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The wigeRgeltiiig? 'appa'r gdetermined to be the
Jeadingy rene\ able energy source in the UK.
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‘-Io achleve this It seems to be taking
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a riesult; commercial exploitation of wind energy
g _;]Bj’;eSéntS a threat to our countryside
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~ e \With no 3™ party right of appeal,
IHeads they win Tails we loose.
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> Barningnais) H]Jh Vloor w‘nrl “farin’ 0r00osal,

The inen flfe Jes I ENQIan0. SUCEEss at the planning|stage
MG IEVE Set the scenetfor a proliferation; off Wind “farms’
AlEeuyaavandediNEEO  contracts . The outcome was crucial
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,ﬁuhe Public Inquiry. LANDMARKDECISION
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= éé ‘overturned, they would stop building turbines in the UK.

- Na |onatl Wmd Power (NWP) intimated that unless the decision

* The High Court rejected NWP’s appeal.
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> 2000 Mers B -.;,@ Aning hurdles defeat mdustry
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1900 Jeg = egal plannlng defeat for wind'in

- 9§J:eb -' Dlsmal year are In the UK as
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j."ifif_“_"-' - planning infrastructure fails
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e 008; UK planning system was blamed for the

worst year the industry had known.
Wind Power Monthly. hitp://www.Wpm.co.nz




Reviving ¢
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2 Governfentenanges staiuionegulations
Peter plelg il e forr Energy, announces new: flexibility
for riof roJJJJ i elfobligation (INEFO) contracts.

SINIMENESSHEIEase Was careless in its reference to the High
Vigos WineSearmat Barningham; . It suggested' that the proposal
SoNIGE able to proceed.

_""q

: J Conlacted DT who suggested to their press officer a slight
: @ﬁrﬁa‘tmn e originally proposed at High Moor,

2) fnvow 0e able to proceed at a different location.
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-« T0secure its future, the wind industry must play politics.
From the Leader Editorial, Windpower Monthly 2002



Misleading ¢
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S RCEVEN ORI PER oI thE CoLIt oi Appeal was granted principally
ofl tf) groumrl e the case raised a matter of generall public
Jmoorwnge ou: 1. case does not appear to have been pursued
furiner .
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== Ma rf@: alt md Power Ltd v The Secretary of State for the Environment,
fi_-:__:_-_r—s'- [ANSPOIT {and.the Regions, Teasdale District Council and Mary Elizabeth
—— Vlann, the'High: Court dismissed an application by National Wind Power Ltd
-_‘-E;;t.--'_%g’a*i“ns’fa refusal by the inspector to grant planning permission for a
- propoesed wind farm including 25 turbines in County Durham.

CO/5079/1998, LTL, 4 November 1999.

*Rated by the RTPI 2003 survey in the top ten planning juniors.

From Wind of Change, a paper by Gregory Jones*,delivered to
the Central Law Training on the 17th September 2003.
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“\Na corrilimm rnrlr( UieciiERsS W R e appREalING agarst the udoement 0
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Christogfigrl! o__;_h}': “ummery QC; dated 29" October 1999
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S The disappearing act?

Tne HJ,Em ng ]nspectorate appears to have ‘lost” the records for the
of| J}FJ.?L-EEF peal decision and Inspector’'s Report (1997-1999)

f_-:-":f"_'_j:' ermail from the Rambler’s Association, May 2004

- 1908 archives from BWEA website, | have been unable to access for

= months.. There may be a perfectly run of the mill reason but the continuing
delay does lead one to wonder. According to WPM, it was the worst year
the 1ndustry had known
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OVEIMIMEN

Offlce for rnel ot East
WIRBNERErGY and Planning. Meeting the Challenge

SAL{Edees list included D1, DETR, David Still, Marcus
gEinERIcCKIAdan Smith (Renew North/TNEI) .Alison Hill'and

===k Goodall BWEA. Adrian Smith presented ‘Planning and
=S -enewables T'he Way Forward’

| '_'Dévelopers suggested Government Inspectors were biased

against wind energy but GO-NE refuted this.

The seminar resulted in polarisation between developers and
environmental groups.
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Ideas or a BlUe Print for i

> From Adiiei Siglinés o iig g RAWEVA Rl
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gy targets In RPG and structure plans.

J %mewrloJe

) /—\U-fr‘:'_cfiﬁé@ and county targets.

pl— -
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--:"*"‘ -ﬁegmnal Wlnd Energy consultation group — to include
~ = active developers, facilitating organisations, e.g. Renew North

== __and chaired by Government Office.
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1998: Daviel Willlagns Of ngrrlorJrlrl = 110)]
reglorlzl) rrrrﬁb e,
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2000 Al J\ re Managmg Director of NWP, Current Chair
Of J\/\/Ez— lf d a member of RAB

_5aJct regio) g_l targets will help to alleviate the nimby: attitude.

ﬁ_—.l -

_5 aV|d Still then Chair of BWEA and now a member of
R B.S

-
-

SpPoke apout pending regional targets.



Planners ree *Ommfen. agrapprovails=

Resideriis gfoe: I.If.-

Wear vallSyAEe @e ncillors backed the protesters and ruled
ASENIBIAAE 010 905sal.
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2 Bl [l Cife H and Amec are deciding whether to appeal.
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Rﬁf—érence was made to Government Advice, PPS 22 and

- the need to meet targets.

e

No EIA



Tf* of SURARISICE to)a Prese r ti November 0s:
rJorJ rrizicle to St erJJH/ \/JJJ trigtielrl sarme

b -

Atizrpgis ook vvq ten and verbal to get straight answers from AMEC were
to fo 2vail, !

'
L = .

submltted” Response from LPA(29 Jan 04)

“Neo appJJ atic

iified Fel
- e

—
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*.—-_'h'_-‘_ =

1-d'éys to comment.

__ '-E)ph_cat.lon could be viewed at the local civic centre. Copies available from
—  — AMEC for £50 or CD £10. Took 7 days to arrive
——— ————

— _,.-._——l

_26" re application received on 12 February.

= A1\7’IEC gave a presentation to Stanley village on May25th, the last day for
= - comments to the LPA!

e Presentation to cllrs. Knowing the facts they were able as elected
members of the community, to make an informed decision.
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> Senior landscage arcnitect’s cornrnenis or the Eavirannemiel Ragort =
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A procuet of poJerT Soli and‘.;cjloss applied throughout.
SSUI norJr IS that Wind turbines are attractive, so there can be no
e vJJgr mpact

: -
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ISSUES W ICh need to be explored include: ZVI/NVEM studles Cls,
=greunds (motorists” distraction), Photomontages...

— —
= .-_-____.

_=-—'+=ij$'e/enjoyment ofi a property as opposed to the view from it.

»An apology for, not an assessment of the proposal.

*EIA now produced . (Inspector’s reguest)



2 X 250 %

,_\r rng Cgumr Jj\/Jggr 0 r STENVESTIO O BILUIIT
'ar 15 appear Unaware ofi many aspects of Wind

ey '1 of'debate was abysmal, one cllr voted “for’ to
ﬂeague' Permission was granted.

ET'aCted as agent for GSK, as part of the TREC Initiative
__lj‘;i* i TNEI managed. Did this constitute a conflict of interest?

_-

- _The turbines are now In place and some residents are finding
their guality: of life is being blighted. (for at least 25 years!)

* No EIA. CPRE’s request for one was refused by GO-NE
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> Annual requireineni o i 'rnou“'lnrl IOTITES*
A stailsieny 'rriu evelevance unless the average guota per

ISIEEILIGNE GilvEn and Usage in factories ,schools ,shops,
rJoJOszJJ ew Sitaken into account.

'F

2 Jrl\mﬁ’ onnes of carbon dioxide emissions’

S NS ‘Means nothing without stating the total UK emissions or
*—*_F.?J-—f ome form of comparison .eg The two 250 kw turbines

= —nsfallediat GSK Barnard Castle are expected to reduce CO2
":-— ~Emissions by 500 tonnes/year. Using the “Air Travel
.~ Calculator’ it appears a return flight from Heathrow to New
Zealand by a full Jumbo Jet will produce emissions of about
2600 tonnes of CO2. Therefore the GSK turbines will take
about 5 years to save an equivalent amount.
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ororrlsgele g__._J;J_ rewable Energies, sma scale
Locel] r\geru 2 1 (LA 24 confirmed this and that there would
ve r1o Jelfefe _Wlnd farms.

| _@ J:ﬁﬁ- _lhsr Vastly different. Amec Wind and NWP: are
_ L Ing erard proposals for a significant commercial wind
r_ aTm Wrthln Hamsterley Forest. This is an amenity area next
— ’—=tUThe AONB.

=

==73 ‘Severallissues have given cause for concern during TREC’s
Implementation and the situation needs to be carefully
monitored.

-i.—-



RICEOEn Al tEnerbid Withmeximun 5026 HuRIno oM thes
EU was sugnitizd oy Adrlan Senlin of Regaw NorinARN
Corliracts vvere Signed Decemer 2001, Treesgale Renewanle

ENETOYACHIERoE (TREC) was toibe part of this. ( Aim:100%
erere)y rrom E€newanlersources)

="
= ':"-“.—_ =
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g =

u'o; E‘E grants were given through the EU’s Altener
Rregiamme for the Trees\Wind project (World’s largest Urban

ANIRe ,é‘ ) managed by Renew North.

T -

1

=9 Tﬁe Blyth Offshore Wind Farm (2x 2ZMW 91m to tip) received
= the support of the E C from its Thermie Programme. One
turdine has anfNFFO contract while the electricity generated
py. the second Is sold through tradable green labels.
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Electricite Wﬁﬁ)ﬁ}dmag gy Lid isuntenaingtorapply.

for planning germissior o fOHJFrllC[ slmrl OO“\rCIES\ SEVEN) YWinle
farrns 1) roDumrlrr o1 SV ES EACHF OO
Greencroft .‘Z 164 504 3 turbmes
royal Qe 122h 2210 243 4
EOONEEGIEY ] NZ 157 412 8
Broonfl £l JJ - NZ 159 392 8
gHaInuon Grar ge NZ 360 363 3
il _»FF""E’ ~ NZ186369 5

_:;.. ~ NZz200474 6

Ne d for the projects include the following reasons:

— —

:-E'_—_

The Eurepean Commission in its draft directive on renewable energy
(May2000): identified that the UK needed to make rapid progress if it is to
achieve Iits targets.

The UK has an obligation to reduce greenhouse gas by 12.5%hby 2008-2012
Note EDF already earns 2.8 billion in the UK
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Teesl JE oJrlnnmg CPEIIENTNG b

| r/ for the GSr orogosal, Ir Jurne ZOOJ UIENCOININ ler/ vvru JIVEN
J[glnrljrg[grev\rl AR ONEHOUOIIAE GECISION NG Ve ONne
ey gegeg)t 1 i Marchi 200310

No Indicatio i the scheme would be eligible for ROC’s appeared to
WEVERIEETINTIENT r@ned toithe general public until after approval had been

giver),

-

o —

EEIA ?
== \r_e . :e‘ﬁﬂg side-lined by developers?

-—= s'nzg IA for every-wind-farm application would be desirable but GO-NE
= _:already said that this will not happen!

= B

has

Yet, this Is the only way the communities can voice their concerns.
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SN WAYIP's and 1 memoerr et E eUse e Lerds UNCdEfook a tWwea day/ IelC
finclirig rrissidn] ro.\v - ess thehsuccess of the Danish wind industry. 167H-
17T Ocioger /OOQ

¥ '

Alzif) J\/loore, rr glng director of NWP, the UK’s leading wind farm
clevelggelee 'mpanled the group.

- ——_
e

G jﬁ,-)PL 'eeommodatlon were paid for by NWP (From register of
S=IVIETTIE ﬁerests UK Parliament )

= : e o -

o

== —-"—WIQOI‘E stated that Regional Targets for Renewable Energy will help to
= = alleviate the “not in my back yard” attitude and a fair buyout price within

— “the Renewables Obligation mechanism will allow a more flexible approach
=~ to the location of suitable sites within the regions.

The trip also highlighted the need for planning reforms in the UK
*  From NWP' press release 27t October 2000



Furiner sUgoeLs

INEREENEVVELSI ENOI I0ELONFCERITICAEN(ROC) Was Geemed 1o 0e the
answer., It aggeafs o gl sub3|dy although classedias a levy. To the
lawyrrzr i ) res ultis simply that less than a third of the money comes
fror aciuzlly gET iErating|electricity’ and money friom the' ROC’s make up
the ragi,

- vy
= -'= '."‘
-

"@1:’5_ z@l of—year fix of Britain's Renewables Obligation (RO) made
SINEEHETTA inister Stephen Timms in December is failing to provide the
STIENKE Certalnty needed to make renewable energy projects an attractive
vestment _ Windpower Monthly

Energy regulator Ofgem has released statistics for the first year of the
renewables obligation from April 2002 to March 2003.

This indicates that roughly 2% of ROCs have been banked for use against
the following year's obligation - when ROC prices were widely expected to
be higher than during the first year (ENDS Report 330, p 33 ).



Build C !Fm I

Jung 2004 Saldeidel dosireeis from WEWVE
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i flagship North Sea wind power station means, all
@I1ie ashiore: for repair

oc

Corngoreftdeigets
tUroines rrieliseive

= .

e T JourJ 4_- elNorth Sea have proved to be a tough testing ground for
wirlel tuu Ine ‘components. Faults and defects in various parts of the \/estas
Uros Es thatimake up the huge Horns Reef wind station have mounted up
0 rme*“c oIl ‘Where the manufacturer may decide to bring all' 80'machines
——5f]e 'ﬁ‘ﬁr_repalr Horns Reef, off the Danish west coast, is the first major

— emt)’nstratlon of offshore wind power in challenging conditions.
-——-—:::ilf';.-__‘.____

—

e

s

~ * FEind.out more about the plant's technical problems and how the issue

= - rielates to VVestas turbines at North Hoyle in Britain in June's issue of
Windpower Monthly.

——

o Will this put more pressure on onshore development?
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ISRSAGYESIEEL, London, WI1P 6BOQ
BHVAEZ65 5000
Corrirele Ct de stalls

S05t10Itle Department: £73,995.00
=G -.s‘fﬂ‘:aﬁrte 10 March 2004

____'_:-*...".‘.' £ ecfed completion date: 30 September 2004

_,;;;—fJem ODPM website
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»PPS22 Companion Guide:

e TNEI are support consultants with a Welsh firm to Arup who are leading on
this for the Government. Final draft to go to DPM in August.

Not from ODPM website
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As 2l goigiie e POS be ieve that the need to reduce
emerg/ rlémrlmlﬁr L K ec'fETJ’r’err CHIRORNEWAEVEIOPIIERIETONE

At the Iee_st PPSY7 Should state that the first consideration of land use
oleinninie) saletile -‘oe the reduction in the demand for energy through
T YRETICI Q‘ Syland conservation.

- -;r

Jr Eioted U Jat a companion guide to PPS 22 is also to be published.
Hellele]fe iap) ."9 of the introduction states that the companion guide will be

= dJEie J:rjﬁ a6 wheni the final version of the PPS is published. This timetable
E==— Wouldstiggest that there will be no opportunity to consult on the

*_':.’_'—-' -‘-CGTmpanlon guide, prior to its publication. Given that the companion

== guidersupplements and supports the content of PPS 22 it is essential that

%—___ —-l'—"'fthS guide Is both consulted on, and consulted on prior to the publication

~~~  of the PPS.

Above comments on PPS22 are from the most senior professionals and managers

ofi planning services in the English Local Authorities but will the Government
take notice ?
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1999 RengyW NI/ O5EG regionaliano county tangeisiorienewanlesiness = =

Regional Pl UIGENG

Gone commmwnac n Blandford Assouates to look at development of
rengwegles rrlrgér, .the NoerthrEast te 2010, They drew: heavily on Energy for a
Newy Capiitry T El and commented on the refusal of Barningham: Moor
Orogosel, ==

'."'-

-

/OO///OC 3.T) I Were appomted consultants to carry out the Regional Renewable

—— @'GG NE commlssmned PB Power to undertake a study of the region’s
— —=e1'é"{r|0|ty grid re the emerging Spatial Strategy for renewable energy.

o PBPower-on behalf of EDF energy is proposing 7 wind farms in Co Durham
o. TNEI are support consultants for PPS 22 Companion Guide

* | wrote to the co-ordinator for the RSS expressing concern . She has left the North
East Assembly and joined TNEI.




tigtegyAsicoming Underinereasingiattack.

gnoenhntwasirevealed thatofificial flgures SHEWING| sharp
szes NG Jeru : Changmg gases fromialr and frerght transport
WEIENEIBYET fiiemran Office ofi Nationall Statistics (ONS)
EPEIoRHE environment last week following pressure from
WIENDERAN ment ofi Transport.
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—— el
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— =Pl gUres would have revealed that between 1990 and 2002 greenhouse

=== 0as emissions from the UK transport industries rose 50 per cent. The
=" ""da{gest Increase, 85per cent, was from air transport.

e

- —

- 3 Last year the UK's emissions of carbon dioxide (the main greenhouse gas),
was 1.5 per cent higher than 2002 - despite Government promises to cut
emissions.

hitp://waww.foe.co.uk/resource/press releases




ricia Hewit
— e —

Nnu| ues not all of which I am in a position to
ve! r [ can clarlfy the situation regarding the final two

&

Nt Iocal planning authority object to an application then the
S “” ly obliged to call for a public inquiry to be held. Even if the
p :u,k uthorlty does not object, the Secretary of State has the

,yqaower to hold a public inquiry in light of other representations

JﬁTreve that the makeup of the Board is a fair reflection of the various
~ . sectorsof the UK renewable industry. I hope this Ms Mann that the
= government is not unduly influenced by any one sector of the renewable
industry.”




> Does notirnls 51 Iric) o Jrlrmmg Jro Cass o
OIISIoSEI SNITEXCESSTOIS VIV B0 CAPECI Ty EXaCEThale
fr)e clemor rrlFJ -

I5 ngial f‘f_ OIS i85Uie o governance raised py DTIs
rlooom,“rr At of such a large proportion of wind enthu5|asts* to
UIEHSENE Ies Advisory Board?

WeE
_ﬂ‘_.h -l:'

S
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= _:_'_ an 2003 Windpoewer Monthly website
= :*"j ngh wind-profile on Renewables Advisory Board (RAB).
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== Dec 201 2002 - BWEA Press Release.
7 members of the BWEA were appointed to the 19 strong RAB
set up by Energy Minister Brian Wilson in November.
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HOIAsOIticians:in the clearestterms What is andiWhat is 0]
ICC aor'loJe 0 JogaJ rommunmes Jn ECEN yegm g Waord
NIME -not Jn TINAECKYANCERESIEERIGIVEN 2l PEJOrative
SCEIeby ousebuilders and poI|t|C|ans Whomlocal
friocrecy rlr 2oL suIt. Yet 1t seems to me a fundamental and
10solute]) y p sroper right that local people should have a real
olcg Il TIS done to thelr own community.

"n——_- =
— =

=N\ W:I r“:attacklng damaging policies CPRE must offer
,—:-‘T.- fT"fructlve alternatlves

e

—_— __-—-.T:_.-.———
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~ » Qur responsibility is to fight to help preserve the green spaces
_of this island, which mean so much to us all, and which often
seem to mean less than they should to those who govern us.

* Sir Max Hastings CPRE President on the Compulsory Purchase Act
Press release Junel7th/04
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