Moresby Parish Council
Planning application Wind Farm Weddicar Rigg

The parish council object to the application 

They have considered;-

a)  Planning policy statement 22 (PPS22) Renewable Energy

b) Cumbria Wind Energy Supplementary Planning document adopted 2008

c) Policies EGY 1 EGY 2of the adopted Copeland Local Plan 2001-2006(Saved Policies June 2009) 

They have considered the criteria that a renewable energy development in this case a wind farm must satisfy and believe that whilst some criterion are met others are not and that in all the circumstances the application should be rejected

Dealing with the criteria.
a) Adverse visual effects. 
Receptors, that is to say the residents of the village of Moresby Parks and surrounding areas such as Scilly Banks, will be faced with six turbines with a hub height of 68 metres and tip height of 115 metres sited on a fell which has an approximate height of 50 metres in the immediate area. This combined height brings the turbines up to and beyond the skyline from many locations. In operation, the turbine blades will move, attracting the eye and increasing the visual effect beyond that apparent from a computer-generated image. Without exception parishioners who attended a public meeting (75+) raised these concerns. The parish council believe that the criterion is not met and that there will be adverse visual effects but accept that loss of a view is not a material planning issue. 

b) No significant adverse visual effects on landscape character and distinctiveness 
 The site is identified in the Cumbria Landscape Character Guidance and Toolkit March 2001 as Type 9d “Ridges”. The key characteristic are Distinct Ridges, Extensive area of true heath land moorland, improved pasture with distinctive stone walls, Woodland and small belts of trees form prominent features. The vision is that the key feature of distinct ridges, heather moorland and wide and expansive uninterrupted views of the sea and the Lakeland Fells that are sensitive to significant infrastructure development is that this landscape will be conserved and enhanced. The development of Type 9d should avoid siting large scale wind energy and other vertical structures in open and prominent areas where it could degrade the open and expansive character. 
The parish council consider that a development of this nature would have a materially harmful effect on the character and appearance of the surrounding rural landscape contrary to criterion 2 of Policy EGY 1 of the local plan

c) That there would be no adverse impact on biodiversity

Measures may have been made to avoid or mitigate harm to bird, bats and other mobile species both within and outside the site but these seem to be of a minor nature and in any event may be counterproductive if they restrict the range of the Hen Harrier (a protected species) If the Hen Harrier is recovering in numbers then to block off an area where it may nest cannot be helpful to its survival
d) That proposals would not cause unacceptable harm to features of local national and international importance for nature or heritage conservation

 PPS 22 does not allow the identification of buffer zones around international and national designations however any development should consider the effects it may have on settings of significant designated and undesignated areas and of cultural landscapes. In this case it is the Ennerdale valley and surrounding fells in the Western Lake District 

The parish council consider that a development of this nature would have a materially harmful effect on the character and appearance of the surrounding rural landscape contrary to criterion 2 of Policy EGY 1 of the local plan. Enclosed with this note is a photomontage showing the Lake District Fells from the village of Moresby Parks and it has to be accepted that receptors, that is those walking the Ennerdale Fells, will not have a clear view of the Solway Firth  and the West Cumberland plain but have a view dominated by the turbines.
e) That measures are taken to mitigate any noise smell dust or other nuisance likely to affect residents or other adjoining land users. 

Measures are expected to be taken to mitigate any of the above. The parish council would not expect noise or shadow flicker to be a major issue but any hum from the turbine may, for some, effect sleeping patterns.  Any aviation or communication concerns should be dealt with by the relevant body. The parish council notes that a reduction in house value is not material planning issues.

f) That adequate provision can be made for access, parking and any adverse impacts on the highway network

The parish council will defer to any views of the highway authority although the point was made at the public meeting that the route chosen to bring material to the site was not in many ways suitable.
g) That any waste arising from the development would be minimised and dealt with using a suitable means of disposal.

The parish council expects that to be the case.

h) There would be no adverse unacceptable conflict with any existing recreational facilities and their access routes 

The parish council does not believe there would be any conflict.

i) That there would not give rise to any unacceptable cumulative effect when considered against any previous extant planning approvals for renewable energy development or other existing /approved utility infrastructure in the vicinity.
There are a number of wind turbines on a site known as Fairfield farm. The parish council notes that PPS 22 says that arbitrary limits should not be set but should be assessed at this stage in the process. The parish council considers that the visual impact of the Fairfield farm development and a second development on a site at Weddicar Rigg   would amount to character change to an unacceptable degree with two schemes side by side being overbearing and dominant in a largely rural area. They also point out that other sites albeit at a distance are seen from the parish.
It is for the above reasons that the application should be refused.

