Renewable Energy at Sheepdrove Organic Farm

Developing Best Practice in the North Wessex Downs AONB

Notes from viewing local turbines 24th Feb 2006

General Feedback/Concerns/Questions

· The AONB have had very rigid constraints on development for a long time – if planning permission is given for this kind of development (wind turbines) it may set a precedent and open the floodgates for other kinds of development in the AONB.

· “I’m all for sustainability and I support wind turbines in the right place” 

· The turbine on the M4 at Reading was often quoted as a suitably sited wind turbine

· A wind farm development in Cornwall was referred to on a number of occasions by one of the delegates; the turbines in the Cornish wind farm were placed right on top of the ridgelines and he felt that this had totally ruined the landscape.

· More smaller turbines would be preferable to fewer larger turbines at Sheepdrove

· The siting of turbines at Sheepdrove will have to be a compromise between benefits and height: efficiency considerations would probably have to be compromised when looking where turbines may be placed due to visual considerations

· The ability of wind power to make a significant contribution to the electricity requirements at Sheepdrove are likely to be constrained by what the landscape can take of this type of development

· What is the relationship between height, blade length and turbine efficiency?

· Is there a trend for increasing blade length relative to hub height?

Discussion Points: RAL (15.5m to hub, 24m to blade tip)

· It was generally agreed that the RAL turbine was well located as the quality of the existing landscape was already compromised by existing industrial and commercial development

· The buildings at the base of the turbine made the turbine seem less high than it really was when viewed from the Ridgeway viewpoint (approximately 1km from the turbine)

· Some delegates who had seen the RAL turbine close up described it as “massive”

· The visibility of the hub varied from moment to moment depending upon the sun.  When the sun was out the glint of the hub was very visible and caught the eye. When the sun was in the turbine was barely discernable from the buildings and other structures surrounding it.

· Distance between turbines and bridleways was discussed: The British Horse Society currently recommend a minimum distance of 200m or 3 times the height of the turbine, whichever is the greater.  Current guidelines in the Netherlands recommend a minimum distance of 400m.

Discussion Points: Faccombe
 (36m to hub, 47m to blade tip)

· At a distance of approximately 1 mile, the sound of the turbine was not noticeably discernable above the sound of the wind

· At a distance of approximately 500m, the sound of the blades rotating was distinctly audible but was not a dominant sound relative to the wind

· Standing right next to the turbine the hum of the generator at the turbine hub and the sound of the blade tips rotating through the air were both clearly audible as separate distinct sounds.

· It was not as prominent within the landscape as was expected as we approached it along the local road

· The perceived size and visibility of the turbine depended on the position and direction of viewing; the turbine was not visible until you were relatively close to it when approaching it along the brow of the hill but when viewed from the bottom of the valley the turbine was very visible and prominent.

· The location of the turbine on the brow of a hill was judged as not appropriate for Sheepdrove.

· The motion of the blades was disliked by one delegate who described it as “mesmerising”

· "It's not as bad as I expected, but I wouldn't want to see it from my kitchen window"
