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Dear Mr. Nugent,

 11/01733/RENE – Proposed Turbine Site Southwest of East Coldcoates, Ponteland, Northumberland.
I wish to object to the above Application on behalf of the Ponteland Civic Society, for the reasons given below.

I must initially point out that the “public consultation” in Sections 6.2.23 et.seq. of the Planning Statement was quite inadequate. The few sites for the posters were not well chosen and the 1-week period for display was too short; to have only six people attend the presentation was derisory. Any such public consultation should be advertised much more widely, necessarily including Pont News and Views and the Morpeth Herald. The Town Council can always advise on such matters.

A screening opinion was initially sought from Northumberland County Council in respect of a turbine of 37m height to hub and 53m height to tip; on the basis of this, an Environmental Impact Assessment (EAI) was deemed to be unnecessary. The actual turbine proposed in this Application is, however, an EWT Directwind 54-500 of 50.9m height to hub and 77.9m height to tip – significantly more than the originally-quoted dimensions. This discrepancy is hardly acceptable and should be explained.

The screening opinion obtained from NCC further stated that… “This proposal does not fall within the definition of appropriate development in the Green belt and therefore the proposal would have to demonstrate very special circumstances that clearly outweigh any harm by reason of inappropriateness and any other harm in terms of impact on the openness…” In the view of the Civic Society the existence of “very special circumstances” has not been demonstrated anywhere in this proposal.

Whilst the NCC has not required an EAI it has, however, required the preparation of a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), for which the Applicant has provided a large number of photomontage views from various points. The analysis is misleading since, whilst there may be no view from some unimportant points such as a lay by near Berwick Hill Bridge (view 31), a number of other single points where the turbine is visible are actually representative of the view from whole streets of houses to the north-west of Ponteland (view 24) and are thus of much greater significance from the point of view of residents but have not been accorded sufficient weight.

In fact, nearly all of Ponteland Village and approximately one third of Darras Hall Estate lie within a radius of 3km from the site; Figure 9 ZTV further shows that perhaps some 80% of locations within a 2km radius of the site will have some view of the turbine itself. Figure 7 Green Belt Boundary shows that the site will be visible from areas of high landscape value in virtually all directions.

Residential sites within a 1km radius include properties such as those at Milbourne Lodge, Middle Coldcoates, South Coldcoates, Abbotswood, the Grade II Listed East Coldcoates Farm (which, incidentally, comprises five separate dwellings) and most of the Northumbria Police site. We consider that residential sites which are only a few metres outside this radius should also be included in any consideration of intrusion, specifically The Grade II Listed Benridge Hall, Smallburn, Smallburn Lodge, Eckindale and the whole of the Northumbria Police Site. The latter includes five Listed structures and is scheduled to be redeveloped to provide some 150 houses under Planning Application CM/20080775. 

Most residents living within the 1km radius (including the anticipated 300 to 600 residents on the Police Site) will not only suffer from an overbearing view of the installation but could well experience problems due to ambient noise. The few calculation results given in Table 5.1 of the Noise Prediction document would seem to indicate that all these residents may expect to experience a noise level only slightly below the “acceptable” criterion of 35dBA. 

I would, in conclusion, note that Executive Summary of the Planning Statement claimed that the installation will produce 1,905,000kWh per annum. This implies that the machine will operate at an average level of 43.5% of its maximum rated capacity throughout the year. Figures quoted extensively in the Press and by such bodies as the Institution of Engineering Technology (IET) indicate, however, that a country-wide average of no more than 27% is currently achieved, with some installations (at inland locations without the benefit of significant ground height) achieving less than 10%. Such a figure may well apply in the present case and would make the installation unsustainable.

Yours truly,

Philip Ham.

Chairman, Ponteland Civic Society.
