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Resident Villagers Oppose Local Turbines
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Burton Joyce resident and member of Re-Volt

Join the RE-VOLT
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Did you know that

Severn Trent Water is B | /(Resident Villagers
proposing the construction . 11 Oppose Local Turbines)
of three huge 13! AR |

wind turbines adij

Poplars Sports Gro

The impact of the turbir
Burton Joyce and th
area will be devasta

Do you share our concerns?

- Noise pollution & disturbance

- Wind Turbine Syndrome (including
sleep disturbance, tinnitus, rapid heart
rate, headaches, nausea, iritability ete

- Turbine size & visibility (A turbine will be
7 times the height of the Methodist Chur
spire in Burton Joyce)

- Road safety on surrounding roads

- Shadow flicker

- Impact on wildlife and landscape

- Television reception interference

- Property values

T 4.

vig . - 2
See our website www.re-volt.org.uk
Attend the village meeting
Thursday Nov 19th, 7pm, Burton Joyce Village Hall
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Weare a local action grouppposedio { S @S NJ ¢ NB y bulavind jvBinedid | £ G 2
such close proximity to housing within our village.

We recognise th@eed for renewable forms of energy supply. However having further
researched the topic of wind farms we feel that the proposed location is totally unsuitable.

Noise Shadow Property Set back
. . Health Precedence R
pollution flicker values distances

The aim othis presentation is to voiceome ofthe fearsthat we have uncovered during

our research, and hopefully to inspire ytmundertake your own researchVe of course

hope that you as our local community will share our concerns and will join with us to try to
prevent this wind farm from going ahead.

NOISE POLLUTION
& ANNOYANCE

* ETSU-R-97

* Higher night noise
* Rural area

* Prediction of noise
* Low frequency

* Post construction

Our major concern is noise. Thisibotly debated topiin the scientific communityith
opposing views omveryaspect.
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Ourfirst concern is thathe current government guidance on wind turbine noise is both out
of date and fundamentally flawe@&STS®RpT | & Aslb&ad odthexpedeRees of
smaller turbines than those proposed by Severn Tesrtt does not take into account
infrasound It is widely accepted that the guidance does very little to protect the pliblic

Secondlythe ETSU guidance is the only document of its tyyae actually allows the noise
levels to be higher at nighthan in the day The reason fothis is simple, turbines are
noisier at night because the atmosphere is more stableasttie blades turrthey make
more noisé.

Just to be clear, when we ard &lying to sleep the turbines are not only noisier but the
ETSU guidelines allow them to be noisier.

Thirdlywe are fortunate to live in a quiet area where the background noise level at night is
very low.Typically planning conditions require that newisebe no more than 5db above
the pre-existing backgrourid

DECIBEL LEVELS
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Red area shows the additional dB allowed at night
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Ambient night time World Health Wind turbine daytime  Wind turbine night
noisein a rural Organisation - restful limit (ETSU) limit (ETSU)
location sleep for children

However the ETSfdvoursa maximumnoise limit ratherthan just an additional 5dB\t
night, levelsin a quietareacan dropas low as 20B°. However the ETSU putsigght time
noise limit on turbines at 43dRe. a potentialincrease of 288°.

! The Noise Associatieriocation, Location, Location (2006) page diOMike Barnard Wind
Turbines & Noise (2007) section 3.28

2 Mike Barnard Wind Turbines & Noise (2007) section 3.23 (comment byrikgtute of Acousticy

% Mike Barnard Wind Turbires & Noise (2007) section 4.18.17 (Extract from G P van dBerge
study), orDr A Harry Wind Turbines, Noise & Health (2007) page 27

* Mike Barnard- Wind Turbines & Noise (2007) section Executive Summati ¢eference to
BS4142)

®> The Noise Associatioriocation, Location, Location (2006) page dOMike Barnard Wind
Turbines & Noise (2007) section 3.20

® Mike Barnard Wind Turbines & Noise (2007) section 3.20
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should be less than 30dB during sleepir@bviously the ETSU will allow 43dB.

Ourfourth concern is that so faaccurately predicting the noise output from a wind farm
haseludedengineersFor example wind speeds at night can betiv@s higher than
expected, leading to noise levels being considerably urestimated.

Ourfifth concern isthat ETSUWakes no account dbw frequency sound anfrasound.
Infrasound ismore pervasive as it can travel, both through the ground and through the air,
much further than conventional sound. Low frequency noise is much more disturbing
indoors than outsid€. Unfortunately the turbine industry denies that infrasound is an issue,
despite there now being overhelming researcho the contrary?®.

And finally, do not be reassured that if the turbines are constaetand are found to be
noisy thenwe wil be protected by the environmentalithorities.

There are numerous examples where turbine noise has been disregarded by authorities.

For example,fe village of Askhattook theturbine developer PowerGen to court.

However, the judge eventually ruled agahthe residents, saying thaaudibility and
Fyy2elyOS INB y20 G2 .0S Sljdza SR gA0GK ydzaal yC

At another UK wind farpfamilies request that turbines be shut off on nice days or bank
holidays so tht they can enjoy their gardeffé

" The Acoustic Ecology Institut&Vind Turbine Noise Impacts (2009) page 9

8 Dr Frey & P HaddorNoise Radiation from wind turbines installed near homes 72@@ge 4, or
The Noise Associatieriocation, Location, Location (2006) page 5

° The Noise AssociatierLocation, Location, Locatig8006) pages 125, or The Acoustic Ecology
Institute - Wind Turbine Noise Impacts (2009) page DA Harry Wind Turbines, Noise & Health
(2007) page 38 (view of Dr Manleyacoustician & engineer)

1% http://www.bwea.com/ref/lowfrequencynoise.html

1 Dr Frey & P HaddorNoise Radiation from wind tbines installed near homes (2D0page 8

12Dr Frey & P HaddorNoise Radiation from wind tbines installed near homes (2D0page 9
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The potential efiect that shadow flickemay have for people living on Nottingham Road,
Mill Field Close and the users of the Poplars Sports fasiititglycannot be ignored.

This quote is taken from a resident in DeViming533m away froman85m high turbiné®.
(i.e.asmaller turbine than those planneahich are to be between 126m and 132m

He saysstrobe or shadow flicker entering my Kitchen, Conservatory and Sitting room, all
on the East side, when the sun rises in the east, in Autumn and Winter behind the wind
turbines. This will last forthreemor€ & YR A& bh¢ 1/ /9t ¢! . [9
causes a headache, affects my eyes and causes disorientation.

In the developers planning appeal it stated tisadowflicker is not considered an issue
due to the distance and orientation of the turbinesthe nearest dwellings.

Who arewe to believe, and do we want to takehe risk?

3 DrFrey & P HaddonNoise Radiation from wind turbines installed néames (200) page 12
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