines of this size. In this case there are two turbines proposed, adjacent to a biomass plant. Many other countries (and UK local authorities) have minimum separations distances ranging from 10x turbine diameters (300m) upto 2Km.

In this instance the issues are compounded as the major population centres is at the same height as the turbine generator, with uninterrupted line of sight (and noise). Evidently the hamlet on the Douglas Valley Golf course is significantly closer than 10x turbine diameters. Irrespective of whether these resident choose to object, the Local Authority has a duty to their Heaath and Safety, and basic Human Rights.
It would appear that when UK councils perform a full risk analysis , the majority if  not all  UK councils (including English  ) appear to consider  400 – 600m  to be a critical distance (irrespective of the  ten diameters) , for health and safety reasons. Given the proximity, and the uninterrupted line of site to a significant number of residents of Blackrod,  this distance is even more critical.

Existing developments at the location is also reason to reject this application
We may object more fully once the necessary details to consider this application are provided.

In the meantime should you require more detail on any of the points we have raised we will be happy to provide supportive evidence.
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