Dear Sir,

 

I am writing to you in relation to a matter concerning the National Policy Statements Sub-Committee

 

As you are a member of the National Policy Statements Sub-Committee I am sending you my views (please see attached) on EN3 National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure as currently drafted. As it now stands it is not equitable as a basis for weighing up planning applications. It is heavily biased in favour of the wind farm developer, to the detriment of those living and working nearby who could be seriously and adversely affected without any recourse.

 

In summary I believe EN3 is a clearly biased in favour of the developer for the following reasons:

 

To allow the developer to simply 'say' an onshore development will be greater than 50MW without giving details of the actual installation and simply by-pass the local planning process, and therefore local people, is patently unjust.  It overturns years of tried and tested planning regulations and sets a very undemocratic precedent.

 

It is simply incorrect to suggest that onshore wind farms are 'temporary' and form part of the long term energy infrastructure of the UK.  They are one or the other.

 

It is ridiculous to allow a developer to submit an application to build an onshore wind farm without submitting plans for the power transmission lines as part of the same application.  They are part of the same development.  One is completely pointless without the other.

 

Why is it acceptable for an onshore wind farm developer to have greater flexibility in their planning applications than say a housing developer?  If a developer is not able to give the precise details of their own development then it is unreasonable to expect anybody, including the planning authorities, to be able to query any part of it to make sure it is acceptable.  This is highly inequitable in favour of the developer.

 

EN3 fails to address one very serious health related issue.  Evidence is increasing that noise from wind turbines is a serious threat to human health.  Already in the UK several families have had to abandon their homes near onshore wind farms.  This despite tests prior to the developments that noise would not be an issue.  The minimum distance between a wind turbine and any residence should be 2km.  If this minimum standard were adopted then it would save a great deal of work by the IPC, power companies and local communities who might otherwise be in opposition.  It is widely known that the current noise standard is based on data from 1996 when wind turbines were a great deal smaller.  Adopting the 2km minimum would help protect the public from serious damage to health and would also minimise the likelihood of future compensation claims against the developers and/or government.

 

Finally I note, and approve of, the recently announced contracts to build very large offshore wind farms.  If these do in fact generate the stated 25% of the UK’s energy requirement by the end of the decade, then I fail to see the need for further significant onshore developments at all.  In fact, to have more than 25% of the UK’s energy coming from a single source could be seen to be unbalanced and risky.

Offshore wind farms can generate huge amounts of power with minimal impact on local communities.  Onshore wind farms are the exact opposite, generating tiny amounts of power with huge, potentially dangerous, effects for those unfortunate enough to live within a few kilometres of them. 

 

Thank you very much for taking the time to read this letter.

 

Yours sincerely,

 

 

