APPEAL BY:  NPower Renewables:  Land At Hockley Farm Hockley Lane Bradwell-On-Sea Essex

APPLICATION NO:  06/00291/FUL;  APPEAL REFERENCE NO:  APP/X1545/A/06/2023805/NWF

DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT:  Construct Wind Farm comprising of 10 turbines of maximum 121m to blade tip height, sub-station building, anemometer mast and ancillary infrastructure

We wish to strongly support the proposed wind farm on the following grounds: 

1.   Visual impact - landscape and noise:

  Four members of our group visited a similar wind farm of eight turbines at Deeping St Nicholas in Lincolnshire and noted that, standing right underneath one of the turbines the sound heard is a low and rather soothing hum.  From a short distance away on a local road the majestic turbines appear small, as an attractive group.  As these are the turbines which BATTLE's witness Jane Davis complains about at public anti-windfarm meetings, we would suggest it might be useful for the Inspector to have a site visit.  

1.2  Two windfarms of fifteen and eight turbines each can be seen from the train travelling from Colchester to Peterborough in the flat Fen farmland at March and Whittlesey in Cambridgeshire.  Turning in the sunlight they are really attractive – like small copses of trees in the fields.  However, if a hedge, a tree, or a building gets in the way they are impossible to see.

The residents on Mersea island - some 7,500 people - are the closest large population to the proposed windfarm at Hockley Farm just across the SSSI and Ramsar-designated Blackwater Estuary - far closer than Burnham or Maldon.  We see an ugly industrial hulk, the closed Magnox nuclear power station, which will not be fully decommissioned for over a hundred years.  We have had the constant whine from these plants in our ears when the prevailing wind is in our direction.  This is one of the sites the Government has this month suggested may have one or two new nuclear plants, possibly with cooling towers.

1.4  The Inspector has promised to make an unaccompanied site visit to look across the water at this from the beach in front of Shears Crescent, where I have lived for over thirty years.  He will also see twenty or so pylons.  The sight of distant wind turbines without leaving highly radioactive waste would enhance our landscape and give us clean energy for our future.  This windfarm proposal will be a welcome alternative to the nuclear costly and totally unsuitable polluting proposal.

1.5  It is incongruous for Maldon District Council to oppose the Hockley Farm windfarm proposal on  visual amenity planning grounds when they have supported the Bradwell nuclear power proposals.

1.6  Colchester Borough Council's previous Conservative administration supported the original windfarm proposal, which complies with their planning policies.  The new coalition administration of LibDem, Labour and Independent groups has also reiterated Colchester council's support when this new inquiry was announced.

2.   Environmental and planning policies supporting this application include:

2.1  Climate Change is the biggest threat to this planet, and this proposal would help mitigate the effects by a significant reduction in CO2 emissions, helping meet the Kyoto targets.  

2.2   This windfarm proposal accords with Government Energy policy to support renewable energy, as detailed in PPS22 and included in local plan policies.

2.3   The clean, non-polluting renewable energy would provide the equivalent electricity needs of around one third of the Maldon district at present wasteful electricity usage.  With future vital improved energy efficiency they should provide for far more.

2.4    These turbines would contribute to the Eastern region’s aim to provide 10% of our electricity from renewable energy by 2010 and 44% from onshore and offshore windpower by 2020, with 17% coming from onshore windfarms alone.

2.5    The location at Hockley Farm, Bradwell, is ideal for windspeed to capture energy from the wind.

2.6    Since the previous inquiry and the Inspector's approval of the windfarm application, the Climate Change Act was agreed for a reduction of climate change gases by 80% by 2050.  
2.7  I distributed a copy of FoE’s booklet ‘Renewable energy:  your questions answered’ (2008) to all parties.  On page 2, paragraph 4 it explains that the Government has committed the UK to produce 15% of total energy needs from renewable energy by 2020.  Two charts on page 3 show that electricity is 18% of all energy use in the UK, transport 34% and heating 48%.  To put this into context, nuclear power only provided 3% of total energy use in 2006.   (Source:  Govt BERR statistics 2006).

2.8    Essex County Council supports the 80% reduction in CO2 by 2050.  It supports renewable energy.

2.9 Essex - and the Dengie Peninsula in particular - is extremely vulnerable to sea level rises from the effects of climate change, including loss of farmland, which has been reported by the ‘Managing Coastal Change Project’, working with the Environment Agency.  It is looking at protecting estuaries on the Essex coastline and determining where money is spent on flood protection.  This windfarm will help mitigation.

3.    Local economy benefits:

3.1    This proposal will help support the viability of local farms and tourists will visit the windfarm and support local village shops.

3.2     During the construction period local jobs will be created, boosting the local economy.

4.    Misinformation and scaremongering from nationally-orchestrated anti-wind movement:

4.1  Local people who support the windfarm have been intimidated by aggressive well-organised anti-wind groups BATTLE and SIEGE.  Public meetings have been held with speakers peddling myths and misinformation.  Some of our Friends of the Earth local group members attended a public meeting at Burnham and witnessed this misinformation.. 

4.2 The Earls Hall windfarm proposal for five turbines just across the Blackwater estuary near St Osyth had a similar group called STAPLE, which had Jane Davis on the platform at a public meeting.  The sound of a wind turbine was amplified on a loudspeaker.  There were over 1000 letters of support for the windfarm and only 152 letters against.  Yet in the face of a vociferous minority councillors unanimously turned it down against the wise advice of their planning officer's detailed report.

4.3 The ASA (Advertising Standards Authority) upheld six complaints of misinformation by anti-wind group SOS about a windfarm proposal near Liverpool.
5  Responding to two anti-windfarm speakers’ points made earlier today:

5.1  On the point that windpower is expensive in comparison to nuclear power:  The decommissioning of the current nuclear power plants is costing the taxpayers £83billion.

5.2  On the point that wind is intermittent:  An Oxford University study on 30 years of UK windspeed shows that round the UK there is always wind feeding into the National Grid.  We have the best windpower in Europe.     

18th November 2009:  Representation by Mrs Paula Whitney, Co-ordinator, on behalf of Colchester & NE Essex Friends of the Earth, 4 Shears Crescent, West Mersea, Essex CO5 8AR.
