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Cooks House, Norton, Powys LD8 2HA    tel 01544 260839  email sh116@cam.ac.uk  

1.12.2010
Stonewall Hill Conservation Group objects to this proposal:
1. The site of Reeves Hill/Stonewall Hill is unsuitable for a wind farm. The proposed wind farm (application DCNW2008/1289/F.) would cause unacceptable damage to an unspoilt landscape. Furthermore, the turbines cannot be accommodated at sufficient set-back distance from dwellings and roads to preserve residents’ and visitors’ amenity to a reasonable degree.  We have already detailed other resons for refusing this wind farm.

There have been objections from Powys, three local councils and well over 1000 members of the public including all residents within 1km not associated with the application. There is therefore no reason to perform wind-monitoring.

2. At a height of 60m, the mast is a substantial visual intrusion in the local landscape and the public have already endured it for a year.  We are eagerly awaiting its removal which was due on 25th November 2010. The mast is currently in place without planning permission.

3. The mast causes a nuisance at Tipton Farm where, when the wind is in the predominant S-W direction, the residents hear it whistling though the mast.

4. The Developer’s justification for prolonging the permission in the Explanatory Letter is that the meteorological referencing station used for long-term correlation of wind data has recently had an instrument change and that a further 12 months is required to provide “a more accurate assessment of energy output”. This is also the sole reason given on the planning Application form section 6. The Developer gives no further evidence for this assertion, nor is it explained which meteorological station they use.  SHCG presumes this is Shobdon.  In response to our enquiry, the Weather Desk Advisor, Mr Yates, advised “The wind head at Shobdon was replaced in October 2008 with the standard anemometer used in the Met Office observing network. This is a cup and vane system from the Vector instruments A100 series and the starting speed of these units is generally less than 1kt”

 This is before the current mast was set up in November 2009 and so on the evidence so far made available, the Developer’s argument and the reason given on the planning application form are both invalid.  

5. The Developer has already had permission to monitor for two years but did not take this up in 2008. The letter requesting extra background noise monitoring under Regulation 19 was only sent on 30.11.2009, a whole year after permission had been granted.  Therefore the Developer’s reasons for delay in setting up the monitor are not convincing.

6. The data collected in the past year is already the subject of a dispute between Stonewall Hill Conservation Group and Herefordshire Council.   Both SHCG & Richard Buxton Solicitors, acting on our behalf, have requested the raw meteorological data collected during the past year so as to properly assess the risk of noise nuisance at nearby properties.  The Environmental Information Request made on 8.7.10 has been ignored.  It has not been met and nor has any response to it been received from either Herefordshire Council or the Developer.  EIA Regulations 1999 make it clear that “confidentiality” is no grounds for with-holding such information as both SCHG and Richard Buxton Solicitors have explained to Herefordshire Council.

SHCG requests that points 4 and 6 be resolved before the application comes to Committee.  The Developer should revise the Application documents and we should be given another period in which to comment on the revisions. 

We should be supplied with the outstanding meteorological data under EIR rules. 

We respectfully ask the Planning Committee to refuse this request on the grounds above.

Yours sincerely,

Dr Stephen Hugh-Jones

Chairman, Stonewall Hill Conservation Group

