Wind Turbines at Chelker Reservoir – Draughton Parish Council Address
Craven District Council Planning Committee 16 February 2009
Thank you and good evening, Mr Chairman, members of the Planning Committee.  I am David Jones, Member of Draughton Parish Council.   The Parish Council has consistently opposed this turbine development, and we are pleased to see that the recommendation before you tonight is to refuse it, as advised by your landscape consultants, Capita-Lovejoy.  The recommendation is based on three reasons: that the turbines would have (1) a significant impact upon the historic landscape; (2) a significant visual impact; and (3) a material detrimental impact on the residential amenities of the nearby properties by way of visual impact.
We strongly support this recommendation and  the conclusions contained in the Caita-Lovejoy report.  You saw for yourselves when you visited the Chelker site last week just how huge and dominant these machines would be on the landscape and on the views from Bolton Abbey.  
You also saw how close they would be to people’s houses and to the access road leading to East Berwick. This is not just about visual impact for the nearby residents.  I suggest to you that your reasons for refusal should go beyond those put forward by your officers.  Please, protect the people who live here and refuse this development also because of the catastrophic effect these machines would have on the lives, health and safety of Craven people.  
There are very real health risks posed by machines like this:
The huge industrial machines proposed for this site, 125m high and four times larger than the existing ones, would be less than 400m away from homes where 8 adults and 6 young children live.  
No other turbines have been sited this close to houses.  The Council for Wind Energy in fact advises developers to avoid schemes so close to residential properties.  
This is not just because of the impact on visual amenity.  There is evidence that wind turbines of this size produce noise emissions, particularly low frequency sound.  This can be very damaging for people’s health.  
Government guidelines in Planning Policy Statement 22 require renewable energy developers to minimise increases in noise levels.  Noise experts have in fact provided evidence to show that noise levels at Chelker would be increased.  They also showed that Yorkshire Water did not measure existing noise levels accurately.  This expert report has been copied to you.  We firmly believe that this is a fourth reason to turn this application down – because expert evidence gives sufficient grounds for concerns that noise levels would be unacceptably high, posing health risks to the local population.
There are serious safety risks in putting wind turbines on this site: 
You saw that the site is too constrained to be safe.  There is not sufficient room within this windfarm site to allow for an accepted fallover distance.  If the machinery failed - and the reality is, that wind turbines do collapse and bits fall off them - they would fall onto the neighbour’s fields, or onto the public access road or onto the public footpath. The blades of one of the turbines oversail the public footpath, which PPS 22 advises against because it is dangerous.  

Shadow flicker, caused by the rotation of the blades in certain light conditions, could be dangerous for the neighbouring residents and for users of the A65, just 400m away.  PPS 22 says that flicker effects can be felt up to 800m from turbines as large as these. 
In winter, there are risks to nearby residents and users of the footpath and access road from ice shards flying from the turbine blades. 
Turbines can frighten horses, and PPS 22 thus suggests a safe exclusion zone of 200m.  The site neighbours at East Berwick own ponies which are ridden by children on their fields less than 50m away.  

Your officers comment that the PPS 22 guidelines covering these safety issues are advisory.  Although the PPS document may not have statutory force, it does say that planning authorities need to take these guidelines into account.  They are to be regarded as material to decisions made on planning applications.   We urge you to regard them, to follow the advice in them and refuse this scheme for a fifth reason – because this scheme contravenes several of the PPS22 guidelines concerned with public safety.
And for what benefit would this scheme put public safety at risk?
According to Yorkshire Water’s scoping report (para. 2.6), “The generated power from the wind turbine will only be used to provide base load energy to Chelker WTW [ie, to pump water at the Lob pumping station].  No power will be exported from the site to the national grid.”  The site will therefore not need to be grid-connected.  This clearly implies that the Chelker windfarm would not even count towards your target for renewable energy.

Finally, as the Parish Council, we represent to you the views of the residents of Draughton and of the wider local community.
Throughout this consultation process we have sought and monitored local opinion.  Our intial survey and subsequent public meetings have shown that an overwhelming majority of local people object to these proposals.  There is considerable strength of feeling within the parish, and a lot of sympathy for the people living at the Chelker site.  
In conclusion:

We urge you to reject these plans, not only for the landscape reasons put forward by your officers, but also for these additional reasons – 

1. the noise assessment carried out by the applicant is flawed and expert opinion indicates very real risks for the health of nearby residents; and

2. the application contravenes PPS22 government guidelines in a number of very serious respects, putting public safety at risk.

We rely on you, tonight, to question these matters thoroughly so that, if the plans are rejected, and in the event of any appeal process, these most serious concerns might be taken into account and properly investigated.
