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Hoff Moor—another win for rational debate

A proposal for a wind farm at Hoff Moor was drawn up in 2002 and
submitted to Eden District Council in 2003. The site is beyond Orton Scar on
the B6260 road. Although only three turbines, they would have reared up
nearly 330 feet and would have been in full view in front of the Pennines
AONB as you descended the long hill to Appleby-in-Westmorland.

The Eden Planning Officer recommended refusal of the original application
and it was duly turned down by the Council. However, after further
environmental surveys and a delay of nearly two years it was resubmitted. This
time the Officers recommended approval but after a vigorous opposition
campaign (in which FELLS participated) the Council rejected it for anskc
time. Eventually the developer (nPower Renewables) lodged an appeal and a
Public Inquiry was ordered. FELLS lodged a further written objection,
emphasising the technical inadequacies of wind power technology. The Inquiry
took place in Penrith in the week beginning March 10th 2008.

FELLS were represented at the start and it quickly became clear that no one
was going to tackle the technical issues of wind turbine performance and
carbon dioxide savings. So we quickly put together a 6-7 page Proof of
Evidence which was presented by Mike Hall on the fourth day. This drew
attention to the excessive claims made in the application, especially for CO
savings. Though the nPower barrister attempted to discredit the evidence, the
Inspector thanked FELLS for drawing the deficiencies to his attention. In
paragraph 12 of the Decision Letter, the Inspector accepts the FELLS position.
As far as we know this is the first time in a Public Inquiry that the poorgr CO
savings have been acknowledged. Though the key concerns were landscape
and visual impact, there is no doubt that our evidence helped tip the balance
against the wind farm.

This win was especially gratifying because many of us who attendéd fel
would be approved and secondly, it sterilises the whole area near Whinash and
the North Howgills—possibly even the Shap locality.

Our Annual General Meeting
will take place in Kirkland Hall, Kendal on
Thursday June 5th at 6.30pm.

The agenda will include a slide presentation toatgd
members on activities Nationally and in the Nortasty

We hope to see you there.
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The Armistead Wind Farm Proposal

Banks Developments Ltd of County Durham submitted an application to South Lakel&ma Dmun-
cil in late March 2008, having held two village exhibitions in Old Hutton in August 2007 anddfgbr
2008. The original suggestion that it would be for 8 turbines had been scaled down to six, and the heigt
lowered from 125 metres to 100 metres. However, this is still significamgghehthan St Paul's cathedral
and 100 feet higher than the Lambrigg turbines (see Figure).

The site is located to the north of the B6254 Kirkby Lonsdale to Kendal road about mid wegrbetw
Barkin House and Old Hutton. It is immediately adjacent to the Barkin Lot sitevéisathe subject of a
planning application in 1998 (which was
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geted by wind farm developers, a task
~__made easier because the Cumbria Wind

Energy Supplementary Planning Document
| (SPD) adopted in 2007 identified the Ken-
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., dal Low Fells as having the capacity to ac-
4 cept a small to medium wind farm. How-
wno racio €VET, all is not lost because the SPD made
"1 "™ it clear that each application would have to
be assessed on its merits and would need to meet rigid criteria for sgtistyeral, economic, land-
scape, visual and ecological constraints.

The site will be remarkably prominent as it sits on the highest point of a low ritlgeldietween the
Lune and the Kent valleys. Because of this location it will be visible from asviay as Grange-over-
Sands and Arnside Knott and will be very conspicuous from Kendal and all the local felesssTice
Helm (Oxenholme), The Howgills, the Middleton, Barbon, and Casterton Fell@nHttof and Farle-
ton Fell and parts of the Lake District National Park. As is usual with suclcaiiuhs, the developers
and their consultants have down-played the landscape and visual impacts—and just akibirigevery
else. In effect they dismiss the Kendal Low Fells as a valueless gfdaind with no landscape or amen-
ity value. Nothing could be further from the truth. They also state that treeomlgfcommon grassland
birds’ on the site while we have detailed records of four endangered species (eallBatd Book spe-
cies), namely skylark, yellowhammer, twite, and hen harrier, as welpasigs, curlew, merlin, etc.

FELLS joined forces with AblotYgainstBarkin Lot developments) and through April and into May
have run a vigorous campaign. Over 1,500 leaflets have been delivered, a poster campeigul |
(though they keep getting stolen), Parish and public meetings held, and digenassgiven to the
houses that will be closest to the turbines. These are between 600 and 900 metres awgyoaraf-m
fected by noise and light flicker. Our aim was to get at least 300-400 objed¢ters End we believe,
thanks to all our supporters, that this is very likely to have been achieved. In additioeljeve that
Friends of the Lake District (FOLD) and the Yorkshire Dales Natioagd Ruthority will object.

The application will be considered by SLDC at the earliest at their June plaoningttee meeting
and they will accept letters of objection until the end of May or even mid-June. So iyeunbt writ-
ten yet please help by penning a few word (one or two paragraphs are enoungjfjaning Applica-
tion Number SL/2008/0318and sending them or e-mailing them to;

Barry Jackson, Planning Officer, South Lakeland District Council,
Lowther Street, Kendal, LA9 4DL
E-mail: development.control@southlakeland.gov.uk
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This is another very important application because if it is constructed the wmevithdominate (and
devastate) all the attractive byways that criss-cross the KendaFelsy and will be inter-visible with
Lambrigg and Caton Moor wind farms which will create a significant @egfeumulative impact. May
we thank you in advance for your support. Visit the Ablotweb site at www.ablot.moadmit
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Global Warming—or is it Cooling?  Groups that FELLS have helped

There are some things in life that require a sense diVe were asked if we could publish a list of groups/

humour—even though you may want to cry. One isvind projects in which we have been involved.
the ongoing saga of global warming. The earth’s Here are the main ones:

hottest year was 1.  Public Inquiries where we gave evidence
1998. Since then it - Caton Moor
BETTER NRAP vp - has not Warmed at . Hoff Moor

WE'RE GOING ON THE
\ GLOBAL WARMING MARCH

Whinash
Public enquiries assisted
Harestanes (Forest of Ae) near Moffat
Isle of Lewis (Barvas Moor)
Public addresses and/or data provision
Whitelee (Glasgow)

all and has even
cooled slightly in
the past two years.
But does this mean
it is now in a cool-

Ing t_rend? A paper . Scout Moor (Midlands)

has just been pub- . Saddleworth, Midlands, (twice)
lished in Nature by . Ribblesdale (near Settle)

German scientists - Middlemoor (near Alnwick)

who have found - Highlands before Pylons (Aviemore)

Armistead & Barkin Lot (Cumbria)
Barrow off-shore (Cumbria)
Browrigg Hall (Allonby)

Fleeter Wood (near Maryport)

that the ocean cur-
rents in the Pacific
have done a U-turn.

When this happens . Keekle (Cumbria west coast)
the earth cools. They are not saying that this proves .  Lamonby (near Penrith)
that man-made CQs not responsible but that - Lochluichart (Highlands)
there are natural cycles which can mask man’s ef- - West Newton (Solway plain)
fects. To quote, .. - Tallentire Hill (Solway plain)

Cragg Lot (Arkholme, Lancs.))
Shap Renewable Energy Park , Cumbria (3 meeti
Well would you believe it! None of the sophisti- ~  Berrier Hill near Blencathra (four meetings)
cated models used by the IPCC and other climate = Stibers & Elledrside (Near Grange)

L . . - Standish Cote (Barrow)
scientists included such a factor and none predicted = g, - (Highlands)

a 10-20 year cooling cycle. Whether man is con- . Eisgen Estate (Isle of Lewis)
tributing or not it just goes to show how little we . Pairc Estate (Isle of Lewis)

know. Should we really be bankrupting the world . Drone Hill (Scottish Borders)
on such a flimsy hypothesis? - Corlic Hill (Scottish Borders)

ngs)

WIND FARMS AND CARBON DIOXIDE SAVINGS

Intuitively it would seem logical that if enough wind farms are built then it ineigtossible to shut
down some coal or gas fired power stations and save carbon dioxide. But that is not theec@ss/efn-
ment repeatedly states that they want to see 25 to 33 gigawatts ofiglegpenerated from wind. That is
about half of the UK’s total requirements. If this amount was ever achieved, it woultbHzase at leas
33 GW of coal or gas back up. That is because there will be a few days evemhgadhere is no wind-
i.e. we would be 33GW short of national demand. Of course at the moment there exists aboof 10G
'spare’ back-up capacity which is used if a major power station breaks downs €hsugh to back-up
the current wind carpet without any extra. However, as the installed wind geopet, more and more
back-up is needed. In a House of Lords Select Committee Inquiry into the EU'se2@ddle Energy
Target on Monday 17th March 2008, Mr Christopher Barton (Director of the UK Reneluadaigy Strat
egy Project at BERR) saithe intermittency issue is not an insurmountable problem, albeit that sur-
mounting the problem comes with a cost so, for exammplERE WILL NEED TO BE GREATER
OVERALL GENERATING CAPACITY IN THE UK AS YOU INTRODUCE MORHENTER-

MITENT GENERATION.'. So there you have it. Wind power REQUIRES that further base load ba
is constructed and that can only be coal or gas fired. So much f@sa®ngs!

ck up
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The Isle of Lewis decision
After several years of hard fought battles, the Scottish Executiyehé@Hinally turne
down the application by AMEC and British Energy for a 186 turbine wind farm o} the
Lewis peatlands. FELLS have supported the islanders throughout and helped by
preparing detailed peat audits to show the extent of the damage that woulddrave be
caused. Of course this does not show great wisdom on the part of the SE. They(turned |
down because they would have faced legal action from the UK (RSPB)oamthiz
European Union for permitting development on a landscape with the highesiflevigl
European protection. However, Lewis is not yet out of the woods. This wedHia Hu
Inquiry starts into an application for a XX turbine wind farm on the Bidgtptate
(effectively the Lewis National Park) a home for many Sea Eaglesatrahgther
application hovers in the wings on the Pairc Estate. Though smaller, botlatbese
bigger than any wind farm currently being contemplated in England. One possibje ray
of hope might be the undersea cable which would be needed. Without the peatlgnds
scheme, it is just possible that this would be uneconomic to build. We can but h@pe.
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Are Photomontages accurate or misleading?

Most of you will be well aware that wind power companies produce
photographs in their applications which show what the turbines would loof like
in the landscape—called photomontages. These are usually panoramas \yhich
show a 90 degree field of view—much wider than the human eye sees. Tfe
result of portraying the pictures this way is to flatten the landscape (and thje
turbines) so that they look much smaller than they will appear if built.

This has caused much controversy and Scottish Natural Heritage produg¢ed a
set of guidelines in 2002 (updated in 2006) to try to overcome this problefn. The
result is an improvement but many companies still fail to follow the guidel
or describe correctly how to view the images (the wide photographs actuglly
have to be curved into an arc and looked at from about 30-35cm distancel)! Last
year a company called Architech Animation Studios produced an interestipg
report calledlhe Visual Issue: An investigation into the Techniques and
Methodology used in Windfarm Computer Visualisatidimgs showed just ho
misleading the images from developers really are. Of course the average
Planning Officer does not know this and believes they are representatinby| If
they knew just how far from the truth they are, many more windfarms wod|d be
turned down on landscape and visual impact grounds. This has been proyed by
its successful use in Devon. If you want to see the report it can be found gnd
downloaded on the Internet at http://www.thevisualissue.com. Look espedially
at the picture on page 6 and you will be amazed. This is but another exanple of
how the wind industry plays down an important issue in its own self-inter
They have been found out on load factors and-©@nontages are next!

FELLS Chairman, Tim Kimber, recently inherited a Baronetcy upon the death of his father. We wish to pass
to Tim our commiserations at his loss but also to congratulate both Tim and Sue on becoming Sir Timothy
Kimber Bt and Lady Susan Kimber.

FELLS is
= =7

anti-wind power

Belinda Lancing is to step down as our secretary at our AGM due to health|prob-
lems but will remain on the committee. She was a founder member of FELL]S and
has been a hard-working and stalwart supporter of all we have done for the|past 8
years. Without her our effort would have been diminished and our successes$ fewer.
We thank her for all she has done and wish her a rapid return to better health.

We always welcome feedback/enquiries from members by post Brmail.

Email: Georgina Perkins at george@steppingoff.co.uk




