
 

 
Chris Wilkes 
Committee Administrator 
Direct Dial 01386 565436 Fax 01386 561091 
Chris.Wilkes@wychavon.gov.uk 

 
 
17 January 2011 
 
 
 
 
Dear Councillor, 
 
Special Development Control Committee 
 
A Special meeting of the Development Control Committee will be held on Thursday, 27 
January 2011 at 2.00 p.m. in the Council Chamber, Civic Centre, Queen Elizabeth Drive, 
Pershore. 
 
The agenda is attached. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Chris Wilkes 
Committee Administrator. 
 

 

N.B. 
 

(1) Members should, if possible direct any questions on the planning application to 
Neil Pearce and have them answered by him, prior to the meeting. 

 
(2) The deadline for public speaking registration is noon on Friday 21 January 2011 
 
(3) A light lunch for Members will be served in the Conservatory at 1pm and there will 

be a refreshment break for teas at 3.30pm-3.45pm. 
 

(4) All Members are reminded to collect their committee updates from the members’ 
room, prior to the commencement of the meeting. 

 
(5) A map of Pershore showing public car parks is attached.  However, the car parks 

closest to the rear of the Civic Centre and the hospital are likely to be very busy, 
so anyone attending the meeting is urged to allow time to park elsewhere in the 
town, if necessary.  Plans of the application site are attached to the committee 
report. 
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The agenda and associated papers are now available for public inspection during normal 
working hours at:- 
 
Civic Centre 
Queen Elizabeth Drive 
Pershore 
Worcs WR10 1PT 

Evesham Community Contact 
Centre 
Abbey Road 
Evesham 
Worcs WR11 4SR 

Droitwich Community 
Contact Centre  
44 High Street 
Droitwich Spa 
Worcs WR9 8ES 

 
and may also be viewed on the council’s website: www.wychavon.gov.uk 
 
Distribution: 
 
Each Member of the Development Control Committee:- 
 
Councillor R Davis - Chairman 

Councillor Mrs J C Dowty - Vice-Chairman 
 
Councillors 
 
R C Adams 
Mrs W J Carter 
A M G Darby 
Mrs P E Davey 
Mrs W D Dyke 
A G Fisher 
D W Folkes 
 

Mrs A Gopsill 
J T Grantham MBE 
R A Jakeman 
Mrs R W Kirke 
D B Lee 
Mrs D A Mackison 
Mrs M M Mathews 
 

Mrs J A Pearce 
Mrs L Robinson 
Mrs A M Rowley 
Mrs A Steel 
K N Wright 
 

Copy to:- 
 
Other Members of the Council, as requested 
Managing Director 
Senior Officers 
Committee Administrators 
 
Mr J C Blakeley – Chairman of the Standards Committee 
Parish Councillor B Browne 
Parish Councillor R Pinfield 
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Wychavon District Council 

 
Special Development Control Committee 

 
Thursday, 27 January 2011 

 
Agenda 

 
 
 
1. Chairman's Announcements (if any).   
 To receive any Chairman’s announcements. 

 
2. Apologies for Absence and Notification of Substitutes (if any).   
 To record any apologies for absence and note any substitutions. 

 
3. Declarations of Interests (if any).   
 To record any declarations of interests. 

 
4. Background Papers and Advice on Planning Applications and Guidance for Public 

Speakers  (Pages 1 - 4) 
 
5. Note regarding Updates and Advice on Planning Applications and Guidance for 

Public Speakers.   
 Your attention is drawn to the Advice Note to Applicants and the Public, where it states 

that, where updates have been received before the Development Control Committee’s 
meeting, a written summary of these is published generally by 5pm on the day prior to the 
Committee meeting.  Please note that verbal updates may still be made at the meeting 
itself. 
 

MAJOR APPLICATION.   
6. Planning application Ref W/10/01074/PN.  Ward No 23.  (Pages 5 - 100) 
 Description: Installation and operation of a wind energy scheme comprising 5 wind 

turbines and ancillary infrastructure for a period of 25 years, including external 
transformers, crane hardstandings and laydown areas, control building and 
compound housing switchgear, onsite access tracks, turning heads and ditch 
crossings, permanent monitoring mast, site entrance, underground electric cables, 
site mast, site signage, associated groundworks, tree felling and replanting.  Land 
East of Bishampton Bank, Sheriffs Lench.  Scottish Power Renewables. 
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Public Speaking at 

Development Control Committee 
 

                Code of Practice for Special meeting 
 
• Public speaking shall be limited to 30 minutes for supporters of the development and 

30 minutes for objectors to the development.  This time limit shall apply whether one 
person is speaking in each group, or the time is shared between a number of speakers.   

 
• Representatives of the appropriate Town or Parish Council who wish to speak in 

support of or against an application shall be included in the same 30 minute time period 
as other speakers. 

 
• The Chairman will introduce the agenda, after which: 
 

1. the Planning Officer will briefly describe the proposal and/or verbally update the 
Committee, as appropriate; 

 
2. objectors to the scheme will be invited to speak; 

 
3. the Applicant, his or her agent and/or other supporters of the scheme will be 

invited to speak; 
 

4. Members will debate the proposal. 
 
• Speakers may request clarification of any points raised in the Committee Update 

and/or the Planning Officer's verbal update. 
 
• The Chairman and/or Local Member(s) may ask questions of the speakers to clarify 

any points raised, but this should not unduly extend the time available for the speaker 
to make comments on the scheme. 

 
• Only persons who have registered their wish to speak with the Committee Team, and 

had this acknowledged, by 12 noon on Friday 21 January 2011 shall be able to speak 
at the meeting. 

 
 
  

Agenda Item 4
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• Members of the Council that have a prejudicial interest in an application may speak in 
support of or against the application and seek points of clarification in the same way 
and subject to the same rules as members of the public (including the requirement to 
register their wish to speak).  They must however leave the Council Chamber as soon 
as they have answered any questions and prior to the debate on the application 
commencing. 

 
• Visual aids such as photographs produced by any speakers shall only be circulated or 

displayed at the discretion of the Chairman.  It would normally be expected that such 
material is supplied to the Planning Officer at least 2 days before the meeting.  Such 
material may be copied on the public planning application file. 

 
• A list of those wishing to speak shall be posted up in the Council Chamber at least 30 

minutes before the start of the meeting. 
 
• The meeting shall be conducted in an orderly manner with no interruptions while 

speakers have their say or during the Committee Members’ debate on any item.  The 
Chairman's ruling is final on any matter.  

 
• Any speaker making racist, offensive or other inappropriate comments shall be asked 

to stop speaking and shall forfeit any right to make verbal representations.  Individuals 
may be asked to leave the Chamber. 

 

Page 2



3 - 4 
 
 

                          Wychavon District Council 
 

                                   Development Control Committee 
 
 

 
BACKGROUND PAPERS.  The following documents have been identified in 
accordance with the provisions of Section 100(D)(5)(a) of the Local Government Act, 
1972 and are listed in accordance with Section 100(D)(1)(a) for inspection by 
members of the public. 
 
Background papers used in compiling the schedule of applications consist of:-      
 
(i) The individual planning application (which may include supplementary 

information supplied by or on behalf of the applicant) and representations 
received from persons or bodies consulted upon the application by the Local 
Planning Authority, and from members of the public and interested bodies, by 
the time of preparation of the schedule. 

 
(ii) The Town and Country Planning Act, 1990, as amended, and related Acts, 

Orders and Regulations, Circulars and Policy Guidance Notes published by or 
on behalf of the Secretary of State for the Department for Communities and 
Local Government. 

 
(iii) Regional Spatial Strategy for the West Midlands. 
 
(iv) The Structure Plan for Worcestershire. 
 
(v) The Wychavon District Local Plan 2006 and Supplementary Planning 

Guidance. 
 
(vi) Relevant decisions of the Secretary of State in relation to planning appeals 

and relevant decisions of the courts. 
 
These documents are available for inspection and will remain available for a 
period of up to 4 years from the date of the meeting, during the normal office 
hours.  Requests to see them should be made to our Customer Services 
Officers on 01386 565565 and arrangements will be made to comply with the 
request as soon as practicable.  The District Local Plan and the individual 
planning applications can be viewed on our web site www.wychavon.gov.uk 
 
 

 
 

Advice to Applicants and the Public 
 
The recommendations and reports of the Head of Planning contained in this 
schedule may, on occasions, be changed or updated as a result of any additional 
information received by the Local Planning Authority between the time of its 
preparation and the appropriate meeting of the Authority.    
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Where updates have been received before the Development Control Committee’s 
meeting, a written summary of these is published generally by 5pm on the day 
before the Committee Meeting.  Please note that verbal updates may still be made at 
the meeting itself.  
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Development Control Committee   -   27/01/2011 

 
 
 W/10/01074/PN Parish: Church Lench 
 Grid Ref: E:401686.02 N:250011.48 

 
Ward: Inkberrow  23 

Major Application 
 

 

Description: Installation and operation of a wind energy scheme comprising 
5 wind turbines and ancillary infrastructure for a period of 25 years, 
including external transformers, crane hardstandings and laydown areas, 
control building and compound housing switchgear, onsite access tracks, 
turning heads and ditch crossings, permanent monitoring mast, site 
entrance, underground electric cables, site mast, site signage, associated 
groundworks, tree felling and replanting. 
 
Site: Land East of Bishampton Bank, Sheriffs Lench  

 
Applicant: ScottishPower Renewables 

 
Agent:  

 
Date Valid: 27/05/2010 Case 

Officer: 
Neil Pearce 

Expiry Date: 16/09/2010 Tel: 01386 565326 
Member(s): Cllr David B Lee 

Cllr Mrs Audrey Steel 
  

     
 

1. Introduction 
  
This report considers a proposal by ScottishPower Renewables for the erection of a 
wind farm on land to the east of Bishampton Bank, Sheriffs Lench.  
 
In accordance with the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 
Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 (SI 1999 No 293) and the Town 
and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2008 (SI 2008 No 2093) an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
has been undertaken.  
 
The Local Planning Authority issued a Scoping Opinion in April 2009 following a 
consultation exercise with key stakeholders.  
 
An Environmental Statement (ES) has been prepared and submitted with this 
application which contains chapters on landscape and visual assessment, ecology, 

Agenda Item 6

Page 5



  

ornithology, transport, archaeology and cultural heritage, noise, hydrology, 
hydrogeology and geology, an outline of the benefits of the proposed development, 
air-safeguarding, telecommunications, health and safety including shadow flicker, 
and an assessment of the effects individually and cumulatively of the proposal and 
mitigation measures.  
 
Since November 2008 the applicant and their specialist consultants Dulas have been 
in detailed pre-application discussions with your Officers. Those discussions have 
involved a significant exchange of correspondence and meetings with a number of 
statutory and non-statutory consultees.  
 
The proposal has evolved over the last two years as a result of those discussions. 
Most significantly the scale of the development has been reduced from 10 turbines to 
5. Originally the applicant intended to erect five turbines on land to the northeast of 
Hipton Hill between Sheriffs Lench and Norton. However, as a result of the pre-
application discussions and the consultation responses obtained from the scoping 
process, this element of the proposal has been removed.  
 
In April 2009 planning permission was granted for the erection of two temporary (3 
years) 70m high meteorological masts (Planning ref W/08/03234/PN and 
W/08/03235/PN). Since this equipment was installed information has been gathered 
which has informed the selection process for the exact location of the turbines. The 
data obtained from the masts has not been made public or submitted by the 
applicant as part of this application due to its commercially sensitive nature and is not 
required in order to carry out an assessment of this application.  
 
It is not the role of the Local Planning Authority to determine whether the wind 
characteristics of an area would support a wind farm development. Regard must be 
given to the fact that the applicants would not pursue a planning application and 
invest a significant amount of time and money if the site was not physically suitable 
for a wind farm.  
 
The applicant has outlined the technical reasons why this site has been deemed 
suitable for this development. The site is considered to be capable of generating 
sufficient megawatt (MW) capacity, the wind speed is considered to be appropriate, 
the site topography is suitable, there is adequate access to the site, grid connectivity 
is available and there is a willing land owner/s.  
 
An extensive pre-application public consultation exercise was undertaken by the 
applicant that included local residents, local interest groups, local businesses, 
statutory and non-statutory consultees, Members of Parliament and local Councillors.  
 
The consultation process included two rounds of drop in sessions at Harvington, 
Norton and Church Lench where information and material was displayed and a 
questionnaire provided for comments and feedback. A site visit to a wind farm in 
Northamptonshire was organised by ScottishPower for local people. Further 
consultation was conducted through the EIA scoping process and information has 
been made available through the applicants dedicated website. A Statement of 
Community Involvement (SCI) has been submitted with the application. 
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The following documents have been submitted with the planning application: 

 
− Application forms and plans 
− Design and Access Statement 
− Statement of Community Involvement  
− Environmental Statement  
− Technical Appendices (2 volumes) 
− Confidential Appendices (protected species) 
− Non-technical Summary 

 
2. Site Description 

 
Location 
 
The application site (as defined by the red line) extends to approximately 480ha. The 
area required for the proposed development would extend to approximately 5.4ha 
within the application site.  
 
The site is located within an area known as ‘The Lenches’. The village of Church 
Lench is approximately 500m away from the nearest edge of the application site to 
the village boundary. The application site abuts the small hamlet of Sheriffs Lench 
which lies to the east. The western boundary of the application site is defined by the 
natural landform known as Bishampton Bank. The northern point of the application 
site extends towards Ab Lench which is approximately 550m away from the nearest 
edge of the application site.  
 
The application site is located approximately 4.5km to the north of Evesham.  
 
Site Constraints 
 
The application site does not contain any statutory designations such as Green Belt, 
Conservation Area, Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), Registered Park 
and Garden (RPG) or Flood Plain. The site is classed as greenfield land and is 
currently used for arable farming. The site is located within the open countryside.  
 
Site Characteristics 
 
A detailed description of the landscape character is outlined elsewhere in this report. 
However, the site is identified as being located on a minor escarpment and 
undulating plateau which forms part of Bishampton Bank. The site falls gently to the 
south towards the Avon River valley.  
 
Topographical levels across the site range from 37m above ordinance datum in the 
northwest to 128m in the southeast by Sheriffs Lench.  
 
Whitsunn Brook winds its way from Handgate Farm northwards and a tributary of 
Whitsunn Brook flows from Sheriffs Lench through the centre of the site north to 
Rookery Meadow fishing pond. Two further tributaries exist in the northern part of the 
site. Whitsunn Brook joins Piddle Brook which then flows into the River Avon.  
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There are 3 footpaths which run through the application site. Church Lench footpaths 
560 and 561 and a further footpath which crosses the northern most part of the 
application site which connects Church Lench and Bishampton. Footpath 560 is part 
of the new Wychavon Way which is a popular high profile recreational route.  
 
The Blossom Trail is a 40-mile circuitous route through the Vale of Evesham and the 
surrounding area stretching from Rous Lench in the north, Evesham in the southeast 
and Stoulton in the northwest. It is a popular recreational route for motorists, walkers 
and cyclists.  The route is coterminus with part of the application site as it meanders 
through the villages of Sheriffs Lench and Church Lench.  
 
The site is also dissected by a network of species rich hedgerows depicting current 
and historical field boundaries. The site also has three areas of woodland, two of 
which are significant is size, maturity and value. One of the wooded areas has a 
substantial pond adjacent to it.  
 
A detailed description of the landscape and character of the site is outlined under the 
Landscape and Visual Assessment section of the Officers Appraisal.  
 

3. Details of Proposed Development 
 
ScottishPower Renewables (UK) Ltd seeks planning permission for the construction 
and operation of a wind farm on land to the east of Bishampton Bank. 
 
The development has been described and advertised as: 
 
“Installation and operation of a wind energy scheme comprising 5 wind turbines and 
ancillary infrastructure for a period of 25 years, including external transformers, crane 
hardstandings and laydown areas, control building and compound housing 
switchgear, on site access tracks, turning heads and ditch crossings, permanent 
monitoring mast, site entrance, underground electric cables, site mast, site signage, 
associated groundwork's, tree felling and replanting”. 
 
The Turbines 
 
Each wind turbine would measure 80m (262.5ft) from ground to the nacelle or hub. 
Each turbine would have 3 blades each measuring 46.5m creating a swept diameter 
of 93m. The maximum height of each turbine from ground to the tip of the blade 
when in an upright position would measure 126.5m (415ft).  
 
The tower of the turbine would be constructed of tapering tubular steel typically with 
a maximum diameter of 4.5m at the base tapering to approximately 3m at the top. 
The tower is manufactured and brought onto the site in 3 components and 
assembled on site. The nacelle houses the gearbox and generator. The blades 
would be constructed of fibre-reinforced epoxy. It is anticipated that the external 
surfaces of the turbines would be finished in a semi-matt grey colour. 
 
Each turbine will have a generating capacity of 2.3MW which equates to 11.5MW 
across the whole site, which is enough to power approximately 6,430 houses (BWEA 
source). The final specification of the turbine would be the subject of a tendering 
process by the applicant as there are a number of different models available at this 
generating capacity.  
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The turbine is controlled by its own computer system, which provides both 
operational and safety functions. In addition to controlling blade angle and rotor 
speed, a wind turbine’s control system must also align the rotor with the oncoming  
 
wind. This is achieved by rotating the nacelle in relation to the tower top with a yaw 
gear mechanism. 
 
Each turbine would have a subterranean concrete base measuring 16m by 16m at a 
depth of up to 2.7m. The concrete will be brought onto the site in ready mix concrete 
trucks. Each base would require 450m³ of concrete together with 50 tonnes of steel 
for reinforcement.  
 
An area of hard standing measuring approximately 1,800sqm (41m by 44m) would 
be constructed for each turbine which would facilitate construction, maintenance and 
decommissioning. The area is considered necessary to accommodate the two 
cranes and outriggers which would be used to assemble the turbines. 
 
A transformer kiosk measuring 2.5m by 5.2m with a height of 2.7m would be 
constructed near to the base of each turbine.  
 
Planning permission is sought for a period of 25 years which would include the 
construction, operation and decommissioning of the wind farm.  
 
Location and Spacing of Turbines 
 
The location of the 5 turbines is shown on the submitted drawings as being towards 
the western edge of the application site located roughly on a north-south axis. The 
turbines would be spaced between 360-440m apart.  
 
The Companion Guide to PPS22 states that “Wind turbines need to be positioned so 
that the distances between them are around 3-10 rotor diameters (about 180-600 
metres for a wind farm using 60m diameter, 1.3MW wind turbines). This spacing 
represents a compromise between compactness, which minimises capital cost, and 
the need for adequate separations to lessen energy loss through wind shadowing 
from upstream machines. The required spacing will often be dependent on the 
prevailing wind direction.” 
 
Revised Draft National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (EN-3) 
states that “In order for wind turbines to generate electricity efficiently, the turbines 
must be placed at a sufficient distance from one another within the site. The spacing 
will depend on the prevailing wind direction and the physical characteristics of the 
site. A spacing of 6 rotor diameters is normally required in the direction of the 
prevailing wind direction, and 4 rotor diameters perpendicular to this.” 
 
The spacing is designed to reduce wind turbulence between turbines which can lead 
to loss of energy yield or increased mechanical wear and tear. Turbine 
manufacturers usually state recommended separation for each specific turbine model 
to achieve maximum yield but it is ultimately up to the applicant to determine how the 
turbines are spaced. Site specific conditions such as wind regime and topography 
can influence the spacing requirements, and the turbine model used at the site will  
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determine the spacing achieved. The spacing proposed at Lenchwick appears 
appropriate and would be within the 3 – 10 rotor diameters referenced above. 
 
Substation 
 
A permanent substation would be constructed within the application site to the south 
of Turbine 5 and the meteorological mast, approximately 110m to the north of the 
road between Badgers Hill and Sheriffs Lench. The substation would comprise a 
building measuring 19m by 19m (361m²), 4m to eaves and 6.9m to ridge.  
 
The substation will be used to house the switchgear and metering, protection and 
control equipment, a single toilet facility (connected to a septic tank) for visiting 
maintenance staff, an office and a workshop facility. The external treatment of the 
substation would be the subject of a further detailed submission of materials. 
However, it is likely to be constructed of brick and tile. 
 
Associated with and sited next to the substation there would be an area 
approximately 32m by 18m for a 66kV/33kV compound and a grid transformer.  
 
Meteorological Mast 
 
The proposal includes an 80m high steel lattice mast which would accommodate 
wind monitoring equipment in association with the wind farm. The mast would be 
located to the southwest of turbine 5 in the southwestern corner of the application 
site. The mast would be located approximately 380m from the road between Badgers 
Hill and Sheriffs Lench.  
 
The mast would be required in order to provide ongoing measurements of wind 
speed which would inform the control and monitoring of the development. The 
location of the mast has been selected on the basis of the uninterrupted prevailing 
wind flow around the site.  
 
Site Compound 
 
A temporary site compound extending to approximately 50m by 100m is also 
included during the construction and decommissioning periods (upon completion of 
the construction programme the compound will be removed and the land restored to 
its former condition). The compound would be used for site operative parking, 
temporary cabins for site offices, diesel storage and generators and materials, tool 
and equipment storage.  
 
The compound would be surrounded by 2.9m high security fencing and lit at night for 
security reasons. Following completion of the proposal the compound will be 
removed and the land restored to its former condition.  
 
Originally there were two possible locations shown for the proposed site compound 
in order to correspond with the two options for the proposed site access. Since only 
one site access is now proposed the compound indicated to the south of Sheriffs 
Lench is no longer proposed.  
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Site Access and Internal Access Tracks 
 
The turbine components would be brought into the UK by boat into Avonmouth Dock 
(Bristol) and transported up the M5 exiting at Junction 9 and travelling along the A46 
towards the Lenches. 
 
Originally, the applicant submitted two potential options for access into the site 
depending on the chosen preferred route the abnormal loads would take. On 17th 
August 2010 a trial run was undertaken by the applicants chosen haulage 
contractors (Collett Transport) under supervision of the Highway Authority and under 
police escort. The purpose of the trial run was to ascertain the feasibility of accessing 
the application site from the two proposed routes and to determine what if any works 
would be required to the local highway network including signage 
replacement/removal, works to verges and junction improvements.  
 
As a result of the trial run the applicants have confirmed that the route for all 
construction traffic including abnormal vehicles to the site would be via route 1. 
Route 1 would comprise leaving the A46 trunk road at the junction with the A44 
Worcester Road and heading west for a short distance whereby vehicles would turn 
right and head north along the B4088 Evesham Road, through the village of Norton 
and on to the village of Harvington. In the centre of Harvington village at the 
crossroads vehicles would turn left and head northwest along the C2011 Leys Road. 
After approximately 1.3 miles along Leys Road vehicles would turn left along C2117 
heading southwest towards the crossroads at Handgate Farm. The route would then 
cross the junction at Handgate Farm and enter the site after approximately 180m.  
 
As a consequence, the southern entrance into the site is no longer proposed. All 
construction and maintenance traffic would be via the northern entrance between 
Sheriffs Lench and Handgate crossroads. Whilst no amended plan has been 
received omitting the southernmost point of access a planning condition could be 
imposed to clarify and define any subsequent permission. 
 
Each turbine location would be provided with a 44m x 41m hardstanding for cranes 
and would be connected to a network of internal access tracks typically 6m wide, 
which would be required for the delivery of abnormal loads. A total of approximately 
4.6km of tracks are proposed. The tracks would be excavated to a depth of 400mm 
and then laid with crushed stone and a ‘geogrid’ soil stabilizer membrane.  
 
Any field drains/streams will be culverted where necessary. Reinforced concrete 
slabs will be installed where the tracks cross the existing water mains which run 
through the site.  
 
The access tracks will be maintained throughout the operational life of the wind farm 
to allow maintenance.  
 
Micro-siting 
 
The applicant has specifically requested that the final precise layout of the 
development including the siting of the turbines and the associated infrastructure be 
given scope to change through ‘micro-siting’. Effectively the applicant is seeking 
consent to reposition the turbines up to 30m from the locations identified on the  
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submitted plans and 50m for the associated infrastructure such as the tracks and 
substation.  
 
The applicant suggests that micro-siting is required in order to allow flexibility 
following detailed ground investigations and geotechnical surveys to ascertain 
ground conditions and further pre-construction environmental surveys.   
 
The principle of micro-siting has been accepted by the Planning Inspectorate in 
cases where appeals have been allowed. However, the extent of micro-siting varies 
depending on the sensitivity of the site and its surroundings.  
 
Construction Period 
 
Construction is expected to last approximately 9 months depending on weather and 
ground conditions. An illustrative construction programme has been submitted with 
the application. This indicates turbine delivery and construction in months 4, 5 and 6. 
 
During the construction period it is anticipated that between 10-60 staff will be on site 
at any one time, depending on the construction stage. It is anticipated that 
construction will be restricted between the hours of 07:00 and 19:00 Mondays-
Fridays and 08:00 and 16:00 on Saturdays. The applicant has suggested that turbine 
deliveries may take place outside these hours with the prior agreement of the Local 
Planning Authority.  
 
The impact and consequences of the construction traffic and the abnormal loads will 
be considered in more detail elsewhere in this report.  
 
Decommissioning  
 
At the end of the 25 year operational period or sooner should the development cease 
to become operational, the wind farm will be decommissioned. Decommissioning will 
remain the responsibility of ScottishPower Renewables and will involve the removal 
of all above ground infrastructure including the tracks (where not needed) and the 
substation.  
 
In the interests of limiting environmental effects, all foundations will be broken out 
and removed to a depth of approximately 600mm with the remaining foundations left 
in situ.  
 
All disturbed areas would be reinstated to their pre-commencement condition. 
Decommissioning is anticipated to last approximately 6 months. 
 
Following concerns raised by your Officers further research has been undertaken in 
order to ascertain what safeguards could be used to ensure that decommissioning by 
the applicants or their successors is undertaken. Recent appeal decisions have 
shown that Inspectors have considered this issue and are satisfied that a condition 
requiring the submission of a scheme for decommissioning and remediation works 
on the expiry of the permission will be undertaken and without cost to the Local 
Planning Authority.  
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Whilst your Officers still have reservations about how this will work in practice should 
the applicant cease to exist in the future, this approach appears to have been 
considered acceptable by the Inspectorate.  
 
Alternatively the applicants have indicated their willingness to enter into a Section 
106 agreement should the Local Planning Authority feel this is more secure and 
appropriate. However, in accordance with the governments’ general advice on the  
 
use of legal agreements and conditions, your Officers consider that a condition as 
used previously by the Inspectorate would be adequate.  
 
Grid Connection 
 
The development will be physically connected to the local electrical distribution 
network (the grid) from the substation to the existing 66kV distribution grid network 
close to Norton village.  
 
A series of underground cables will connect the turbines with the substation. In the 
ES the applicants have assessed connection of the proposed facility to the existing 
national grid based on the two scenarios of underground cables and overhead 
wooden pole lines. There is no mention of additional pylons as a means of grid 
connection within the ES. However, it will be the responsibility of the Central 
Networks to prepare and submit an application for this element of work, and 
discussions with them following their undertaking a detailed design exercise will 
determine the nature of the grid connection (whether it be via an underground cable 
or an overhead wooden pole line).  
 
Applicants Comments 
 
The applicant has provided the following comments as a summary: 
 
“Scottishpower Renewables (SPR), part of Iberdrola Renovables, is the largest 
developer of renewable energy, not only in the UK, but in the whole of Europe.  Our 
diverse portfolio demonstrates our experience and capability to deliver, and operate, 
projects to a high standard with health and safety and good environmental 
behaviours at the forefront of everything we do. SPR operates a site selection 
approach that involves extensive surveys and investigations on environmental, 
technical and economic factors before a decision is made to progress a site to 
planning. In the case of Lenchwick, two years’ of surveys were undertaken alongside 
extensive consultations with many bodies, specialist consultants and local residents.  
We believe that the Lenchwick site is a good wind farm site and that the application 
before the Council is sensitive to its surroundings.  
  
The need to secure our national energy supplies and to rapidly move to a low carbon 
economy underlies National renewable energy policy. The Lenchwick wind farm 
would contribute to meeting energy security objectives as well as carbon reduction 
targets.  Every unit of electricity that would be produced by Lenchwick wind farm 
displaces a unit of electricity which would otherwise have been produced by a power 
station burning fossil fuel. The annual electricity output of the 11.5MW Development 
should be equivalent to the annual energy consumption of approximately 5,358 
households. For every year of its operation, the Development would contribute to 
reducing atmospheric carbon dioxide by 10,830 tonnes.   
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The Committee on Climate Change has urged a step change in the rate at which 
planning permissions are granted for wind farms. Legally binding National targets to 
generate our energy from renewable sources and the Regional renewable energy 
targets that support that imperative are currently behind schedule. The emerging 
National Policy Statements which represent the Government’s current thinking on 
energy and renewables, specifically the NPS on Energy (EN-1) (pg 25 S3.4) affirm 
the conclusions of the Renewable Energy Strategy and the aim to generate some 
30% of electricity from renewable sources by 2020 – the need for on shore wind is 
urgent.  
 
A number of issues have been raised by consultees on the application. SPR has 
demonstrated that its approach to noise assessment is robust and will protect 
residential amenities. The extensive baseline information on ecology and ornithology 
and the assessments by highly experienced experts demonstrate that nature 
conservation interests will be protected. Suitable highway access can be provided 
and planning conditions can ensure that development does not commence until all 
off-site works have been completed.    
 
Our experienced consultants have undertaken a robust landscape and visual 
assessment in line with relevant guidance and industry best practice. A considerable 
amount of thought was put into the positioning of the turbines and we believe that we 
have obtained an evenly spaced arrangement of turbines which are at a similar 
height across the site, giving a balanced and aesthetic appearance from the majority 
of views assessed. Additionally, the turbine layout respects the shape of the 
Bishampton Bank, so responding to the local topography. We consider that the 
layout is acceptable in relation to residential amenity. Following detailed evaluation 
we reduced the size of the proposed wind farm by half by removing turbines close to 
properties located around Handgate Farm.   
 
The significant effects predicted within the Environmental Statement from the 
development on landscape character and visual amenity would be localised and 
confined to an area in quite close proximity to the site; up to 6km away from the 
nearest turbine depending on orientation. Additionally, the changes would be 
reversible on decommissioning of the development, which is expected to have a 25 
year life span.   
 
The Coalition Government is consulting on a number of ways in which to increase 
the ability of local communities to benefit from the presence of a wind farm. In the 
meantime, whilst not a land-use planning matter, SPR’s policy is to give £2000 / MW 
/ year for the lifetime of the wind farm to a community trust fund. If granted planning 
permission, approximately 60 jobs would be created during the construction period. 
SPR’s policy is to encourage the use of local contractors where the skills base is 
available”. 
 

4. Planning Policies 
 
West Midlands Regional Spatial Strategy 
Relevant Policies are:  
 
PA10 (Tourism and Culture) 
PA14 (Economic Development in Rural Areas) 
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PA15 (Agriculture and Farm Diversification) 
QE1 (Conserving and Enhancing the Environment) 
QE5 (Protection of Historic Environment) 
QE6 (Conservation of Regions Landscape) 
QE7 (Biodiversity and Nature Conservation) 
QE8 (Forestry and Woodland) 
QE9 (The Water Environment) 
EN1 (Energy Generation) 
 
Worcestershire County Structure Plan 
Relevant Policies are: 
 
SD2 (Care for the Environment) 
CTC1 (Landscape Character) 
CTC2 (Skylines and Hill Features) 
CTC3 (Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty) 
CTC5 (Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows) 
CTC7 (Agricultural Land) 
CTC8 (Flood Risk and Surface Water Drainage) 
CTC9 (Impact on Watercourses and Aquifers) 
CTC10 (Sites of International Wildlife Importance) 
CTC11 (Sites of National Wildlife Importance) 
CTC12 (Sites of Regional and Local Wildlife Importance) 
CTC16 (Archaeological Sites of National Importance) 
CTC17 (Archaeological Sites of Regional or Local Importance) 
CTC19 (Areas and Features of Historic and Architectural Significance) 
CTC20 (Conservation Areas) 
T1 (Location of Development) 
EN2 (Wind Turbines) 
RST3 (Public Rights of Way) 
 
Wychavon District Local Plan June 2006 
Relevant Policies are: 
 
GD1 (Location Strategy for New Development) 
GD2 (General Development Control) 
RES4 (Conserving Water Resources) 
ENV1 (Landscape Character) 
ENV2 (Cotswold’s Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty) 
ENV3 (Sites of International Importance for Nature Conservation) 
ENV4 (Sites of Special Scientific Interest) 
ENV5 (Sites of Regional or Local Wildlife Importance)  
ENV6 (Protected Species) 
ENV7 (Protection of Wider Biodiversity) 
ENV8 (Protection of Hedgerows, Trees and Woodland)  
ENV10 (Sites of Archaeological Importance) 
ENV11 (Historic Parks & Gardens) 
ENV12 (Conservation Areas) 
ENV14 (Settings of Listed Buildings) 
ENV18 (Development in Areas of Low to Medium Flood Risk) 
ENV19 (Surface Water Run-Off) 
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SUR1 (Built Design) 
SUR2 (Landscape Design) 
 
Central Government Policy/Guidance: 
 
PPS1 - Delivering Sustainable Development 
PPS1 Supplement - Planning & Climate Change 
PPS5 - Planning for the Historic Environment 
PPS7 - Sustainable Development in Rural Areas 
PPS9 - Nature Conservation 
PPG13 - Transport 
PPS22 - Renewable Energy 
PPS22 Companion Guide - Planning for Renewable Energy 
PPS23 - Planning and Pollution Control 
PPG24 - Planning and Noise 
PPS25 - Development and Flood Risk 
 
Revised Draft Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) Published by 
the Department of Energy and Climate Change - October 2010 
Revised Draft National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (EN-3) 
Published by the Department of Energy and Climate Change - October 2010 
 
Circular 01/2009 - Rights of Way 
Circular 06/2005 - Biodiversity and Geological Conservation 
Circular 01/2003 - Safeguarding Aerodromes 
Circular 02/2002 - European Protected Species 
Circular 03/1999 - Use of Non-Mains Drainage 
Circular 02/1999 - EIA Regulations 
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance/Documents: 
 
Historic Parks and Gardens – January 2005 
Planning and Wildlife – July 2008 
Water Management – December 2009 
 
Parish Plans/Village Design statements: 
 
Bishampton & Throckmorton Parish Plan 2006 
Rous Lench & Radford Village Design Statement 2004 
 
Background Documents: 
 
British Wind Energy Association (1994) ‘Best Practice Guide for Wind Energy 
Development’ 
 
British Wind Energy Association (2005) ‘Low frequency noise and wind turbines’ 
(Briefing Sheet and Technical Advice Note) 
 
British Wind Energy Association (2006) ‘The Impact of Wind farms on the Tourism 
Industry in the UK’ 
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British Wind Energy Association (for the All-Party Parliamentary Group on Tourism), 
(2006) ‘The Impact of wind farms on the tourist industry in the UK’ 
 
British Standards Institution (2008) ‘BS 5228:2009 Code of Practice for Noise and 
Vibration Control on Construction and Open Sites’ 
 
Civil Aviation Authority (2010) ‘Policy and Guidelines on Wind Turbines (CAP 764)’ 
 
Civil Aviation Authority (2010) ‘Article 219 of the Air Navigation Order 2009 (CAP 
393)’ 
 
DECC (2009) ‘UK Renewable Energy Strategy’ 
 
DTI (1996) ‘ETSU-R-1997: The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms’ 
 
DTI (2006) ‘The Energy Challenge’ 
 
English Heritage (2005) ‘Wind Energy and the Historic Environment’ 
 
English Heritage (2008) ‘Climate Change and the Historic Environment’  
 
European Commission (2009) ‘Renewable Energy Directive’ 
 
Gipe, P (2004) ‘Wind Power’ 
 
Institute of Acoustics (2009) ‘Bulletin Vol 34, No. 2’ 
 
Landscape Institute & The Institute of Environmental Management Assessments 
(IEMA) (2002) ‘Methodology for Landscape and Visual Assessments (LVA’s)’ 
 
Landscape Institute (2009) ‘Use of Photography and Photomontage in Landscape 
and Visual Assessment’ 
 
Natural England (2008) ‘Sustainable Energy Policy’ 
 
Natural England (2008) ‘Climate Change Policy’ 
 
Natural England (2009) ‘Bats and Onshore Wind Turbines Interim Guidance 
(Technical Information Note TIN051)’ 
 
Natural England (2009) ‘Climate Change Policy’ 
 
Salford University (for Defra) (2007) ‘Research into Aerodynamic Modulation of Wind 
Turbine Noise. (NANR233) 
 
Scottish Natural Heritage (2001) ‘Guidelines on the Environmental Impacts of Wind 
Farms and Small Hydro Electric Schemes’ 
 
Sustainable Development Commission (2006) ‘A Guide to the Key Issues 
Surrounding Onshore Wind Power Development in the UK’ 
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West Midlands Regional Assembly, Advantage West Midlands & Government Office 
for the West Midlands (2004) ‘West Midlands Regional Energy Strategy’ 
 
West Midlands Regional Assembly (2007) ‘West Midlands Climate Change Action 
Plan 2007-10’ 
 
Wind Energy, Defence and Civil Aviation Interests Working Group (2002) ‘Wind 
Energy and Aviation Interests – Interim Guidelines’ 
 
Worcestershire County Council (2004) ‘A New Look at the Landscapes of 
Worcestershire’ 
 
Worcestershire County Council (2009) ‘Planning for Renewable Energy in 
Worcestershire’ 
 

5. Planning History 
 
None relevant to this application. 
 

6. Consultation Responses 
 
Ministry of Defence/Met Office 
 
No objection to the proposed development.  
 
In the interests of safety, the MoD requests that the turbines are fitted with aviation 
lighting. All turbines should be fitted with 25 candela omni-directional red lighting at 
the highest practicable point. The principle safeguarding concern of the MoD with 
respect to the development of the wind turbines relates to their potential to create 
physical obstruction to air traffic movements and cause interference to air traffic 
control and air defence radar installations.  
 
NATS Safeguarding 
 
The proposed development has been examined by our technical and operational 
safeguarding teams and although the proposed development is likely to impact our 
electrical infrastructure NATS (En Route) Plc (“NERL”) has no safeguarding objection 
to the proposal. 
 
Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) 
 
The Lenchwick development (like any wind turbine development) has the potential to 
impact upon aviation operations and activities in a number of ways; the Department 
for Trade and Industry (DTI – now the Department for Energy and Climate Change) -
sponsored document ‘Wind Energy and Aviation Interests’ and Civil Air Publication 
764 refer. In line with the above and as is detailed within the associated 
environmental statement (ES), in an effort to gauge the scale of any such impact the 
CAA has been previously involved in consultation related to the subject proposal. 
During September 2009 we advised the developer that we had no site-specific 
observations; that remains the case. However, as with all such developments to 
Council will need to formally establish the related viewpoints of both NATS and the  
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Ministry of Defence (MoD). Additionally, from a more generic perspective, all parties 
should be aware that:  
 
There might be a need to install aviation obstruction lighting to some or all of the 
associated wind turbines should this wind farm development be progressed.  
 
This comment is made specifically if there were concerns expressed by other 
elements of the aviation industry, i.e. the operators. For example, if the MoD or a 
local aerodrome had suggested such a need, the CAA would wish, in generic terms, 
to support such a claim. We would do so if it could reasonably be argued that the 
structure(s), by virtue of their location and nature, could be considered a significant 
navigational hazard. That said, if the claim was clearly outside credible limits (ie the 
proposed turbine(s) was/were many miles away from an any aerodrome or it/they 
were of a height that was unlikely to effect even military low flying) the Authority 
would play an 'honest-broker' role. That said, in isolation, the CAA would not make 
any case for lighting.  
 
International aviation regulatory documentation requires that the rotor blades, nacelle 
and upper 2/3 of the supporting mast of wind turbines that are deemed to be an 
aviation obstruction should be painted white, unless otherwise indicated by an 
aeronautical study. It follows that the CAA advice on the colour of wind turbines 
would align with these international criteria. As with the potential need for lighting, in 
isolation, the CAA would make no special case for marking. I can find no reference 
within the ES to this potential requirement.  
 
It is possible that the proliferation of wind turbines in any particular area might 
potentially result in difficulties for aviation that a single development would not have 
generated. It is, therefore, not necessarily the case that, because a generic area was 
not objected to by the aviation industry, future, similarly located potential 
developments would receive the same positive response. 
 
There is a requirement in the UK for all structures over 300 feet high (91.4m) to be 
charted on civil aviation maps. Should this proposed wind turbine development 
progress, to achieve any charting requirement, developers will need to provide 
details of the development to the Defence Geographic Agency.  
 
Due to the unique nature of associated operations in respect of operating altitudes 
and potentially unusual landing sites, it would also be sensible to establish the 
related viewpoint of local emergency services air support units.  
 
Birmingham International Airport 
 
No objections in terms of aerodrome safeguarding. 
 
Wolverhampton Airport 
 
No objection. 
 
East Midlands Airport 
 
The proposed development has been examined from an aerodrome safeguarding  
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aspect and does not conflict with safeguarding criteria. Accordingly, there is no 
objection to the proposal. 
 
Coventry Airport 
 
No comments received. 
 
Highways Agency (HA) 
 
Original comments received 2 July 2010: 
 
There are no concerns regarding the position of the proposed turbines. They are a 
substantial distance from our network and are therefore unlikely to cause safety 
problems due to structural collapse or ice shedding, and driver distraction. 
Confirmation is requested that the blades would be finished in a material which would 
avoid reflective dazzle.  
 
Main concerns relates to the delivery of the turbine components and ancillary items. 
The delivery route would use the M5 and the A46. Details of swept paths have been 
requested and are awaited. The HA will require detailed assessment of all 
roundabouts and potential points of conflict on route to identify locations where it may 
be problematic in manoeuvring the abnormal load. This should be undertaken to 
determine the provision of police escort, effect on statutory utilities, removal of any 
street furniture and traffic holding sections.  
 
The HA will also require details of the amount and frequency of the abnormal loads 
and the provision of indemnity from the developer against possible damage to HA 
assets and/or claims by third parties during transportation. 
 
In light of the need for this information the HA is not yet able to determine whether it 
will be possible for the turbine components and ancillary parts to be transported to 
the site via the M5 and the A46 in a suitable manner.  
 
The HA therefore directs that planning permission not be granted until these issues 
have been resolved. 
 
Additional comments received 7 January 2011: 
 
The HA responded to the above planning application by issuing a holding direction 
on the 29th of June 2010. We requested the applicant provide further information 
relating to the delivery of the turbine components and ancillary items.  
 
Following a review of the information provided by the applicant the HA continues to 
have unresolved concerns relating to the use of the M5 and A46 to deliver the wind 
turbine components. We recognise the applicant has taken steps to provide some of 
the requested information but continue to require further information. The HA 
requires the satisfactory resolution of the following points before a grant of planning 
permission can be considered: 
 
• The principles of the traffic management plan need to be established by the 

applicant, the HA and the police.  
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• In order to quantify possible disruption to the strategic road network, the applicant 
needs to compile method statements, when street furniture is to be removed/ 
reinstated and areas of verge strengthening etc. This is to establish the viability of 
works in order to accept the transportation route of turbine components in 
principle.  

 
In light of the above the HA is not yet able to determine whether it will be possible for 
the turbine components and ancillary parts to be transported to the site via the M5 
and A46 in a suitable manner. 
 
Therefore, the HA directs that planning permission not be granted for a specified 
period of time.  
 
County Highway Authority  
 
Recommends a holding objection for the following reasons:-  
 
The traffic impact that this development will have on the existing highway network 
once complete will be slight, which has been demonstrated within the accompanying 
Transport Assessment. However the impact upon the highway network during the 
construction period in terms of both the number and size of vehicles involved in 
accessing the site is considered to be significant. Without future safeguards against 
the impact construction traffic will have on the maintenance of the existing highway 
and any structures during the construction period, together with road improvements 
to ensure highway safety for existing users, the level of impact identified in the 
Transport Assessment is unacceptable to the Highway Authority.  
 
The developer has identified that the chosen route for accessing the site once 
delivery vehicles have left the Trunk Road Network will be via the A44 Worcester 
Road, B4088 Evesham Road, C2011 Leys Road and the C2117 to Handgate 
Crossroads where shortly afterwards access to the site will be taken.  
 
In order to adequately safeguard against any damage caused to the highway and to 
facilitate access along this chosen route, the Highway Authority consider that the 
following mitigation works need to be either undertaken or the costs underwritten by 
the developer.  
 
1. Before commencement of any works on site an inspection of the carriageway, 

footway and verge of each road identified along the route, shall be undertaken 
between the developer and the relevant Area Highway Manager.  

2. The developer will be required to underwrite through legal agreements to 
undertake to repair or compensate the Highway Authority against, any damaged 
caused to the identified roads during the construction period which can be 
attributed to the works being undertaken in association with the construction of 
the wind farm. This will have to cover any emergency works which the Highway 
Authority may undertake during the construction period which arise as a 
consequence of construction activities associated with the wind farm.  

3. Before commencement of any works on site, a similar inspection of any highway 
structures or culverts shall be undertaken between the developer and a relevant 
Structural Engineer appointed by the Highway Authority. If and where required 
strengthening works will be undertaken at the developers expense prior to any 
work commencing on site.  
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4. The developer will be required to underwrite through a legal agreements to 
undertake to repair or compensate the Highway Authority against, any damaged 
caused to identified structures during the construction period which can be 
attributed to the works being undertaking in association with the construction of 
the wind farm. This will have to cover any emergency works which the Highway 
Authority may have to undertake during the construction period which arise as a 
consequence of construction activities associated with the wind farm. 

5. Before any works on site commence the developer is to provide details of any 
highway improvement works required in order to access the site, especially by 
abnormal loads. The works envisaged by the Highway Authority so far are the 
strengthening of the footways and verges in the vicinity of Harvington Crossroads; 
local widening/strengthening of the verges along Leys Road in the vicinity of 
Whistlewinds; the realignment of the junction between C2011 Leys Road and the 
C2117; local widening / strengthening of the verges in the vicinity of Handgate 
Crossroads; and if and where required, to provide passing bays along C2011 
Leys Road and C2117.  

6. In order to deliver these works the developer will be required to enter into a 
Section 278 Agreement with the Highway Authority, which will include where 
appropriate dedication of land as new public highway prior to work commencing 
on site.  

7. To facilitate the delivery of abnormal loads it is recognised that at certain 
locations along the delivery route street furniture and signage will have to be 
altered. The developer is required to carry out in conjunction with the Area 
Highway Manager an inspection of such items and agree new positions and / or 
where appropriate their temporary removal. These works are to be either carried 
out by the developer or the Highway Authority at the developers expense.  

8. The developer is required to apply for and obtain from Worcestershire County 
Council temporary road closure orders so to facilitate the delivery of abnormal 
loads. Without this the Police Authority will not escort the convoys  

 
In order to establish the viability of works needed to militate against the impact 
construction traffic and the transportation of turbine components will have on the 
highway network, the developer has not provided sufficient information for the 
Highway Authority to be able to determine whether or not the impact can be limited 
or controlled to acceptable levels.  
 
The developer is required to give an undertaking that they are prepared to enter into 
necessary highway legal agreements to cover these and any other works which may 
subsequently arise and consequently we submit this holding objection until such time 
all of the above is resolved.  
 
Should the developer provide in writing a commitment to undertake works to meet 
the above requirements then conditions are recommended. 
 
Arqiva (television transmission) 
 
Arqiva is responsible for providing the BBC and ITV’s transmission network and is 
responsible for ensuring the integrity of Re-Broadcast Links.  We have considered 
whether this development is likely to have an adverse affect on our operations and 
have concluded that we have no objection to this application. 
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Ofcom 
 
Ofcom have found that within the assessed fixed link frequency bands the following 
fixed link end(s) (0512057/2 and 0479548/2) are within or have path(s) that cross a 
1000 m radius coordination area for the stated turbine location.  
 
This assessment is based on the Ofcom fixed links database status as at 27th June 
2010, which may vary before the wind farm project implementation.  Please be aware 
that the data “as recorded” by Ofcom on its database, based on the grid reference 
coordinates and other details provided to Ofcom by Fixed Link operators at the time 
of their licence application.  These details are not verified by Ofcom for accuracy or 
currency and Ofcom makes no guarantees for the currency or accuracy of 
information or that they are error free.   
 
As such, Ofcom cannot accept liability for any inaccuracies or omissions in the data 
provided, or its currency however so arising.  These data are provided without any 
representation or endorsement made and without warranty of any kind, whether 
express or implied, including but not limited to the implied warranties of satisfactory 
quality, fitness for a particular purpose, non-infringement, compatibility, security and 
accuracy.  
 
Joint Radio Company (JRC) 
 
JRC analyses proposals for wind farms on behalf of the UK Fuel & Power Industry. 
This is to assess their potential to interfere with radio systems operated by utility 
companies in support of their regulatory operational requirements. 
 
In the case of this proposed wind energy development, JRC does not foresee any 
potential problems based on known interference scenarios and the data you have 
provided. However, if any details of the wind farm change, particularly the disposition 
or scale of any turbine(s), it will be necessary to re-evaluate the proposal. 
 
In making this judgment, JRC has used its best endeavours with the available data, 
although we recognise that there may be effects which are as yet unknown or 
inadequately predicted. JRC cannot therefore be held liable if subsequently problems 
arise that we have not predicted. 
 
It should be noted that this clearance pertains only to the date of its issue. As the use 
of the spectrum is dynamic, the use of the band is changing on an ongoing basis and 
consequently, developers are advised to seek re-coordination prior to considering 
any design changes. 
 
Ericsson Ltd (T-Mobile Code Systems Operator) 
 
There is no T-mobile equipment that will impact in and around the area of the 
proposed works. 
 
WCC Countryside Services 
 
The development affects public rights of way 560, which is part of the new Wychavon 
Way, a popular high profile recreational route, and 561. The applicant has carried out  
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extensive pre-application consultation and I am pleased that our advice has been 
incorporated into the proposal. 
 
Vehicular access to the development appears to be via a public right of way. The 
applicant has obligations towards public rights of way. As the applicant suggests the 
installation of signage advising private vehicular users of the presence of pedestrians 
is advisable as is an advisory speed limit. The development cannot be carried out 
without temporarily closing the public right of way for the safety of the public during 
construction. An application should be made at least 6 weeks in advance to WCC.  
 
Pleased to see that the applicant proposes to upgrade 350m of the Wychavon Way. 
The applicant should note policy RST3 of the Country Structure Plan and Circular 
01/2009.  
 
The British Horse Society 
 
The statements in this application indicate that, in its current form, it complies with 
the British Horse Society's guideline that wind turbines should be sited at least 200 
metres from bridleways, by-ways and restricted by-ways. However, concerns are 
expressed that increased traffic movements to and from the site will compromise the 
safety of horse riders who use them to access the bridleways in the surrounding 
area. There are 2 areas of impact - heavy vehicles bringing in plant and equipment 
during the construction phase and ongoing maintenance traffic once it is operational. 
There are also concerns that the "improvements" to these minor roads needed to 
accommodate these heavy vehicles will lead to a general increase in local traffic. 
 
Ramblers Association 
 
As turbines have become increasingly commonplace it has become apparent that 
they cannot be disguised, overlooked or disregarded. Their effect on the landscape is 
immediate, startling and brutal. In some locations that effect may be of lesser 
importance, or can be more easily justified or ameliorated, because the landscape 
may already be degraded by mining, quarrying or other ‘industrial’ process. In small-
scale pastoral landscapes of high quality, distinctive character and tranquility such as 
the Vale of Evesham, wind turbines of the scale proposed in this application are, in 
our view, entirely out of place. 
 
We would maintain that the vital issue of distinctive landscape character has not 
been adequately addressed by the applicants. The section of the Worcestershire 
County Council website on the subject defines Landscape Character [as] ‘a very 
positive approach to considering landscapes, highlighting as it does the individual 
combinations of features that make each landscape distinct and often special to 
those who live and work in it’. The inadequacy of the applicants’ consideration of the 
special character of the Lenches landscape, in particular, is thoroughly examined in 
the submission by Parkinson Wright LLP on behalf of the affected parish councils. 
 
We are very mindful that the visual intrusion that would be inflicted by these turbines 
is a major concern for many respondents as expressed in their submissions.  We of 
course share those concerns. We recognise that ‘views’ and ‘visual intrusion’ can be 
considered as subjective concepts but their importance to enjoyment of the 
landscape and countryside cannot be overstated. Once a valued and distinctive view 
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has been compromised by being broken up or foreshortened it is obviously very 
difficult to restore or repair. 
 
In relation to the affected public rights of way we have considered the statements in 
the Non-Technical Summary and consider that the projected effects are substantially 
underestimated and likely to be much more serious than stated, both in the short- 
and long-term. We are equally concerned about all the affected PRoWs and really do 
not wish to put higher or lower values on any of them. 
 
However we must give particular consideration to the Wychavon Way (WW). We are 
told that ‘a 350m stretch of the WW would be “upgraded” [sic] as a site access route 
for the wind farm, which would result in its temporary closure and rerouting during the 
construction phase, and a permanent incorporation of a short stretch of the WW into 
the Development during the operational phase…therefore a short term major 
adverse effect is predicted’.  We consider the word ‘upgraded’, in this context and in 
relation to this environment, to be a particularly fatuous one, bordering on the 
contemptuous. The applicant also acknowledge that ‘Physical effects to the 
Wychavon Way are therefore predicted, and these will be significant during both 
construction and operational phases but for a very short length of the route overall’.  
We agree that 350m out of c.32 miles for the new route of the WW is only a very 
short length but that is hardly relevant. What is relevant is that distance in relation to 
the length of the WW within the application area. There is no mention here that the 
WW is shortly to be given a high-profile re-launch after an extensive route-change 
(although not in this particular locality) and refurbishment, together with a new 
guidebook and mapping. It is therefore hard to imagine a less appropriate time to put 
the applicants’ very damaging proposals into effect. 
 
The ES states that ‘In respect to the users of the other public rights of way in the 
vicinity of the wind farm, there will be no direct effects during operation. All of the 
turbines meet the minimum separation distance advised by PPS22 guidance. It is 
therefore considered that the Development overall will not have a significant effect on 
the use of public rights of way’. We disagree – not about the distances but about the 
effects: there is no mention here of visual intrusion, noise intrusion or flicker, all of 
which will have potential detrimental effect on the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of 
these footpaths. 
 
For all these reasons we object to this application.  
 
WCC Historic Environment and Archaeology Service 
 
Original comments received 23 June 2010: 
 
This application affects a site of archaeological interest (WSM20774). The 'historic 
environment' encompasses all those material remains that our ancestors have 
created in the landscapes of town and countryside. It includes all below and above-
ground evidence including buildings of historic and architectural interest. 
 
The applicant has engaged an archaeological contractor to carry out an 
archaeological evaluation. However given that the application has now been formally 
lodged and this work has yet to be carried out, it is important to state that this 
application cannot be determined until the results of the field evaluation have been 
published.  
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In line with government policy given in Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the 
Historic Environment (Policy HE6 – HE9), it has been demonstrated that further 
information on the nature, extent and significance of the heritage asset or potential 
asset, is required. Therefore a Historic Asset Evaluation, as required under HE6.1 of 
the above document, should be provided before this application can be determined.  
 
Furthermore, the County and the District has a responsibility to protect, either by 
preservation or record, cultural remains within its jurisdiction, and this is emphasised 
by Policy CTC16-18 Policy in the County Structure Plan - June 2001 and by Policy 
ENV10 in the Wychavon District Local Plan - June 2006.  
 
Additional comments received following submission of the archaeological evaluation 
18 October 2010: 
 
The report confirms the presence of local/regionally significant remains dating from 
the Romano British Period that would be affected by the proposed development. In 
this instance it is believed, on current evidence, that the site is not of such 
significance to warrant preservation in situ, and that the impact of the proposed 
development on the historic environment can be appropriately mitigated by a 
conditional programme of archaeological work. 
 
WCC Conservation and Landscape Officer 
 
It is apparent that the size and scale of the five turbines will render them highly 
visible from numerous vantage points in the county. The impact on key views from 
publicly accessible locations (roads, footpaths, properties open to the public) will be 
significant. The submitted Volume 2, Landscape & Visual Figures & Technical 
Appendices examines the visual impact from a number of viewpoint locations but it is 
apparent from the computer generated maps that there will be many others. The 
cumulative impact of several wind farm developments has been briefly considered 
but I would anticipate that this would be highly significant, particularly in long distance 
panoramic views such as those from the Malvern Hills.  
 
The views from the Malvern Hills AONB have been mentioned briefly but little 
account has been taken of the Cooper Partnership work undertaken for the AONB to 
identify and analyse the views from the Malvern Hills. Views identified by this work, 
particularly the view to Aston Grove to the west of Stratford-upon-Avon, do impact on 
the visual assessment produced in support of this application. 
 
I am concerned that details of the highway alterations necessary to enable 
transportation of the turbines have not been submitted. I consider that the potential 
landscape impact of significant junction alterations should have been considered as 
part of this application.  
 
WDC Engineers 
 
The drainage details within the Flood Risk Assessment have been noted and are 
satisfactory. It has also been noted that rainwater harvesting will be used as a means 
of providing water for the toilets. Should ground conditions prove unsuitable for the 
use of soakaways then the applicant will need to submit an alternative means of 
disposal for surface water from the development. Where possible sustainable  
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drainage systems should be incorporated into the design and additional flow should 
not be discharged downstream so that flooding problems are not exacerbated or 
created. 
 
Severn Trent Water 
 
No comments received 
 
 
West Midlands Leaders Board (now abolished) 
 
Under the Local Democracy, Economic Development and Construction Act 2009, the 
existing Regional Spatial and Economic Strategies for the West Midlands became 
the new Regional Strategy on 1st April 2010. The Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) 
element alone has since continued to be part of the statutory development plan until 
a revision to the Regional Strategy. We have been advised by the Government Office 
for the West Midlands that, as of the 1st April 2010, the West Midlands Regional 
Spatial Strategy (WMRSS) of January 2008 (incorporating the Phase One Black 
Country Revision) is the version that holds this status. 
 
The application has also been considered against the Preferred Option of the 
WMRSS Phase Two Revision that was submitted to the Secretary of State in 
December 2007. We consider that the Preferred Option comprises a material 
consideration.  
 
The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government in his letter to 
Council Leaders of 27th May 2010 has expressed his intention to rapidly abolish 
Regional Strategies and to return decision making powers on housing and planning 
to local councils. However, a formal announcement to this effect has not been issued 
by the Secretary of State at this point in time. 
 
In June 2010, the Planning Inspectorate issued Advice produced by The Planning 
Inspectorate for use by its Inspectors regarding the forthcoming abolition of Regional 
Strategies. That Advice makes it clear to Inspectors that, until a formal 
announcement is made and/or legislation implemented, the Regional Strategy 
continues to be part of the development plan and should be treated as such. 
Planning Authorities are expected to take account of this context. As far as the 
situation in the West Midlands is concerned, it is important to note that the evidence 
base that underpins the WMRSS has been subject to independent testing (and 
positive conclusions reached) at two recent Examinations in Public, one in 2007 and 
another one in 2009. It is therefore our considered view that this evidence base and 
the conclusions that are based on it remain valid and relevant to this application.  
 
The following advice on the conformity of this application with the Regional Strategy 
and the emerging Phase Two Revision has been prepared by Ben Horovitz of 
Worcestershire County Council in his capacity as a Regional Conformity Advisor. 
This advice should be considered in the determination of this application. Having 
considered the advice prepared on our behalf by the Regional Conformity Advisor, 
the WMLB accepts and supports the conclusion that this proposal is in general 
conformity with the Regional Strategy. Notwithstanding this view, you will be aware 
from reading the attached advice that there are a number of local environmental 
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issues which have been raised. In light of this, the Local Planning Authority will need 
to be satisfied that mitigation and protection measures are delivered by condition if 
planning permission is granted (comments made on 6 July 2010). 
 
Regional Conformity Advisor (WCC) 
 
The Worcestershire County Council Strategic Planning team produced the conformity 
assessment last year for this, which concluded that overall, whilst there were 
numerous local impacts that must be considered, there were no overriding issues of 
strategic importance which would lead to an objection from a regional conformity 
perspective. Key points adapted from the assessment include: 
 
The proposal would make a valuable contribution to renewable energy and CO2 
reduction targets. The West Midlands has traditionally performed very poorly in terms 
of installed capacity of renewable energy, and evidence suggests the region has 
failed to satisfy the Regional Energy Strategy target of producing 5% of its energy 
consumption from renewables by 2010. 
 
The policy stance on wind turbines in the Regional Strategy is that they should be 
encouraged, subject to their various impacts. The proposal does not fall within any 
designated 'environmental asset' as listed in the Regional Strategy, and does not 
seem to compromise any of the criteria at a regional level (although it is recognised 
that there will be local impacts that warrant careful consideration). Neither the Phase 
2 Preferred Options, nor the 'Policy Recommendations' on the criteria and targets for 
renewable energy, raise any further strategic issues. As a renewable energy 
generating proposal, the application should be encouraged by the local authority, 
subject to an assessment of its impact.  
 
Although the turbines will be grid-connected, and the electricity created will not 
necessarily be consumed in the immediate vicinity, the wind farm does form part of a 
wider environmental infrastructure that is broadly supported. 
 
The proposal has the potential to support the sustainable diversification and 
development of the rural economy through the creation of new enterprise. It is 
unclear how far the proposal would achieve this "in ways that meet local employment 
needs" although it is likely that some element of construction and operational 
employment would benefit the local area. 
 
It is understood that County Council colleagues have provided specific comments in 
relation to those technical aspects relevant to their areas, including transport, historic 
environment and landscape.  
 
In terms of informal observations, I would draw attention to an assessment 
commissioned by the County Council (Nov 08) from IT Power consultants of 
renewable energy capacity in Worcestershire. The study (available here: 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/cms/pdf/Renewable%20Final%20Report%20PDF
%20December.pdf) identifies broad areas for potential development, including a 
potential site at Church Lench that is very close to that of the proposed application 
site, for which it is suggested that 6 large turbines could be accommodated. The 
study remains technical evidence, and has no political endorsement, but does 
suggest the site could be viable within identified constraints. 
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Whilst it comes too late for this application, we are working on a renewable energy 
'strategy' that seeks to identify the main concerns over large-scale renewables and 
offer potential ways of addressing these (for example through targeted education and 
training programmes for the public, local groups and elected members). This will be 
informed by the results of the latest 'Worcestershire Viewpoint' survey, which 
received over 5,500 responses from across the county to understand people's 
attitudes to the various technologies. In due course the results of the survey will be 
available, including district-level breakdowns. This work is being progressed with 
input from a steering group that includes representatives of all districts, including 
Wychavon District Council. 
 
English Heritage 
 
The proposed development because of its height will be visible in whole or in part 
from a number of existing heritage assets and settlements including Church Lench 
Conservation Area and also within the surrounding countryside. The turbines will not 
however, either individually or collectively impact closely on any designated heritage 
assets and we do not dispute the findings of the ES in that respect.  
 
The ES notes that the application site includes a number of archaeological sites 
identified through the Worcestershire HER. We defer to the County Council 
archaeological team for an assessment of the effect of the proposed development on 
the archaeology of the site. 
 
These comments are made exclusively in relation to the current proposals for five 
turbines at Bishampton Bank.  
 
The National Trust 
 
The National Trust is already experiencing the impacts of climate change at many 
properties, such as flooding, storm damage, rainwater incursion, vegetation change 
and habitat changes. This makes the conservation of the natural and historic heritage 
increasingly complex and it underlines the need to move to a low carbon future and 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions as much as possible to limit the extent of future 
detrimental impacts; on both the environment and on local communities.  
 
Accordingly, the Trust strongly supports an increase in renewable energy generation 
nationally for heat and power in appropriate locations, and a significant expansion in 
microgeneration. The location and design of all energy schemes should take account 
of the full range of environmental considerations at the site, including the protection 
of valued landscapes, biodiversity, the historic environment, and the need to 
safeguard local peoples’ well-being. 
 
We commend the work that the applicants have undertaken in respect of assessing 
impacts on National Trust property and the steps taken by the Council to involve us 
in the assessment process.     
 
There are several Trust properties within the study area of the Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment (LVIA).  At an early stage it was identified that some, such as 
Hanbury Hall and Coughton Court, would not have any visibility of the proposed  
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turbines and did not require further consideration but that detailed assessment would 
be required for Hidcote, Dover’s Hill and Croome Court. 
 
Hidcote 
Detailed assessment in the LVIA (viewpoint 2) has shown that the turbines would not 
be visible from Hidcote.  The National Trust agrees with this assessment. 
 
Dover’s Hill 
The LVIA shows that the turbines would be visible from Dover’s Hill (LVIA Viewpoint 
4) with the nearest turbine being some 15.7km away.   
 
Dover's Hill is 184 acres of a natural amphitheatre on a spur of the Cotswold’s with 
extensive views to the northwest. The Hill is on the edge of the Cotswold’s AONB. 
Our ownership includes a mixture of grassland and woodland and includes the site of 
a Roman vineyard. Dover’s Hill is the site of Cotswold Olympics. 
 
The LVIA concludes that there would be slight magnitude of change in this view 
giving rise to a moderate impact. The National Trust agrees with this assessment. 
 
Croome Court 
The Zone of Theoretical Visibility assessment within the LVIA shows that the turbines 
would be visible from parts of the historic park at Croome.  Although they would not 
be seen from the core buildings around Croome Court or the core area of the park, 
the turbines would theoretically be visible from the eastern ridge of the park and from 
the Panorama Tower.   
 
Croome Court is a grade I registered historic park. It is of international importance as 
the fountainhead of the English landscape movement. It was Capability Brown’s first 
complete masterpiece and contains buildings by Brown, Robert Adam and James 
Wyatt.   Many of the buildings, including the Panorama Tower, are listed grade I. 
 
One of the outstanding design features of Croome is the use of carefully composed 
viewlines to, from and between buildings and parkland features. One of the designed 
views from the Panorama Tower is to the Church of St Mary Magdalene, which is 
also within the registered historic park and also listed grade I.   
 
At our request, the view from the Panorama Tower was included within the LVIA both 
as a representative viewpoint for the registered historic park at Croome and to allow 
consideration of impacts on the designed viewline to the Church. 
 
The photomontage shows that the turbines would be within the same general 
direction as the designed view from the Panorama to the Church but that they would 
be slightly off to the side rather than straddling the view line or being directly 
alongside.  The turbines would be distant features (15.6km) visibly mounted on one 
of the ranges of hills visible from the Panorama. They would be experienced within 
the context of significant modern intrusions close to the Panorama including the M5 
and nearby farm buildings in this general field of view. We agree with the 
assessment that there would be a slight magnitude of change and that this would 
give rise to a moderate impact. 
 
There are no designed viewlines in the general direction of the application site from 
the eastern part of the park; the other area of Croome from which the turbines are 
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theoretically visible. However, this is an area from which it was intended that the 
general panorama and the sequence of views would have been enjoyed by residents 
and visitors while walking in the park. The view from this area already contains 
modern elements in the direction of the turbines, including structures at Defford 
Airfield, buildings at and near Besford, and passing trains. Our assessment based on 
the information provided is that the magnitude of change and significance of impacts 
from this area would be similar to those at the Panorama. 
  
In conclusion, the development would cause impacts on property in the National 
Trust’s care at Dover’s Hill and Croome Court. Ideally, we would prefer these impacts 
not to happen. However, the Trust recognises the need for increased provision of 
renewables to be made. Bearing this need in mind and on careful consideration 
having regard to the scale and detail of the predicted impacts on the heritage and 
natural assets in our care, the Trust has decided not to object to this application. 
 
Cotswold Conservation Board 
 
The Cotswold Conservation Board considers that this proposal does not in itself have 
a significant adverse impact on the special qualities of the Cotswold’s AONB. 
 
Bredon Conservation Board 
 
No comments received. 
 
CPRE (Worcestershire Branch) 
 
Objects to the proposed development on the following grounds: 
 
Energy – Questions are raised over the efficiency of the turbines and their capability 
of producing renewable energy compared to conventional power sources.  
 
Transport – Delivery of abnormal loads would cause damage to pavements, verges 
hedges and trees. 
 
PROW and Tranquility – Proximity of turbines and unavoidable disruption to walkers 
including the Wychavon Way are unacceptable. The Lenches have the second 
highest tranquility rating according to the CPRE tranquility assessment published in 
2007. This tranquility for walking will be shattered during the 6-9 months construction 
period. 
 
Danger to Birds – It is claimed that on breezy days the tips of the blades will be 
travelling at 328mph. The applicants claim that birds are rarely affected is therefore 
questioned.  
 
Golden Plover – Para 40 of the Design and Access Statement states that the 
population of Golden Plover and Peregrine within the site is small and only of 
Parish/District value. However, there are few locations within Worcestershire where 
Golden Plover are seen, let alone nest. They are rarely observed in the west of 
Worcestershire. It is precisely because they are present in such small numbers that 
their habitat on the Lenches should not be disturbed.  
 
 

Page 31



  

 
Landscape – The turbines would overwhelm the gently undulating landscape of the 
Lenches and impede the views of distant features such as the Malvern Hills, Bredon 
Hill and Broadway, all of which are within the AONB.  
 
Should the proposal be allowed, we consider that there should be a condition that the 
turbines be removed in less than 25 years, to allow for the probability that advances 
in technology may render these turbines redundant as means of energy production.  
 
Natural England 
 
Initial comments received 26 July 2010: 
 
Natural England (NE) has a holding objection to this proposed development. The 
reason for objecting relates explicitly to the removal of woodland and hedgerows in 
order to comply with Ness recommended 50m standoff to protect bats. NE strongly 
urges the re-siting of the turbines to avoid this measure. If this is not possible, it 
recommends the delivery of increased ecological compensation and enhancement 
measures. NE perceives this to be a holding objection only, and one which is 
envisages would be withdrawn upon receipt of evidence that the above 
recommendation has been met. 
 
Of particular relevance are NE’s position on climate change, wind energy, landscape, 
all landscapes matter, future landscapes and protected landscapes. NE’s position on 
sustainable energy is currently being revised. NE believes that climate change 
represents the most serious long term threat to England’s natural environment. NE 
believe that there is a need to develop clean energy supplies in order to reduce 
climate change whilst ensuring that the natural environment is not irreversibly or 
unacceptably damaged by such developments. NE therefore supports renewable 
energy developments in appropriate locations.  
 
NE believes that wind energy developments, appropriately designed and sited, play 
an important part in a lower carbon, more efficient and sustainable energy system, 
which is needed to tackle climate change. However, NE recognise that wind turbines 
can cause adverse environmental impacts, the significance of which depends on the 
sensitivity of the receiving environment. NE therefore believe that wind energy 
developments should be of an appropriate height, form and scale and should be 
guided towards locations that minimise irreversible impacts on the natural 
environment as a whole. 
  
NE recognises that because all technologies are dependent on scale and location, 
every case will have to be assessed on its merits. NE aim to reach individual 
decisions shaped by the particular environmental circumstances. 
 
In general, NE is satisfied with the content and methodology of this Environmental 
Statement (ES). 
 
As the ES rightly recognises, NE’s Interim Guidance on Bats and Onshore Wind 
Turbines recommends that, in order to protect bats, a minimum distance of 50m be 
maintained between turbines and hedgerows and woodlands. The bat surveys 
presented in Appendix 7-C show that turbines 1 and 5 would be just 25m from a 
species-rich hedgerow and an area of young plantation woodland respectively. In  
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order to meet with NE’s recommendation, the ES proposes the removal of this 
hedgerow and woodland (ES paragraph 92).  
 
The bat surveys undertaken indicate an impressive variety of species, suggesting 
that the site is situated in a good “bat-scape”. However, the site itself experiences 
relatively low levels of use, with the majority of activity being by pipistrelle using the 
hedgerows and wooded boundaries and Daubenton’s feeding over the wooded lake. 
These species are considered to be at low risk from impacts associated with wind 
turbines.  
 
The intention of NE’s recommended 50m stand-off is to inform the siting of turbines 
in order to reduce risks to bats. The removal of features which contribute to the local 
bat-scape is not desirable, and NE strongly urge the re-siting of turbines 1 and 5 to 
avoid this action. However, the bat surveys indicate that both the hedgerow and the 
young plantation woodland, taken in the context of the wider landscape, experience 
low levels of use by bats. Taking this into consideration, NE would find this proposal 
acceptable if the following recommendations were met:  
 
1) It was demonstrated that due to other constraints the existing layout offers the 
best practicable option; and 
2) A package of additional compensation and enhancement measures, designed to 
positively benefit bats, was secured using a pre-commencement condition.  
 
Any additional compensation/enhancement measures which come forward should be 
in-tune with the wider landscape and should encourage bats away from the turbines. 
The eastern portion of the site, which does not include any turbines, could provide an 
ideal opportunity to deliver this compensation. Such a package would of course 
ensure compliance with PPS9, Key Principle ii of which states that development 
decisions should aim to maintain, and enhance, restore or add to biodiversity 
interests. NE welcomes the proposed translocation of the hedgerow and new 
woodland planting as mitigation measures forming a part of an overall package, but 
do not consider that these measures alone go far enough to meet this principle. 
 
NE endorses the European Landscape Convention’s definition of landscape as “an 
area as perceived by people, whose character is the result of the action and 
interaction of natural and/or human factors”3. NE believes that all landscapes matter, 
in that they will be valued by someone somewhere. 
 
The application would result in minimal removal of features such as hedgerows, trees 
and woodlands (further reduced by compliance with the recommendation in relation 
to ecology).  
 
The ES identifies significant effects on the landscape character occurring at varying 
distances within 4.71km of the nearest turbine. These significant effects apply to the 
Severn and Avon Vales National Character Area and three local landscape character 
types, namely, “village claylands”, “timbered plateau farmlands” and “principle village 
farmlands”. However, the “coverage” of significant effects within this 4.71km is 
reduced by land cover and other intervening features, being described in the ES as 
“variable and scattered” (ES, paragraph 616). Although there would be significant 
effects upon the Severn and Avon Vales National Character Area and three local 
landscape character types, these impacts are spatially limited and are able to be 
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restored upon decommissioning. The ES does not identify any cumulative effects. 
NE therefore has no objection in relation to impacts upon landscape character.  
 
As is to be expected with wind turbine developments, there is potential for visual 
impacts. Wind turbines of this size would be an obvious and unavoidable feature in 
the local landscape. NE’s primary concerns in relation to visual impacts are 
significant impacts which would detract from people’s enjoyment of the landscape. 
As such, we are primarily interested in receptors such as Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty (AONB), national trails, long distance footpaths, viewpoints and 
landscape features of cultural or historic importance.  
 
The turbines would be visible from both the Cotswold’s and Malvern Hills AONB’s. 
Government policy on nationally designated areas is set out in Planning Policy 
Statement 7: Sustainable Development in Rural Areas. PPS7 confirms that AONB’s 
are afforded the highest status of protection in relation to their landscape and scenic 
beauty, the conservation of which should be given great weight in planning decisions. 
Although the turbines would be visible from both AONB’s, the ES does not consider 
impacts to be significant and, in addition, does not identify any significant cumulative 
impacts. It is noted that the AONB Unit is not objecting. NE does not consider that 
this proposal would compromise the reasons for designation of either AONB, and we 
therefore have no objection in relation to impacts on nationally designated 
landscapes.  
 
The ES concludes that there are numerous instances of significant effects upon 
visual amenity for users of recreational facilities and routes. These significant effects 
occur up to 6.1km from the turbines. The significant visual impacts upon the 
Wychavon Way, the Blossom Trail, Public Rights of Way near to Rous Lench Court 
Registered Park and Garden and Evesham Registered Battlefield are of particular 
interest to NE.  
The wind turbines would undeniably become the dominant feature for a portion of the 
Wychavon Way. However, significant impacts only occur within 6.1km of the nearest 
turbine. Within this, the opportunity for views will be further reduced by topography 
and intervening features. Taking this into account, and considering that this route is 
some 67km in length, NE does not wish to object due to visual impacts upon the 
Wychavon Way. Similarly, NE does not wish to object due to impacts on the Blossom 
Trail. Regarding the historic environment features, we would look to follow the lead of 
our colleagues in English Heritage, whom we note are not objecting.  
 
Significant effects on visual amenity occur within a spatially limited area and are able 
to be reversed upon decommissioning. There are no significant cumulative effects 
upon visual receptors. Therefore NE does not consider that this proposal merits our 
objection on grounds of visual impacts. 
 
Further comments received 10 August 2010: 
 
Welcomes the agreement to provide additional mitigation/compensation measures 
for bats, and hereby withdraw our objection. Recommends that the delivery of these 
measures is secured through planning conditions. 
 
RSPB 
 
No objections. 
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Worcestershire Wildlife Trust 
 
Original comments received 28 June 2010: 
 
We note the contents of the Environmental Statement and other associated 
documents and we are pleased to see that the relevant biodiversity issues have been 
covered in sufficient detail. In particular we note that there are no turbines within 
200m of the Bishampton Bank Special Wildlife Site. 
 
Unfortunately however we are forced to object to the proposed application because 
we cannot find any justification for the removal of a block of young woodland and a 
stretch of hedgerow, which is apparently necessary in order to meet the Natural 
England guidance on bats and wind turbines. The guidance was written to ensure 
that wind turbines are located well away from features used by bats and we would 
expect them to be sited clear of such features where they are found on this site. The 
ES makes it clear that the Lenchwick area has a rich bat population, which must 
therefore be a fundamental consideration here. No overriding engineering issues 
have been put forward to justify the location decision taken and we cannot see how 
the development can accord with PPS9 in its current form. Further information might 
help to clarify the situation and we would be pleased to comment on this should it 
become available. If it is indeed necessary to locate the turbines as proposed 
additional mitigation and compensation, to be agreed with Natural England, should 
be forthcoming.  
 
It is important to note that newly created and translocated habitats won’t represent a 
like-for-like replacement straight away and might not be suitable for bats 
immediately. Therefore any mitigation must be in place well before development 
begins to damage the existing habitats. Perhaps this can be covered by a condition. 
 
We note that there is scope for micro-positioning of turbines and tracks within the 
development area. Whilst the guidance offers distances of up to 30-50m for this we 
would ask that particular care be taken to ensure that turbines are not sited closer to 
important semi-natural features without consultation with appropriate specialists. 
Again we would be happy to see this covered by condition. 
 
Additional comments received 9 August 2010: 
 
We are pleased to note the additional information and the extra mitigation proposed 
and after consultation with Natural England we can confirm that we are now prepared 
to remove our objection to this application. We would however expect a strong 
planning condition to cover the proposed mitigation so that we can be confident of its 
delivery. 
 
WCC Ecologist 
 
The site comprises semi-natural woodland, ponds, hedgerows, and agricultural land. 
Bishampton Bank Special Wildlife Site (SWS) extends along the western border of 
the site. Bishampton Bank comprises a large stretch (31 Hectares) of mixed 
woodland although not ancient origin it is dominated by mature ash coppice and 
standard oaks with yew, field maple, wild cherry and sycamore. This woodland 
provides connectivity to the wider ecological network with other SWS's situated to the 

Page 35



  

south and the north of the site. Bishampton Bank SWS and associated habitats 
provide excellent opportunities for roosting, commuting and foraging bats as well as 
an array of other wildlife.  
 
Bats  
The protected species box has not been ticked when this category should be tick as 
the proposals are likely to impact bats and reptiles.  
 
The proposed site and surrounding habitat is currently under recorded for bats. A 
number of bat surveys have been conducted on behalf of the applicant from July 
2008 – June 2009. A minimum of ten species of bat were recorded on site including; 
Lesser horseshoe, Common pipistrelle, Soprano pipistrelle, Daubenton's, 
Barbastelle, Noctule, Nathusius pipistrelle, Leisler's, Soprano pipistrelle and Brown 
long-eared.  
 
According to Natural England's guidelines on bats and wind turbines (TIN051) 
Barbastelle, Leisler's, Noctule and Natusiaus pipistrelle species are considered 
species most likely to be affected by the installation of wind turbines. These species 
have been recorded on site and are therefore likely to be affected by the proposals.  
 
Natural England (TIN051) recommends a 50 m buffer between any potential 
vegetation used for commuting and the tip of the blade of a wind turbine. This will 
involve the removal of an established hedgerow on site. The hedgerow is species 
rich with 11 woody species however, it is unclear whether this hedgerow falls within 
the 'hedgerow regulations (1997)' criteria and we would therefore recommend an 
assessment for this. We would query the success of hedgerow translocation and 
would recommend the hedgerow remains in situ. It is important to note that the 
removal of important habitat features within the landscape should not be to 
accommodate the position of wind turbines, instead turbines should be 
accommodated within the existing habitat.  
 
Due to the number of bat species recorded on site and the habitats present on site 
and associated within the wider landscape, the bat survey effort undertaken to date 
does not represent a clear understanding of how bats are using the site. We would 
therefore like to see further bat survey effort showing evidence of bat flight lines 
within the site and the surrounding area. Particularly, with regard to the proposed 
hedgerow removal which should be surveyed to determine the extent of use by bats.  
 
Birds  
The design and access statement shows that golden plover an amber list species of 
conservation concern (RSPB) and peregrine a Schedule 1 bird under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 have been recorded on site but it is not clear how these 
species will be considered further. The bird survey effort is unclear.  
 
Reptiles 
A population of grass snake has been recorded on site however, it is not clear how 
this reptile will be considered during the proposed works. We would like to see what 
mitigation measures will be implemented to avoid a breach in wildlife legislation.  
 
Access route  
We would request full ecological assessment of habitats likely to be affected by the 
proposed access route yet to be confirmed. 
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Environment Agency 
 
Flood Risk 
The Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) undertaken by SKM Consulting confirms that the 
development site lies within flood zone 1 which is defined in Planning Policy 
Statement 25 (PPS25) as land at little or no risk of flooding. 
 
The FRA states that due to our flood map not showing any risk of flooding from the 
localised watercourses through the site then there is no risk of flooding. This is not 
necessarily the case, as the reason for this is that our flood models do not calculate 
floodplain extents for river catchments less them 3km2, such as these. We would 
therefore advise that the developer should be aware during the temporary 
construction and permanent works, of the risk of localised flooding occurring from 
these, and take any necessary flood resilient and resistance measures 
 
It is stated within the FRA that the access road will require the creation of four 
watercourse crossings, and these will be designed by taking account of the 
Environment Agency and CIRIA guidance on culverting watercourses, we would also 
raise that under Section 23 of the Land Drainage Act 1991 that these works will 
require our prior formal consent in the form of a Flood Defence Consent 
 
The FRA also states that due to the small level of increase in surface water run-off as 
a result of the road that these will be dealt with through infiltration techniques along 
the side of the watercourse, rather than any direct discharge to the surrounding 
watercourse, as such we would have no objections to this. 
 
Biodiversity 
We note the key Ecology and Biodiversity issues outlined in Section 7.0 of the 
accompanying ES. 
 
The list of potential features of ecological interest and the level of surveys carried out 
as part of the ES, which includes a Phase 1 Habitat Survey, appears adequate to 
evaluate the sites terrestrial ecological interests. 
 
Therefore we have no objections to the proposals in relation to biodiversity, however 
we would wish to see a condition attached to any permission granted requiring a 
scheme for the site’s habitat protection and enhancement to be submitted. The 
scheme shall be based upon the recommendations within Section 7.6.8 (Mitigation 
and Enhancements) of the Environmental Statement (dated April 2010). 
 
Groundwater Vulnerability 
The site is situated upon a secondary aquifer (formerly known as non-aquifer) with 
no known private water abstractions within 2km.  
 
We understand that the foul sewage generated from the infrequent visits to the 
electricity substation will be stored in a septic tank and emptied periodically by a 
licensed contractor. 
 
It is noted that numerous references are made in Chapter 12 of the ES in relation to 
mitigation and control measures, and those issues which are to be contained within 
the Environmental Management and Pollution Prevention Plan (EM&PPP). 
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The EM&PPP should assess all site activities during the construction, operation and 
decommissioning phases of the proposed development. A Method Statement 
detailing the design and construction methods of any proposed tracks, drainage, 
turbines (including foundation design), soil excavations, fuel storage/car parking 
areas and the pollution prevention measures that will be put in place to minimise 
impacts to the water environment should be provided with the EM&PPP.  
 
In addition, we are pleased to see section 12.6.2 of the ES recommends that a water 
quality monitoring programme be put in place during the construction phase to 
confirm no changes in water quality of the Whitsunn Brook occur.  
 
As such having reviewed the ES report submitted for the above proposal and those 
issues on groundwater covered in the ES, namely the planned construction details, 
limited depth of the foundations and the proposed control measures, it is considered 
that the proposed wind farm will have an insignificant impact on groundwater. As 
such we have no objections to the proposed development from a groundwater 
perspective. 
 
Pollution Prevention (Water Quality) 
During the construction phase, care must be taken to ensure that ground or surface 
waters do not become polluted particularly by petrol, diesel or oil from machinery. 
 
All oils must be stored securely and any large containers left on site must be 
bunded. Care must be taken that no oil is spilt onto the ground as this could lead to 
the pollution of controlled waters. Spillages must not be washed away but absorbed 
with some medium and then removed off site. All fuels or oils must be stored within 
the conditions of the Control of Pollution (Oil Storage) (England) Regulations 2001. 
 
Care must also be taken to prevent silty/contaminated water arising from 
excavations, exposed ground, stockpiles, plant and wheel washings and site roads 
from entering watercourses. Contaminated/silty water should never be pumped 
directly into a watercourse or surface water drain. Silt can harm the environment by 
impacting on invertebrates; threaten fish spawning grounds and water abstraction, in 
addition to causing loss of amenity value of the river for other users. 
 
We are therefore pleased to see as highlighted in Table 12-7 of the ES that best site 
management practices will be adopted to reduce the potential for any spillages or 
leakages of potentially polluting substances, and will be compliant with Pollution 
Prevention Guidance Note 2 (PPG2) and outlined within the EM&PPP. 
 
Should pollution occur on site, whilst we note from section 12.7 of the ES that in the 
event of an accidental spillage, a predefined ‘Pollution Incident Response Plan’ will 
be detailed within the EM&PPP, the Environment Agency must be informed 
immediately. 
 
Waste 
I would wish to reiterate those comments made in our previous response in respect 
to the movement of waste off site. 
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If any controlled waste is to be removed off site, then the site operator must ensure a 
registered waste carrier is used to convey the waste material off site to a suitably 
authorised facility. 
 
Stratford-on-Avon District Council  
 
Do not wish to comment.  
 
Members of Parliament 
 
Peter Luff MP and Karen Lumley MP have both raised objections to the proposed 
development. Objections are based on the inappropriate location of the wind turbines 
and their close proximity to private properties and local amenities and significant 
disruption to local communities through continued access to the site during 
installation. The huge scale of the turbines and the presence of an urban structure of 
such magnitude in the open countryside will adversely affect the local community. 
 
Comments have also been made regarding the devaluation of property prices in the 
area and the economic viability of wind turbines.  
 

7. Representations Received 
 
Parkinson Wright LLP on behalf of: 
Bishampton and Throckmorton Parish Council 
Church Lench Parish Council 
Fladbury Parish Council 
Harvington Parish Council 
Hill and Moor Parish Council  
Norton and Lenchwick Parish Council  
 
The Parish Councils through their joint working group, representing the views of 
overwhelming majority of their residents, submitted a 20 page detailed reasoned 
response to the application on 21st July 2010, supported by extensive quotation from 
adopted policy and supplementary planning guidance which Wychavon should 
specifically address. It concluded that the application proceeds on the basis of: 

 
• Unfounded assumptions in relation to policy. 
• Inadequate information on the landscape and habitat qualities of the Lenches. 
• Ignoring the environmental impacts of the grid connection. 
• Incomplete environmental information with regard to the impacts on bats. This 

was supported by Baker Associates’ expert report, the main thrust of which is not 
disputed by SPR. 

• Ignoring the objectives of the local plan in relation to habitat (which coincide with 
the overwhelming desires and intentions of local authorities charities NGOs and 
landowners).   

• Ignoring the process of habitat enhancement already in progress. 
 
Wychavon cannot as a matter of law approve the development unless it holds all the 
environmental information. The complete omission of the environmental assessment 
of the grid connection, the inadequacy of the bat surveys to establish the impacts of 
the development now proposed, the absence of the information gathered by Scottish 
Power in relation to their investigations at Deeping St Nicholas (which therefore 

Page 39



  

ground reasonable concern on the part of local residents as a material 
consideration), and the absence of detailed impact assessment of the access route 
now determined provide additional legal grounds for refusal, and render any approval 
liable to be quashed. Harvington PC are particularly concerned that assessment of 
the potential impacts of the development and roadworks on the flood relief scheme 
and flood potential down Leys Road into Harvington should be complete prior to 
decision. 
 
SPR have not contacted the Parkinson Wright in relation to the July objections, and 
only on 22nd December sent Wychavon a brief letter of partial “response”, which 
does acknowledge that a route corridor for the grid connection can be agreed and 
assessed prior to planning permission being granted. The Carlisle case establishes 
that other necessary works must be assessed as part of the EIA process. 
 
SPR’s planning statement states: “What we have to rely on instead are the criteria 
that are set out in EN1 of the RSS to guide future policy-making as the most 
appropriate means of testing a wind energy development….” This implicitly 
acknowledges that the proposals do not meet the siting criteria of the relevant 
structure plan/local plan policies. The revocation of the RSS is now proceeding 
through the Localism Bill, and consequently Wychavon should determine the 
application in accordance with the policies of the adopted structure plan and the 
adopted local plan. SPR cannot force their proposals through on the strength of 
guidance in course of revocation. SPR’s own intervisibility studies refer to a number 
of sites also described as wind farms in less sensitive locations.  
 
Policy compels the conservation and enhancement not only of the landscape 
features of the Lenches Wooded Hills but also of their linear features and value for 
nature conservation. SPR acknowledge that the proposals are damaging even to 
existing interests, and avoid addressing enhancement. Wychavon should as a matter 
of law refuse the application because the environmental information required under 
European law has not been provided. It has also received sufficient information as to 
the adverse impacts of the proposals to refuse the application under local plan 
landscape and nature conservation policies. 
 
SPR suggest (22/12/10) that selected planning appeals establish that “the scale of 
the need to provide for a massive increase in supply of electricity from renewable 
sources overrode the harm to habitats and biodiversity that had been identified”. 
They of course do not refer to the planning appeals where the permission has been 
refused on account of harm to habitats and biodiversity. It is within Wychavon’s 
discretion to determine whether all the harms including those relating to landscape 
and impact on amenity including public footpaths are outweighed by a perceived 
need for turbines on this site rather than alternatives. Particular weight is given to 
bats as a European Protected Species. Wychavon should decide to prefer its own 
advice to SPRs’.  
 
The application should be refused. 
 
Rous Lench Parish Council  
 
The Parish Council feels that in the Parish of Rous Lench there would be no visual 
impact or noise issue from the wind farm that would affect the residents. However, 
regarding the noise based evidence produced by the applicant the Council would ask  
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that should the level of noise from the wind farm exceed the limits stated that 
recompense be made to those households affected. 
 
Vale Villagers Against Scottish Power (VVASP) 
 
“The current proposal from SPR would install turbines 416ft high less than 1000m 
from 112 homes, our primary school, church and sports field. Our objections to the 
proposal go beyond the proximity issue and can be briefly summarised as follows. 
 
Local Planning Policy 
Planning decisions need to be based on planning policies. This proposal contravenes 
ENV 1 of the Wychavon Local Plan and CTC 1 and CTC 2 of the Worcestershire 
Structure Plan. This is not just our view but also that of Wychavon District Council’s 
own independent consultant David Tyldesley who concluded that the turbines would 
be out of scale and unsympathetic to the landscape. Policies ENV 8 and CTC 5 are 
also challenged by the proposal. 
 
Landscape & Visual Impact  
The turbines would dominate the local landscape and the properties of a large 
number of residents. The proposal has also been criticised in the independent report 
by David Tyldesley, commissioned by WDC, on several aspects of visual impact. An 
additional report by Geoff Sinclair with experience of 250 wind farm applications 
concludes that the claimed energy benefits of the proposal would be out weighed by 
the effects on receptors (residents) which are more extensive and severe than 
recorded by SPR in the ES, a conclusion also reached by David Tyldesley. 
 
A recent appeal in Leicester concluded that it was “wholly unacceptable” for one 
family living 750m to a similar sized wind farm for 25 years. There are 26 families 
living within 750m from this proposal. 
 
Noise 
There would be a significant increase in noise levels. This is a complicated subject 
and best judged by an independent report (by MAS), commissioned by WDC, which 
severely criticised SPR’s comments and measurements of expected turbine noise. 
MAS found 10 objections and concluded by saying “refusal is recommended”. The 
report also questions the accuracy of noise measurements quoted in the ES for this 
particularly quiet site. A recent appeal judgement (Ref APP/B3030/A/08/2072487) 
put conditions below the ETSU-R-97 limits, which, if applied here, would prevent the 
operation of the proposal. 
 
Ecology 
There is insufficient attention given to our bat population. This is emphasised in a 
report by Baker Consultants that the proposal seriously endangers this protected 
group of animals. 
 
Community Opinion  
Surveys conducted by local Parish Councils and by SPR themselves indicate a high 
proportion of the local community object to the scheme. The figures from SPR’s 
survey quote 69% of local people do not consider the site to be suitable for wind 
turbines. Previous Parish Council Surveys showed between 72% and 82% of 
respondents from the three affected Parishes object to the scheme. The planning 
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application has also received nearly 750 letters of objection with less than 50 in 
favour. 
 
Proximity 
Although most countries have established a minimum distance for large scale wind 
turbines from homes the UK Parliament has failed to protect it’s people in such 
situations. However, Planning Minister Greg Clark has stated that Local Authorities 
have the power to set their own minimum exclusion zones from residential properties 
and we suggest, from our experience of visiting wind farms, that this should be set at 
a minimum of 2 kilometers”. 
 
Back Local Wind Farms (BLoW) 
 
“The Ardrossan wind farm has been overwhelmingly accepted by local people – 
instead of spoiling the landscape, we believe it has been enhanced.  The turbines 
are impressive looking, bring a calming effect to the town and, contrary to the belief 
that they would be noisy, we have found them to be silent workhorses.”  These 
comments from a local Councillor in Ardrossan, Ayrshire, reveal the reality of wind 
power in the UK – a nation with extraordinary wind resources.  The comments also 
help to explain the lack of local objections to the extension of existing wind farms (for 
example at Coldham and Burton Latimer) where local residents have experienced for 
themselves the benefits of wind energy. 
 
These benefits include community payments, additional business rates under 
forthcoming legislation and income for local landowners from a development which 
does not significantly affect land use.  Evidence from elsewhere in the UK indicates 
that wind farms generally attract inward investment to an area and can have a 
positive impact on property values.  There is no real evidence of negative impacts on 
business and tourism, ecology or health. 
 
In stark contrast to the proven benefits of wind farms, the “objections” to the 
proposed development are not supported by objective material evidence.  They are 
mostly the result of a sustained and divisive protest campaign based on 
misinformation.  When surveys were carried out by three Parish Councils in March 
2009, only 44% of local households actually expressed opposition to the wind farm 
plans.  It is worth noting that perceived unpopularity does not constitute strong 
grounds to oppose a beneficial development.  As Mr David Lavender of the Planning 
Inspectorate remarked in October 2008: “Planning applications cannot simply be 
determined on the basis of a straw poll of numbers in favour and against – such an 
approach would be likely to thwart many forms of development, including many 
categories of public utility, which are perceived by those affected as unattractive 
neighbours but are nonetheless necessary to serve the largely silent wider 
community.” 
 
The technical research paper “Planning for Renewable Energy in Worcestershire”, 
published by Worcestershire County Council in January 2009, noted that Wychavon 
has great potential for wind farm developments, that “Renewable energy can bring 
real benefits to communities” and that the Community Strategy for Worcestershire 
includes the Priority Outcome: “To increase energy efficiency and increase the 
proportion of energy generated from renewable resources.”  The West Midlands 
Regional Spatial Strategy (January 2008) also requires local authorities to encourage 
renewable energy and to raise awareness “about mitigation and adaptation” to 
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climate change.  Wychavon District Council’s “Wind Energy Informative Note 2010” 
noted that “In consideration of a planning application for wind turbine developments, 
weight would have to be attached to the proposed applications perceived contribution 
to renewable energy generation for the surrounding area.”  As a signatory to the 
Nottingham Declaration, Wychavon District Council is duty bound to encourage and 
help local residents to respond effectively and appropriately to the challenges of 
climate change. 
 
We believe that, given a level playing field, the proposed Lenchwick wind farm would 
unhesitatingly be granted planning permission.  Local residents who are familiar with 
wind farms in the UK and overseas have happily acknowledged their attractive 
qualities and the lack of problems associated with noise.   
 
We trust that the Development Control Committee will rely on evidence and not 
prejudice and will duly approve the application”. 
 
Third Party Representations 
 
There has been an overwhelming response to this planning application following an 
extended period of public consultation. The application was advertised widely across 
the district with letters being sent to all those known residences within 200m of the 
application site. A total of 17 site notices were posted on 18 June 2010 in locations 
around the application site and neighbouring villages. The application was advertised 
as a departure from the development plan, as affecting a public right of way, as 
affecting the setting of a listed building and of its status as EIA development. A press 
advertisement was placed in the Evesham Journal dated 17 June 2010.  
 
At the time of writing, a total of 786 communications (letter, email, online comment) 
have been received from members of the public. 
 
A total of 739 objectors have been recorded against the proposed development. 
Below is a breakdown of the location of the objectors: 
 
Church Lench (188), Rest of UK (161), Sheriffs Lench (68), Atch Lench (58), Rest of 
Worcestershire (51), Harvington (46), Evesham (28), Lenchwick (27), Norton (21), 
Bishampton (20), Rous Lench (17), Address not given (15), Flyford Flavell (8), Wood 
Norton (6), Ab Lench (5), Fladbury (4), Chadbury (4), Outside UK (4), Radford (3), 
Throckmorton (3), Abberton (2) 
 
A total of 37 supporters have been recorded for the proposed development. Below is 
a breakdown of the location of the supporters: 
 
Norton (11), Rest of UK (10), Evesham (5), Harvington (3), Rest of Worcestershire 
(3), Atch Lench (2), Church Lench (1), Throckmorton (1), Outside UK (1) 
 
A total of 10 communications were recorded as being ‘comments’ neither in support 
nor against the proposal.  
 
In addition to the above, the following organisations have raised objection to the 
proposed development: 
 
Vale of Evesham Civic Society 
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Bidford Gliding Club 
The Harvington Trust 
The Lenches Club 
Lenches Tennis Club 
The Lenches Sports and Recreation Club 
The Lenches Lakes Ltd 
Midland Gliding Club 
The Lenches Cricket Club 
British Gliding Association 
Church Lench Village Hall 
Lenches Lions Amateur Football Club 
Abbots Court (Holiday) Cottages 
 

8. Representations Made 
 
The material planning considerations received in opposition of the proposal can be 
summarised as follows: 
 
Traffic 
 
• Access for the delivery of abnormal sized loads will cause disruption and 

disturbance to local communities and all road users for a significant amount of 
time (at least 9 months).  

• Increased traffic movements to and from site will compromise the safety of horse 
riders in particular heavy vehicles during construction phase and those required 
for maintenance. 

• Once minor roads are improved there could be a potential increase in traffic 
movements. 

• Concern over safety of pedestrians, especially school children, crossing the 
B4088 in Harvington during the construction phase. 

• Widening the roads to gain access to the site could compromise the necessary 
drainage ditches alongside the road. 

• Badgers Hill / Hill Furze are unsuitable routes for gaining access to the site by 
heavy vehicles as they are partially collapsed. 

• 90 degree turns of heavy vehicles at some junctions could cause damage to 
important and delicate listed buildings. 

• Trees lining Leys Road in Harvington could suffer potential damage caused by 
passing heavy vehicles and abnormal loads. 

• There are implications with flash flooding in Harvington and the recently installed 
flood alleviation scheme including drainage ditches and monitoring stations need 
to be retained. 

• A complete transport study is needed. Inadequate information has been provided. 
 
Proximity to Dwellings 
 
• The proposed turbines are too close to a large number of dwellings, with some 

properties located under 600m away (e.g. Badgers Sett). 26 properties are less 
than 750 metres from the proposed turbines and 112 properties are less than 
1km from the proposed turbines (figures quoted by VVASP). 

• The proposed turbines are too close to local amenities including sports fields and 
club, community social club, 12th century church and a primary school. 
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• Suggest a 2km separation distance from dwellings, as is Scotland, would be more 
appropriate. 

• Design and Access Statement, point 8.5 68 states that the "generally accepted 
industry standard (is) that a separation distance of at least 500m is appropriate in 
an area of scattered residential property." The site of turbine 1 is not in an area of 
scattered residential property but is on the edge of a village. The site maps at 
figure 2 and figure 3 are in such a format that the density of residential property 
there is not shown. Questions arise as to where the 'generally accepted standard' 
is recorded and what definition should be held for 'scattered residential property'. 
Most people would view that as being close to the odd farmhouse or isolated 
property not the edge of a settlement. 

• Haimald, Evesham Road is not correctly reflected in the planning application – 
this property is closer to the proposal than Lynchcome stated to be 787m away. 

 
Visual Impact 
 
• Turbines are too large for the existing landscape and will dominate the landscape. 
• The turbines will have dramatic negative impact on the landscape character of the 

area both in the immediate vicinity and when seen from important vantage points 
e.g. Dovers Hill, Bredon Hill, Broadway Tower, Malvern Hills etc. 

• The visual impact on an ancient rural landscape will cause damage to local 
tourism related businesses and amenities including views from the Wychavon 
Way, the visual experience of the Vale Golf Club (500m away), the Lenches Club 
and sports fields. 

• The application has omitted the connection to the national grid and the likely over 
ground installation of additional pylons which will increase the visual impact. 

• Concern over size of substation built in the open countryside. 
• No amount of screening can mitigate the visual impact of the turbines. 
• Industrial structures in a rural landscape. 
 
Residential Amenity 
 
• There will be a significant effect on the visual amenity of residential receptors for 

up to 6 kilometres for the 25 year duration. 
• This proposal will cause a significant impairment to residential amenity including 

the enjoyment of the open countryside, walking the footpaths, riding the lanes and 
the peace and tranquility of the countryside and will continue for a generation.  

• A wind farm in Bottesford, Leicestershire, has been refused on appeal due to loss 
of amenity on the basis that it was considered unacceptable for a family to be 
exposed to the pervading influence of a wind farm 725m away for 25 years. 

• Distances between turbines and some properties quoted in the ES are inaccurate 
e.g. Poplar Farm Cottage claim to be 560m and Five Oaks Farm 590m.  

• Case studies of other wind farm sites have been quoted where health issues 
have arisen e.g. Deeping St Nicholas, Lincolnshire. 

 
Ecology 
 
• The removal of hedgerows and woodland as indicated by SPR does not benefit 

the visual, historic or ecological value of the area. 
• Impact on habitats and wildlife including roosting bats, deer, badgers, brown 

hares, woodpeckers and Red Kites, Buzzards, owls, a wide variety or birds and 
wild foul. 
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• Concern over the impact on Spitten Farm a Worcestershire Wildlife Trust site and 

Lynchcombe (Evesham Road, Church Lench) a recently established 3.5 acre site 
of wildflower, vegetation and abundant wildlife (within 500m of turbine 2) and 
woodland habitat at Protheroughs Farm, Hill Furze. 

• The majority of flora in the area is classed as uncommon with some rare and 
scarce varieties, including an EU protected species, Gentiana Anglica and needs 
protecting. 

• Cutting of hedgerows in the area is confined to autumn and winter after nesting 
season. 

 
Noise 
 
• Implications of constant noise for local residents and the potential cause of, or 

affect on existing, health conditions. Including concern raised over health issues 
associated with vibro acoustic disease (VAD), (reference is made to study 
undertaken by Professor Mariana Alves-Pereira of the New University of Lisbon) 
and potential exacerbation of conditions such as tinnitus, epilepsy, menieres 
disease, autism and hyperacusis. 

• Potential risk of sleep disturbance and related health issues. 
• There are sufferers of epilepsy, tinnitus, menieres disease and sleep disorders 

within close proximity of the proposed turbines. 
• Due to the pressure wave caused when the blade passes the shaft of the turbine 

noise is not worse immediately below the turbines but up to 1 mile away. When 
several blades create these waves out of phase this can multiply the effect 
enormously. 

• The UK Noise Association recommends that wind turbines are not sited within 1 
mile (1.6 km) of houses. 

• The Academy of Paris recommends a 1500m separation distance for large 
turbines. 

• The NHS have asked for further research into the noise impacts of wind farms as 
they say current research is inadequate. 

• Large turbines reach winds in upper layers of air that are moving 
disproportionately faster than winds at ground level. This means turbines can be 
generating noise when there is little air movement at ground level and little 
masking noise. 

• When inside a dwelling the building envelope serves to attenuate the masking 
noise created by the wind but it does not have the same masking effect upon 
turbine generated noise. 

• Concern that Aerodynamic Modulation (AM) or Blade Swish is not fully 
understood or capable of being accurately predicted at present and could be an 
issue at this site. Cases quoted of Deeping St Nicholas and a report completed by 
the Hayes and McKenzie Partnership in 2006 where in the case where turbines 
created discernable beating noises (AM) the maximum permitted noise level of 
should be reduced to 33dbs. 

• Families in England have experienced serious problems with smaller turbines at a 
greater distance from their homes. 

• The settlement of Church Lench is downwind of prevailing winds from the 
proposed turbines and is likely to suffer greater noise pollution as a result of its 
close proximity. 

• Suggest compensation for residents affected by noise at a higher level than that 
stated in the application. 
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•  ETSU-R-97 is not suitable in all cases and these are the largest turbines yet built 
and closer to housing therefore the use of ETSU-R-97 is challenged. 

 
Shadow Flicker 
 
• Negative impact on users of the countryside – loss of amenity and spoiling of 

recreational enjoyment of the countryside. 
• Light flicker likely to affect sports facilities in Church Lench including tennis, 

football and cricket pitches. 
• Concern over mental health risks to those residents nearest to proposed turbines 

from noise, flicker, sleep impairment and progressive despondence/clinical 
depression e.g. Mill House in Sheriff Lench where all 5 turbines can be seen from 
80% of windows. 

• Shadow flicker implications on epileptic resident (within 850m). 
• During the day in the winter months when the sun is taking a low trajectory and 

sets behind the turbines the shadow (or flicker) will be at its worst affecting 
properties to the north east of the proposed turbines. 

• Concern for impact when light reflects on turbines and can cause bright flashes 
and affect properties north east of the proposed turbines. 

 
Geology and Drainage 
 
• Considered locally that Bishampton Bank is geologically unstable with several 

acknowledged major faults. 
• Springs issue along the length of Bishampton Bank and drain into the Vale below 

indicating that the ground water is very close to the surface. The installation of 
concrete bases could cause increased run off and impact the villages/ residences 
at foot of the hill. 

• Geological instability combined with surfacing groundwater does surely not lend 
itself to the safe construction and subsequent operation of 126m high wind 
turbines. 

• Impact of increased run-off caused by tree and hedgerow removal. 
• The applicant has presented no evidence to support their reported thickness of up 

to 30m of drift deposits. 
• The EA has failed to take into account that Charmouth Mudstone contains 

numerous thin limestone bands which can allow groundwater flow; and has been 
shown in the past to allow sub-surface pollutant flow. The applicant has failed to 
take this into account and offered no proof to substantiate the claim that 
Charmouth Mudstone will limit the potential risk to the underlying Mercia 
mudstone from surface pollutants. 

• The applicant has failed to include a proper Environmental Management and 
Pollution Prevention Plan stating that this will be formulated after planning 
permission. Concern as to how this would be managed / implemented 

• Concern over the potential for concrete to pollute the area if lorries are washed 
down after delivering concrete to avoid  internal damage from curing residues – 
each base could equate to 56 delivery lorries. 

• No assessment or mitigation is proposed in the case of pollutants contained 
within run-off or wash down from installing the concrete bases. 

 
Local Community 
 
• There is very little community support for the turbines. 69% of local residents are 
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against this development, whilst only 7% gave their support, according to SPR. 
• Church Lench Parish Council survey states that 82% of respondents were 

opposed to the wind farm. 
• Some consider there will be no benefit whatsoever to the local communities 

affected in terms of providing an economical or reliable source of power, aiding 
the local economy or providing jobs, nor ploughing back any capital into 
community projects locally. 

 
Tourism and Leisure 
 
• Financial impact on the recreation businesses in the immediate area (Golf course, 

fishing lakes, holiday cottages, caravan site, shooting syndicate, Blossom Trail, 
Lenchwood Christian Centre and walking and cycling routes etc) and the 
contribution to the local community 

• Scientific evidence suggests that vibrations affect the behaviour of fish could see 
demise of fishery. 

• Erecting five 410 feet turbines on hills at 400 feet above sea level would create an 
area of 4 km width of obstacles at over 800 feet and would create a significant 
hazard to gliders and local flying clubs. 

• Significant visual impact on Leisure and tourists in the area including Anglers at 
the Lenches Lakes; tennis players, cricketers and footballers at the Lenches 
Sports Field; golfers at the Vale Golf Club; walkers and horse riders of the local 
paths and bridleways; and recreational users and leisure motorists in the local 
network of lanes. 

 
Planning Policy 
 
• The proposal contravenes policy ENV1 Landscape Character in the adopted 

Wychavon Local Plan. 
• The proposal contravenes policy ENV8 in the adopted Wychavon Local Plan The 

removal of hedgerows and woodland as indicated by SPR does not benefit the 
visual, historic or ecological value of the area. 

• In considering CTC2 Skyline & Hill Features of the Worcestershire Structure Plan, 
the development will have a significant adverse impact and should not be allowed 

• Policy CTC5: Trees, Woodlands & Hedgerows of the Worcestershire Structure 
Plan is contravened in Section 7.6.2 (94) ES. 

• The proposal contravenes a key principle to “protect the countryside for the sake 
if its’ intrinsic character and beauty, the diversity of its landscapes, heritage and 
wildlife etc.” of Planning Policy Statement 7. 

 
The material planning considerations received in support of the proposal can be 
summarised as follows: 
 
• This whole area is arable working farmland – and this could be retained and 

worked alongside the turbines. 
• Modern turbine installations are not noisy and have eliminated the potential for 

flicker. 
• Haulage contractors, car builders and wooden chalet manufacturers all sit as 

neighbours on the same narrow road through Sheriffs Lench and all block the 
road from time to time, the proposal would be no worse than existing uses. 

• The preservation of a view can not be taken into account as in planning law there 
is "no right to a view". 
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• The community and local area could benefit from investment and funding from the 

project to assist in reducing carbon emissions. 
• The proposed site for the wind farm is an eminently sensible one. 
• Modern wind farms are an elegant, impressive, inspiring and effective 21st 

century solution to energy supply problems created in the 20th century. 
• The wind farm will do no harm and bring massive benefits for local communities, 

the Vale, the UK and the planet as a whole. 
• National planning policy (PPS22) recognises ‘that applicants will no longer have 

to demonstrate either the overall need for renewable energy or for their particular 
proposal to be sited in a particular location’.  In bringing this site forward the 
applicant will have satisfied themselves through commercial and environmental 
impact assessment that these requirements can be met. 

• Participants in the planning system are required to give significant weight to the 
fact that renewables may not always appear to convey any particular local 
benefit, but they provide crucial national benefits (Energy White Paper). 

• A wind farm will contribute to the protection and enhancement of the environment 
on a wider scale as a way of tackling climate change and these wider benefits 
outweigh any adverse limited local impact. 

• Many representations make reference to alternative noise standards and health 
impacts from wind turbines which have not been scientifically corroborated. 

• The new coalition government has asserted its national vision for a “de-
carbonised society and economy" as outlined by Chris Huhne. This project would 
directly contribute to the national aims laid out by the coalition. 

• If immediate and drastic action to tackle energy shortages is not addressed we 
will - as Ofgen has announced - face brown-outs by 2016 and 60% rises in 
energy bills by the end of the decade. 

 
A number of other comments have been made which should be given limited weight:  
 
• Call for more evidence to demonstrate that the benefits outweigh the costs. 
• The full implications of locating large turbines this close to residences and 

schools is yet to be understood. 
• The New Coalition Government has indicated that developments should not be 

permitted if the local community is opposed to a scheme and this will be 
enshrined in the Localism Bill later this year. 

• Would have a detrimental impact on property prices in the area. 
• Research from RICS demonstrates that house prices are not affected by wind 

turbines. 
• Wind has not traditionally been used in Worcestershire water power has been the 

preferred option. 
• It is fully accepted and proved that wind farms are inefficient and only produce 25-

30% of their rated capacity . 
• Scottish Power are now being paid subsidies to shut down production on some of 

their wind farms when they produce electricity at times when it is not required 
• Question the economic viability of the site. 
• The turbines are larger than any yet built in the English countryside. 
• A local authority which allowed a wind farm project to proceed without having due 

regard to the noise and associated health issues would be potentially laying itself 
open to claims in the future if indeed residents suffered problems as a result. 

• View that the route into the site should be included within the application e.g. 
Harvington. 
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• The anemometer masts have only been up for a limited period – is there enough 
evidence to suggest that the location has sufficient wind speed. 

• Question the need for a risk assessment and control measures should there be 
dangerous weather conditions due to the close proximity of the proposed turbines 
to both a settlement and a public right of way. 

 
Your Officers would draw Members attention to the difficulties in tabulating and 
quantifying such a large number of third party comments in such a variety of means 
of communication. Every effort has been made to accurately record all comments 
received however some errors may have occurred during this process.  
 
However, Members will clearly appreciate from the ratio between supporters and 
objectors and the nature of the comments made that there is very strong local 
opposition for this proposed development.  
 
Members can view all of the responses in full on the council’s website or on the 
planning file. 
 

9. Officer Appraisal 
 
The following key issues are identified as being important considerations, which need 
to be carefully explored when considering this application: 
 
- Principle and Policy Background 
- Tackling Climate Change 
- Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 
- Ecology 
- Highway Issues 
- Aviation 
- Public Rights of Way 
- Archaeology and Geology 
- Cultural Heritage 
- Noise 
- Other Health and Safety Issues 
- Flooding and drainage 
- Impact on Living Conditions of Nearby Residents 
- Interference with Electromagnetic Transmissions 
- Impact on Local Economy 
- Cumulative Impact 
- Impact on Other local Leisure Facilities 
- Response to Other Third Party Comments 
 
Principle and Policy Background 
 
The Government recognises the need for renewable energy schemes and see them 
as a critical component in achieving a reduction in carbon emissions and to provide a 
viable alternative to finite fossil fuels. The use of renewable resources, alongside 
improvements in energy efficiency and conservation, to reduce both consumption 
and emissions are covered by both European Union law (in the European Directive 
2009/28/EC) and UK law and policy.  
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Targets 
 
In 2009 the Government set a legally binding target to ensure that 15% of all the 
energy consumed in the UK comes from renewable sources by 2020 (The UK 
Renewable Energy Strategy, 2009). It is anticipated that in order to achieve this 
target more than 30% of our electricity will be generated from renewables and that 
much of this will come from wind power, both on and off-shore. 
 
In terms of a regional target, national planning policy guidance has set national 
targets, and the onus of determining the target for renewable energy to meet 
electricity demands lies with the region. The Regional Spatial Strategy 2008 (see 
below for current status of this document) proposes that the region should aim to 
contribute as far as possible towards the achievement of the national target of 10% 
electricity produced from renewable energy by 2010.  Due to the regions limited 
capacity for the deployment of some of the currently most cost effective technologies, 
such as off shore wind, the West Midlands Regional Energy Strategy sets targets for 
reducing carbon emissions with a target of emissions by sector along with a regional 
target for renewable energy equivalent to 5% of regional electricity consumption by 
2010. 
 
Planning Policy Context 
 
In 2010 the Government consulted on a series of draft National Policy Statements 
(NPS) for Energy Infrastructure including one specifically addressing renewables, 
however these will not be fully adopted until Spring 2011. NPS - EN1 is overarching 
and sets out the need for all types of new energy infrastructure and instructs the 
Major Infrastructure Planning Unit within the Planning Inspectorate on how to assess 
the impacts of energy infrastructure development in general. NPS - EN3: Renewable 
Energy Infrastructure, read in conjunction with NPS - EN1 will provide the primary 
policy for determining large scale wind energy proposals. However, these policies 
are intended to be used for major infrastructure proposals where the energy 
generated (on shore) is greater than 50 megawatts, so whilst it can not be used to 
directly assess this application, it highlights the great significance placed by the 
government on driving forward low carbon energy infrastructure and can be used as 
a checklist to ensure all relevant criteria are considered. 
 
In terms of the current policy framework that the application needs to be considered 
against, national Planning Policy Statement 22: Renewable Energy and its 
Companion Guide, which are supportive of renewable energy schemes. Both 
suggest that Local Planning Authorities should accommodate renewable energy 
developments where the technology is viable and environmental, economic, and 
social impacts can be addressed satisfactorily. 
 
PPS1: Delivering Sustainable Development and its Supplement ‘Planning and 
Climate Change’, which was published by the Government in December 2007 
expands on policy outlined in PPS22 and it explicitly takes precedence over other 
Planning Policy Statements where there is any difference in emphasis on climate 
change. It may also supersede relevant development plan policies that have yet to 
be updated. It promotes the use of renewable energy to meet electricity demands as 
a means of tackling the issue of climate change. 
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PPS22 states that an applicant is not required to demonstrate that there is a need for 
renewable energy as this is an established fact, nor should a Local Planning 
Authority question the energy justification for why a proposal for such development 
must be sited in a particular location. 
 
It is not the place of the Local Planning Authority to make assumptions about the 
technical and commercial feasibility of renewable energy projects as technological 
advances can mean that previously unsuitable sites can become viable. In addition 
to this, the scale and output of a project (in the economic context) should not be used 
to refuse an application as it can provide a limited but valuable contribution to overall 
outputs and to meeting wider energy needs. 
 
PPS 22 also states that ‘the wider environmental and economic benefits of 
renewable energy proposals are a material consideration and should be given weight 
in determining whether proposals should be granted planning permission’. The 
development proposals are therefore required to demonstrate any environmental, 
economic and social benefits as well as show how any adverse effects have been 
minimised through careful consideration of location, scale, design and other 
measures. 
 
Regional Spatial Strategies and local development documents should contain 
policies that promote and encourage, rather than restrict, the development of 
renewable energy sources. At a local level the Wychavon Local Plan and 
Worcestershire County Structure Plan policies for renewable energy, RES2 and EN1 
respectively have not been saved as PPS22 and PPS1 Supplement has superseded 
them until the new development plan is adopted.  Therefore, there are no specific 
criteria for assessing the application at a local level only the Regional level.   
 
However, there are a number of saved Local Plan Policies such as GD2 (General 
Development Control), ENV1 (Landscape Character), SUR1 (Built Design), SUR2 
(Landscape Design) and any other locational specific policies such as ENV2 
(Cotswold Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and ENV12 (Conservation Areas 
General) which provide local policy guidance at this time. Additionally, saved policies 
in the Worcestershire County Structure Plan such as EN2: Wind Turbines are 
relevant to this development.  
 
The West Midland Regional Spatial Strategy 2008 (which at the time of writing has 
been confirmed by the courts is still a material planning consideration but Members 
will be aware that there is confirmation in the Localism Bill that it will be abolished) 
sets out the regional planning policy for the West Midlands region, which includes 
Wychavon District. There are a number of policies, which encourage the provision of 
renewable energy, such as Policy QE3 (Creating a high quality built environment for 
all) and Policy QE6 (The conservation, enhancement and restoration of the region’s 
landscape). With more specific energy related policies such as Policy EN1 (Energy 
Generation) and Policy EN2 (Energy Conservation). 
 
Policy EN1 encourages the use of renewable energy resources, including onshore 
wind power reinforces that national view that weight needs to be attached to the 
proposed applications perceived contribution to renewable energy generation for the 
surrounding area. The policy also considers the environmental and other criteria 
which will be applied to any determination of renewable energy schemes, all of which 
are addressed at length through this report. Including the impact on the landscape, 
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visual amenity and protected ecological and historical areas; impact on surrounding 
residents and other occupiers; traffic implications, and proximity to transport 
infrastructure; the environmental impact of any additional transmission requirements; 
the extent to which the proposal helps to achieve wider environmental benefits such 
as reducing harmful emissions to the atmosphere; the way in which the proposal 
assists in achieving national targets of new electricity generating capacity from 
renewable energy sources; the extent to which there has been community 
involvement in developing the proposal; and the extent to which the proposal 
supports other policies in the development plan. 
 
Your Officers would suggest that based on current national, regional and local 
planning policy and guidance the principle of onshore wind farms is supported, 
subject to satisfactory compliance with other relevant policies and due regard to 
other material planning considerations.  
 
Tackling Climate Change 
 
This proposed development would confer substantial benefits in terms of reduced 
CO² and it would accord with the aims of national and international policies aimed at 
addressing climate change. It would add to renewable energy generation capacity 
and it would be in line with the Government’s aim of safeguarding the reliability of our 
energy supplies.  
 
These wider national and international benefits need to be weighed against any 
adverse impacts, in this case, primarily landscape and visual impacts, cultural 
heritage, ecology noise, highways and residential amenity. 
 
At present the installed capacity (of onshore wind energy) in the West Midlands 
region is 183MW. A further 33.3MW was currently in the planning process as at April 
2009 (latest figures available). The current installed capacity equates to 45% of the 
2010 target leaving a substantial deficit which will be rolled forward in the 2020 
target. The targets are challenging and there is an expectation that onshore wind will 
provide the majority of the energy. 
 
Suggestions have been made that wind farms are ineffective in addressing the need 
for low or zero emission energy production. Problems cited include intermittency of 
the wind resource, inefficiency of the turbines themselves, the difficulty of feeding an 
intermittent supply onto the grid and the minimal savings in emissions, which actually 
result from their development. However, over the planned 25 year lifetime of this 
development your Officers believe that this proposal would produce significant 
energy. In light of the national policy imperative to act to tackle climate change it is 
your Officers view that any savings which can be achieved in the short to medium 
term, as these could, are to be welcomed.  
 
The debate relating to the efficiency of turbines produces strong opinions. The fact 
remains that the turbines would produce electricity at a rate of efficiency which 
attracts the investment required to develop the site. The output might be variable, but 
as a source of low carbon energy it has a value. Clearly if more efficient means of 
achieving the same ends comes forward investment is likely to be redirected, but at 
present time on shore wind is a nationally recognised means of harvesting renewal 
energy. 
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Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 
 
Landscape character refers to the distinct and recognisable pattern of elements (hills, 
valleys, woods, trees and hedges, ponds, buildings and roads) that occur in a 
particular type of landscape, and how this is perceived by people. It reflects particular 
combinations of geology, landform, soils, vegetation, land use and human settlement 
and creates the particular sense of place of different areas of the landscape – 
making one place different from another, rather than better or worse. Landscape 
character highlights the individual combinations of features that make each 
landscape distinct and often special to those who live and work in it. 
 
Landscape Character Assessment is a tool for identifying the features that give a 
locality a sense of place and is used to sub-divide the landscape into areas of similar 
character. The process of landscape character assessment can increase 
appreciation of what makes the landscape distinctive and what is important about an 
area, and can also improve the understanding of change both in urban areas and the 
countryside. 
 
Landscape Character 
 
At a national level, landscapes are divided into National Character Areas (the 
application site is within the Severn and Avon Vales) and at a County level into 
Regional Character Areas which are further subdivided into Landscape Types, made 
up of a series of Landscape Description Units (LDUs). The LDUs are the building 
blocks of the landscape and are determined by analysing maps of geology, 
topography, soils, tree cover, land use and settlement pattern – they are all unique 
and describe specific areas.  
 
In order to properly assess the landscape character of any application site, and 
thereby the effect that the proposed development may have upon it, your Officers 
consider that the Landscape Type should be considered, together with the more 
specific LDUs within it in order to fully appreciate the local distinctiveness of the area. 
The application site falls within the Timbered Plateau Farmlands landscape type with 
the adjacent Principal Wooded Hills landscape type providing the setting.  
 
The key characteristics of the Timbered Plateau Farmlands Landscape Type (as 
identified by Worcestershire County Council in its county-wide Landscape Character 
Assessment) are upstanding plateau of rolling topography dissected by broad 
valleys; filtered medium/long distance views; ancient wooded character; mixed 
hedges with scattered hedgerow oaks; organic enclosure pattern of medium-to-large 
fields; linear tree cover pattern of wooded valleys often associated with streamside 
habitats; mixed farming land use; dispersed settlement pattern of farmsteads and 
hamlets. The key characteristics of the Principal Wooded Hills Landscape Type are 
varied, often steeply sloping, topography; large, often interconnecting, blocks of 
ancient woodland; organic pattern of hedges fields, derived from assarting; frequent, 
narrow wooded valleys or dingles; medium-framed views; patches of rough 
grassland and scrub; sparsely settled pattern of farmsteads and wayside dwellings. 
 
Within Chapter 6 of the applicants ES, paragraph 6.3.9.2 acknowledges the more 
detailed landscape character study published by Worcestershire County Council but 
states that “it is considered too fine grain for the purpose of this LVIA” - instead, 
landscape character is considered at the national and regional level.  
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Hence, the key elements of the Timbered Plateau Farmlands and Principal Wooded 
Hills landscape types, being topography and woodland, have not been fully 
considered in the ES. The pronounced topography, as depicted by the well wooded 
Bishampton Bank to the west of the site, and Craycombe Hill and Tunnel Hill to the 
south, tends to bring the pattern of woodland and hedgerows into greater visual 
prominence. The woodland cover provides the major structure to the landscape, the 
hedgerow pattern defining the scale which, in your Officers’ opinion, is of a smaller 
scale within the Timbered Plateau Farmlands and Principal Wooded Hills close to the 
site than the surrounding more open and gently rolling agricultural landscape of the 
Severn and Avon Vales.  
 
Visualisations 
 
As part of pre-application discussions a series of viewpoints, from which 
visualisations in the form of photographs/photomontages/wireline diagrams were to 
be provided, were agreed with your Officers and key consultees such as Natural 
England, English Heritage and the National Trust. These were considered to be 
generally representative of a range of views within the 35km radius study area to 
determine the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) - this distance is recommended in 
the Scottish National Heritage guidelines ‘Visual Representation of Wind farms Good 
Practice Guide’ for turbines with an overall height of 101-130m.  
 
The LVIA described in Chapter 6 of the ES follows guidance from the Landscape 
Institute and Scottish Natural Heritage. This includes computer modelling to generate 
ZTV and visualisations comprising 3D wirelines and photomontages. However, the 
format, field of view, scale and annotation of the final illustrations shown on the A3 
size figures in the ES represent the minimum requirements of current SNH 
guidelines, rather than the preferred requirements. This has resulted in the image not 
being accurately portrayed in the visualisations.  
 
The applicant has advised that “photography is used as a tool to assist in the 
visualisation process, and the photomontages produced cannot be expected to 
replicate the actual view, or predicted view which would be obtained during 
fieldwork”. They further advise SNH guidance considers that “visualisations should 
be produced to be most effective as a tool to inform assessment and should be used 
on site where they can be compared to ‘real life’ view.” Your Officers have been 
advised by an independent landscape consultant that the vertical scale has tended to 
be compressed, making existing features smaller in the photographs than as 
perceived in the field – and this is likely to underestimate the potential image of the 
turbines in the photomontages. Members are asked to be aware of this in 
considering the submitted information. 
 
For each of the 27 viewpoints provided, the ES considers the existing view, the 
predicted view, magnitude of change, impact of landscape character and impact on 
visual amenity. The different phases are considered – construction, operational and 
decommissioning – as are landscape sensitivity, viewpoint sensitivity, and cumulative 
landscape and visual impacts. The visual impact assessment has been carried out in 
accordance with guidelines outlined in the ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment’ published by the Landscape Institute and the Institute of 
Environmental Management and Assessment. The alternative assessment of visual 
impacts carried out on behalf of VVASP (Vale Villages against Scottish Power) uses 

Page 55



  

an alternative methodology which considers in more detail views from residential 
properties. A more detailed analysis has, therefore, been produced which concludes 
that the impacts of the development would be more extensive and severe than those 
recorded within the ES. Members are asked to bear in mind that although the 
approaches to assessment are different, both are within accepted guidance. 
However, within this guidance there is still an element of subjectivity. 
 
Impact on Landscape 
 
The capacity of a particular landscape to accommodate change varies with the type 
of development proposed. Sensitivity will vary according to the existing landscape, 
the nature of the proposed development and the type of change being considered. 
Within the ES it is considered that major and major/moderate impacts are significant. 
Thus, it allows a moderate change to a receptor of high sensitivity to be classified as 
‘significant’, but not a slight change to a receptor of high sensitivity, nor a moderate 
change to a receptor of medium sensitivity, nor a substantial change to a receptor of 
low sensitivity – these are all regarded as ‘moderate’ impacts when, in your Officers 
opinion, they are also capable of being significant (i.e. important). Small effects on 
highly sensitive sites can be more important than large effects on less sensitive sites. 
 
The sensitivity of change to wind farm development is described in the ES as 
medium – only a substantial magnitude of change would be a significant effect, with 
a moderate magnitude being insignificant. In your Officers’ opinion, the Timbered 
Plateau Farmlands and Principal Wooded Hills close to the site are of a smaller scale 
than the surrounding lower lying claylands/farmlands and thus are more sensitive to 
change by wind farm development. Thus a moderate impact would be significant. 
 
The ES states that the short duration and subsequent reinstatement of working areas 
would ensure that the construction effects are minimised and are, therefore, not 
considered in any detail. This phase is regarded as having a moderate adverse but 
not significant impact on the landscape. However, in your Officers’ opinion, the 
construction phase will cause significant adverse landscape and visual effects, albeit 
for a temporary period of 9 months. In particular, the formation of nearly 5km of 6m 
wide stoned access tracks will have a significant impact and will be out of character 
with the existing agricultural scale tracks in the surrounding landscape. These will be 
in place for the duration of the wind farm – so at least 25 years.  
 
In concluding that the benefits outweigh the significant environmental effects, it is 
considered that the ES underestimates the degree of sensitivity of the local 
landscape within the site and its immediate surroundings and the sensitivity of visual 
receptors particularly within 6km of the site. In addition to the agreed representative 
viewpoints, there is an extensive network of local roads (including the route of the 
Blossom Trail), public rights of way (including the Wychavon Way), outdoor 
recreational users and a considerable number of views from private properties (101 
households within 1km of the nearest turbine) that would experience significant 
visual impact as a result of the development.  
 
Effect of Hedgerows and Woodland 
 
With respect to the impact of the proposals upon existing vegetation, the layout of the 
proposed access tracks would require existing hedgerows to be breached in 10 
places, with 5 of the breaches made to intact species-rich hedgerows with trees. 
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There appear to be existing openings in some locations that could be used instead, 
retaining the integrity of the existing hedgerows. Also, a section of access track is 
proposed to transect a young plantation woodland. The applicant has advised, 
however, that the existing farm tracks have been utilised as far as possible but that 
due to the size of the abnormal load vehicles some existing tracks/breaks in 
hedgerows were not utilised due to the necessity to avoid tight bends. Also, the 
proposed position of the temporary compound to the south of the site would have 
necessitated the removal of a section of existing hedgerow, however this compound 
is no longer required (see highway section of report). Additional/replacement hedge 
planting, and screen planting around the proposed sub-station, is proposed within the 
scheme. Details of proposed planting would need to be agreed 
 
It is agreed, as stated in the ES, that there will be no significant cumulative 
landscape or visual effects in consideration of other existing, consented or currently 
proposed wind farms. 
 
Furthermore, Members are asked to note that the application site is not located 
within any designated landscape and your Officers consider that there will be no 
significant landscape or visual effects of the proposed development on the 
designated landscapes of the Malvern Hills AONB or Cotswolds AONB mainly due to 
the distance from the site (The boundary of the Cotswolds AONB is approximately 
7km from the application site). Indeed, the Cotswolds Conservation Board have 
advised that this proposal does not in itself have a significant adverse impact on the 
special qualities of the Cotswolds AONB.  
 
However, there will be adverse effects, as outlined in the ES, of the proposed 
development on some views from and on the setting of the Registered Park and 
Garden at Rous Lench Court (Grade II*). There could also be adverse effects on 
views from and on the setting of Ragley Hall Registered Park and Garden (Grade II*) 
outside Wychavon district. These will be considered in the ‘Cultural Heritage’ section 
of this report.  
 
Conclusions 
 
It is your Officers’ opinion that the wind farm would appear visually dominant in the 
local landscape; it would be out of scale with and unsympathetic to the local 
landscape, such that its character would not be safeguarded, restored or enhanced 
by the proposed development. The proposal is, therefore, considered inappropriate 
to and will not integrate with local landscape character and is thus contrary to policy 
ENV1 of the Wychavon District Local Plan and policy CTC1 of the Worcestershire 
Structure Plan. 
 
Furthermore, the turbines at the proposed height would breach skyline views, tending 
to emphasis their scale, and dominate views of the hill features adjacent. It is 
considered, therefore, that the development would be contrary to policy CTC2 of the 
Worcestershire Structure Plan.  
 
It is self evident that structures up to 126.5m in height would be unmissable and 
would dominate the immediate surroundings. As such the existing landscape 
character would inevitably be affected by the development. In your Officers view the 
current landscape, because of its relative small scale, has a limited capacity to 
accept major change of the nature proposed. The introduction of large structures 
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would therefore result in a significant change to the character of the landscape and a 
significant visual impact. Because the structures themselves are unrelated in scale 
and form to anything which forms part of the existing character it would be impossible 
to reach a conclusion other than that the turbines would have a significant and 
adverse effect on the landscape character.  
 
Ecology 
 
The ES includes an assessment of the impact of the proposed development on 
ecological habitats, flora and fauna including bats and birds.  
 
The site does not form part of a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), National 
Nature Reserve (NNR) or a Special Area of Conservation (SAC). There are however 
a total of 20 SSSI’s within 10km of the site, the nearest being Highclere, which is 
approximately 1.3km south of the nearest turbine.  
 
Bredon Hill which is a SSSI, NNR and SAC is located approximately 8.8km to the 
south of the site. The Avon Valley SSSI is designated for it’s breeding population of 
Marsh Warblers.  
 
Cleeve Bank Prior is designated as a Local Nature Reserve (LNR) and is located 
approximately 7km from the site. There are 8 other locally designated Special 
Wildlife Sites (SWS) within 2km of the application site, the closest being Bishampton 
Bank adjacent to the site. Bishampton Bank like many other SWS is designated for 
its species rich vegetation. Bishampton Bank contains mature ash and oaks and has 
the potential to support communities of badgers and bats. 
 
A total of 12 Worcestershire Grassland Inventory (WGI) sites (designated for their 
species rich grassland) are also identified within 2km of the site. The closest being 
Church Lench Meadow, located approximately 430m from the nearest turbine.  
The proposed development has the potential to directly affect ecology through 
disturbance to or destruction of habitats during construction, throughout the 
operational  lifetime of the wind farm and during decommissioning. In your Officers 
opinion, the greater impact will be during the construction period and less so during 
decommissioning.  
 
During the operation of the wind farm the existing agricultural land use surrounding 
the turbines would continue. Disruption to the land as a result of construction will 
subside in time and for most of the application site existing habitats will recover and 
be maintained and new ones will be formed and become established over time.  
 
Bats 
 
Bats are a European protected species and the applicant accepts that there is some 
generic risk of collision between bats and turbines. Most bat activity is closely related 
to habitat features rather than on open ground. Consequently Natural England’s (NE) 
Technical Information Note (TIN051) requires a minimum 50m buffer between known 
bat foraging/commuter routes and rotor blades. The location of the proposed turbines 
would comply with this standard.  
 
However, in order to comply with the 50m buffer the removal of 1.1ha of immature 
(10-15 year old) woodland and species rich hedgerow in the north of the site,  
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adjacent to turbine 1, is required. It is proposed to replace the woodland with new 
planting of a size at least equivalent to that which would be lost. Additionally, a 
section of hedgerow adjacent to turbine 5 to the south of the site would also be 
removed. It is also worth noting that the proposed track to the south of turbine 2 
would dissect an existing plantation although the woodland on either side would 
remain. 
 
The cases of R v Cornwall County Council ex parte Hardy and R (on the application 
of Simon Woolley) v Cheshire East BC as relevant to this application. In the Hardy 
case there was a recognised need for bat surveys but the council had determined 
there would be no significant nature conservation effects before such surveys were 
carried out. In this case surveys have been carried out and there have been no 
obvious changes in the physical circumstances since then. In the Woolley case it 
was inevitable that a licence would be needed to disturb bats and therefore the 
council needed to have regard to the Habitats Directive and the three derogation 
tests for granting a licence.  
 
In this case the proposed development would not directly or deliberately harm bats or 
their roosts and therefore a protected species licence is not likely to be needed. 
However, foraging habitat would be removed but replaced as part of the mitigation 
measures. Consequently the applicants have commissioned bat surveys which have 
identified a number of different bat species within the vicinity of the application site. 
 
The ES predicts minor negative effects on the local bat population through 
disturbance and that such minor effects would be adequately mitigated through 
replacement foraging habitats.  
 
The duration of the potential risk of collision is limited to the operation of the wind 
farm and given the compliance with NE buffer requirements, your Officers are 
satisfied that the proposed development would not cause demonstrable adverse 
harm to these protected species. Natural England and the Worcestershire Wildlife 
Trust have considered the proposed development and do not raise objection. 
 
Ornithology 
 
Wild birds, nests and eggs are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1988 
(as amended). Certain bird species are listed in Annex 1 of the Council Directive 
79/409/EEC on the conservation of birds and the EC Wild Birds Directive. The British 
Trust for Ornithology lists 3 categories of Birds of Conservation Concern (red, amber 
and green).  
 
Comments have been received from third parties regarding the presence of Golden 
Plover and Peregrines on the site. Golden Plover is on the amber list for importance 
of wintering population in the European context and Peregrine falls under Schedule 1 
of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1988. The sitings of these species is not 
considered significant (only one Peregrine was recorded flying over the site) and 
therefore the risk of collision to this species is considered negligible.  
 
The ES contains ornithology surveys of breeding and flight activity around 0.5km of 
each turbine. A number of bird species on the red list were recorded including 
Fieldfare, Hawfinch, Linnet, Redwing, Marsh Tit, Song Thrush, Skylark, 
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Yellowhammer, Cuckoo, Starling, Lesser Redpoll and Herring Gull. Other species on 
the amber and green list were also recorded.  
 
The proposed development has the potential to affect birds through disturbance and 
accidental nest destruction during construction and collision impacts (bird strikes) 
during the operational lifetime of the wind farm. A proposed wind farm can also have 
the effect of temporary or permanent abandonment of an area by certain species.  
 
Your Officers are aware of a number of studies on the ‘bird strike’ effect of wind 
turbines on bird populations and the concerns raised locally by third parties. 
However, the evidence remains inconclusive and is highly dependent on many 
variables making it almost impossible to quantify or qualify.  
 
As a result of extensive surveys carried out by the applicant and consultation with the 
RSPB, Worcestershire Wildlife Trust and Natural England no high-risk bird migration 
route has been identified which would be adversely affected by the proposed 
development.  
 
Most breeding bird species fly at heights lower than the blade rotation (35m) and 
others such as skylarks tend to fly at heights much higher than blade rotation 
(126.5m). However, it is accepted that all species are potentially at risk to collision.  
 
Whilst a number of bird species with elevated conservation status were recorded 
(although most in small numbers) your Officers would tend to agree with the 
applicant and the statutory consultees that the effect of the development on 
ornithology is considered to be minor and at parish level and therefore not significant.  
 
In 2009 the RSPB announced its general support for on shore wind farms having 
previously opposed them on the grounds of disturbance to breeding areas. The 
RSPB now says adopting cleaner energy sources is vital for protecting wildlife. A 
spokesman for the RSPB recently stated “We want wind farms - but we want them in 
the right place. Sited in the wrong place, wind farms can disturb breeding grounds 
and harm wildlife habitats, which is obviously something we want to avoid. We need 
to think very carefully about where wind farms are situated, and if all parties involved 
can think properly, and get it right from the start, then there is no reason for anyone 
to object to the vast majority of wind farms, enabling us to have the clean energy 
which we so desperately need to fight climate change”.  
 
The RSPB has considered this proposed development and does not object to it.  
 
Badgers 
 
Construction works necessary to create the access track and turbine hardstandings 
would be undertaken in excess of 30m from identified badger sett locations. 
However, construction works could cause barriers to foraging routes. The effects of 
the proposed construction of the development on badgers is considered to be 
relatively minor and mitigation measures such as a 30m buffer zone around setts and 
badger ramps in any exposed trenches/ditches could be implemented in accordance 
with an appropriately worded condition. There are no known adverse effects on 
badgers during the operation of a wind farm. Similar mitigation measures could be 
imposed for decommissioning.  
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Reptiles  
 
Grass snakes were recorded within the application site and as such reasonable 
efforts must be made to ensure that they are removed prior to the commencement of 
works. The ES makes the point that grass snakes are highly mobile and following 
best practice techniques to avoid killing or injury of grass snakes, the effects of 
construction are unlikely and therefore insignificant. Your Officers are satisfied that 
subject to an appropriately worded condition, the proposed development is unlikely to 
cause adverse harm to reptiles.  
 
It is reported that the closest great crested newt populated pond is approximately 
2km from the application site and 800m from the nearest access track. Effects on the 
population of great crested newts are therefore considered to be minimal and 
therefore insignificant.  
 
Impact on Other Species 
 
A population of Brown Hares resides on the site and could be adversely affected by 
the construction of the tracks and hardstandings. The ES states that given the 
quantity of space available and the small construction footprint the effect of the 
development on this species is unlikely to be significant.  
 
Arable field margins (an UK BAP Priority Habitat) of site value would be affected as a 
result of the proposed new access tracks. However, any negative effects are 
considered to be minor.  
 
Surveys carried out by the applicant did not show the presence of any protected 
species of flower or species of particular importance. 
 
Hedgerows 
 
Hedgerows are also a UK BAP Priority Habitat. The proposal includes the removal 
and translocation of some sections of hedgerow and a number of incisions through 
others to allow the route of the proposed access tracks. The largest section of 
hedgerow to be ‘translocated’ is sited next to turbine 5 and currently measures 
approximately 270m in length. It would be replaced with a length of hedgerow 
approximately 375m long adjacent to a new length of track. Your Officers do not 
consider that the relocation of this hedgerow or the removal of other smaller sections 
of hedgerow would represent an excessive amount or adversely affect the wider 
biodiversity value of the hedgerows within the site. Suitable mitigation through new 
hedgerow planting would be secured through an appropriately worded planning 
condition.  
 
Baker Consultants Ltd., under instruction from Parkinson Wright LLP who are acting 
on behalf of a number of Parish Councils, has made various criticisms about the 
ecological and ornithology chapters of the ES. In particular the methodology used by 
the applicants consultants Andrew McCarthy Associates and the implications on the 
EIA regulations.  
 
The applicants have considered these remarks and conclude that the methodology 
used is sound and that there have been no breaches in the EIA regulations. Your 
Officers have considered both sides of this argument and conclude that there does 
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not appear to be any fundamental flaws in the way the ecological and ornithology 
issues have been assessed. Particular weight is given to the comments made by 
Natural England and Worcestershire Wildlife Trust. As a point of note, the 
Worcestershire Bat group was consulted on this application however no comments 
have been received.  
 
Conclusions 
 
Your Officers conclude based on the survey evidence and advice from Natural 
England that there is unlikely to be a significant effect on bats as a protected species. 
The turbines can also be sited to avoid harm to other protected species in the area 
including badgers and newts. It is not considered that there would be any significant 
effect on birds or their habitats. The proposals would therefore not contravene the 
principles of PPS9 and saved Local Plan policies ENV6 and ENV7 and saved 
Structure Plan policies CTC10, 11 and 12. Regard should also be had to the 
potential adverse implications of climate change for natural habitats more generally. 
The provision of renewable energy can reduce such risks. 
 
Highway Issues 
 
Unlike most other developments, the main impact on highways associated with this 
development is during construction and decommissioning. The impact on highways 
during the operational lifetime of the development will also be considered but the 
overall impact is not considered to be as significant due to the low level nature of the 
development.  
 
A considerable amount of time has been spent considering the detail of the route for 
construction traffic in particular the abnormal loads which would be required in 
association with the development. Details of the chosen route have been outlined 
elsewhere in this report under ‘Details of the Proposal’.  
 
The applicants have undertaken a traffic assessment as part of the ES which was 
carried out by Scott Wilson and Collett Transport (the abnormal load contractor). 
  
There are a number of technical issues and constraints, which have been highlighted 
through the consultation process which need to be explored in detail.  
 
Vehicle Trips 
 
There are three main types of traffic associated with the proposed development; 
abnormal load vehicles carrying the large components, heavy goods vehicles 
carrying general equipment and materials and light vehicles carrying personnel etc.  
 
It is anticipated that there would be a total of 50 abnormal load deliveries (10 
components per turbine). These trips would be one way during construction because 
once the component has been delivered the abnormal vehicle would telescope back 
to a standard HGV length. The abnormal load vehicle would be approximately 48m in 
length. The applicants have confirmed that a maximum of 2 abnormal load convoys 
would be undertaken in any one day with 2 or 3 vehicles forming part of the convoy 
at any one time.  
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All abnormal deliveries would be under police escort and subject to the 
implementation of temporary road closure orders. During the delivery of the abnormal 
loads significant disruption would occur to the local highway network and users of 
that network. However, the number of deliveries is relatively small and the disruption 
would be over a limited period of time (anticipated to be over 10 days but not 
necessarily consecutive).  
 
It is estimated that just over 2,900 HGV trips (2 way movements) will be needed to 
bring materials to the site for the construction of the access tracks, crane hard 
standings, site compound and foundations. Of these trips approximately 65 trips per 
turbine will be associated with the construction of the foundations with a maximum of 
33 deliveries per day over a 10 day construction period (2 days per foundation).  
 
It is anticipated that HGV movements will take place throughout the 9 month 
construction period. However, there will be times where the number of deliveries is 
quite high on any given day (such as during the 2 day construction of a turbine 
foundation) and relatively low on others when construction activity is low. 
 
Light vehicle trip generation is anticipated to be between 10-60 per day during the 9 
month construction period. A Traffic Management Plan would be implemented by the 
applicant should planning permission be forthcoming, which would impose measures 
to reduce the number of construction personnel car trips to the site through 
mechanisms such as car sharing and the provision of a mini bus. The plan would be 
secured through the imposition of an appropriate condition. 
 
Operational and maintenance trip generation is negligible with anticipated levels not 
exceeding 70 per annum.  
 
Decommissioning trip generation is likely to be much less than the levels of 
construction traffic because it is anticipated that the tracks and below surface 
foundations will remain in situ. The number of abnormal loads is likely to be less than 
during the construction phase because the turbine components can be reduced into 
smaller pieces on site and exported in HGV’s.  
 
Overall the applicant concludes that the effect of abnormal vehicle construction traffic 
using the proposed route (route 1) as a whole can be considered of “moderate 
sensitivity” and that HGV traffic is expected to have a “negligible” magnitude of effect 
for all phases of construction on all sections of route 1 except for the C2117.  
 
The magnitude of effect of the proposed development on the C2117 in proximity to 
Atch Lench and the proposed site access would vary between “high” and “negligible” 
depending on the particular phase of construction. Overall the applicants conclude 
that the worst case effect of HGV traffic on route 1 is “moderate” and therefore not 
significant. 
 
The Highway Authority has acknowledged that the impact on traffic flows during 
construction including the abnormal loads would be considerable and highly 
noticeable to local residents and other highway users. However, because the 
disruption is limited to a short period (in relative terms given the operational lifetime 
of the development) no objections are raised over the increased levels of traffic 
attributed to the construction of the wind farm.  
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As a point of interest the Highway Authority suggested at the pre-application stage 
that it might be worth while considering on site production of concrete rather than 
importation in concrete trucks in an effort to reduce HGV movements. It was also 
suggested that excavated materials were retained on site to avoid muck shift 
operations. However, the applicants have not pursued either of these suggestions to 
date but have not ruled it out and no figures were produced to illustrate what effect if 
any this would have on reducing the number of HGV movements. 
 
Effect of Abnormal Loads on the Highway Network 
 
The Highway Authority has confirmed that any modifications to the highway or 
associated highway land to enable the delivery of abnormal loads such as junction 
widening and structural strengthening would need to be permanent. This is in order 
to ensure that adequate accessing arrangements are in place during the operational 
life of the wind farm (for upgrade, replacement parts etc) and for decommissioning. 
Any signage replacement/repositioning may only be temporary as there is legislation 
covering the positioning of signs. It may also be prudent to remove and place any 
street furniture such as bins and benches in storage for the duration of the 
construction works and replace them after works are complete. Such details would 
be secured through the Section 278 Agreement in consultation with the Highway 
Authority.  
 
Due to the scale and length of the vehicle required to carry the abnormal loads, the 
applicant has provided a number of swept path analysis plans along the proposed 
route. Of particular importance is the crossroads in Harvington, the left-hand turn 
from Leys Road into the C2117 and Handgate crossroads near to the site entrance.  
 
The Highway Authority had criticised the ES for the lack of detail included in the 
original swept path analysis plans such as highway signage which may obstruct the 
movement of the abnormal load. It is important to note that some highway signage 
cannot be permanently moved due to legal requirements regarding positioning in 
proximity with junctions. Following a request from the Highway Authority an amended 
swept path analysis plan (DWG-003 Rev A) of Harvington crossroads based on an 
accurate site survey, which shows the position of all signage and other street 
furniture was received on 22 November 2010. Revised plans of the Leys Road 
junction and Handgate crossroads were received on 10 January 2011 along with a 
response to the Highway Authority’s objections.  
 
The swept path analysis drawing of Harvington crossroads, which is based on the 
blade delivery (worst case), shows that, using rear wheel steering, the wheels can 
navigate around the corner without encroaching on the grass area to the south west 
of the junction. It is also shown that, with the current road layout, the wheels would 
encroach on the pavement slightly and there is some overhang of pavements and 
the grass area. Therefore in order for actual component deliveries to be 
accommodated the running surface of the road would need to be widened slightly 
and the pavements would need to be strengthened and clear of pedestrians before 
beginning the manoeuvre.  
 
The Highway Authority has confirmed that all land required for the abovementioned 
works falls within the ownership of the Highway Authority.  
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There would be no direct impact on the culvert which was identified as a concern, 
although the load will over-sail it. It is therefore not considered necessary to 
recommend engineering solutions in relation to the culvert. Albeit the wheel loading 
on the pipe that runs beneath the carriageway will be required and strengthening 
works undertaken if considered necessary.  
 
The Highway Authority has considered the revised plan for Harvington crossroads 
and has raised no objections subject to relevant planning conditions relating to the 
strengthening of the footway overrun area, repositioning signage and any other 
works that might be identified. 
 
There are two other sections of highway, which require carriageway modifications. 
The swept path analysis shows a widening of the carriageway adjacent to 
‘Whistlewinds’ to accommodate the wheels of the abnormal load vehicle. 
Additionally, the junction of Leys Road (C2011) and the C2117 heading towards 
Handgate crossroads requires significant widening to accommodate the left hand 
turn. On both occasions sections of the adjoining agricultural field are required in 
order to extend and remodel the bends in the carriageway.  
 
The applicant has confirmed that they have agreement from the land owner/s to carry 
out the necessary widening to facilitate the abnormal load vehicles and maintain this 
throughout the lifetime of the wind farm. The applicants have suggested that this land 
would be sectioned off from the public road by use of bollards, which can be lowered 
and raised as required to allow the passage of abnormal vehicles and the surface 
could be treated with a grasscrete style material.  
 
The Highway Authority has requested that this land be dedicated highway land and 
adopted by the Highway Authority. However, the applicants are unwilling to do this 
and have instead suggested a Grampian planning condition would be sufficient to 
secure these works.  
 
Your Officers agree with the Highway Authority that this is an inadequate way of 
securing imperative highway improvements which would be necessary to facilitate 
the safe and appropriate delivery of abnormal loads. Such works would require 
separate planning permissions which have not been sought or approved. Until such 
time as these works are secured through the planning process and implemented the 
applicant cannot demonstrate or guarantee safe and appropriate access to the site 
for abnormal loads.  
 
The Highway Authority has been in communication with the applicants to try and 
resolve these outstanding issues. However, at the time of writing no agreement has 
been reached and the Highway Authority maintains its holding objection.  
 
The applicants haulage company Collett Transport, is required to obtain the 
necessary permissions from the police, the Highway Agency and the local Highway 
Authority prior to undertaking any deliveries. Such approvals will determine the 
number of loads, time of delivery and procedures required to be followed throughout 
the delivery of the components to ensure that a negligible effect on the highway 
network is achieved. 
 
The police have confirmed that they will require temporary road closures in order to 
escort the abnormal loads to the site and empower them to be able to put out waiting 
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restrictions and remove potential obstacles. Without such orders the police have 
stated that they will not escort the abnormal loads.  
 
Despite a detailed exchange of correspondence with the applicant the Highways 
Agency currently still maintains its concerns regarding the delivery of turbine 
components and consequently has not removed its holding objection. The Highways 
Agency has queried aspects of the routing of the trial run and the reduction in the 
length of the trailer during the run which it believes has compromised the ability of 
the exercise to accurately demonstrate manoeuvres. The Highways Agency also 
believes that the swept path drawings need to take into account the full 
manoeuvrability of the vehicle when the manual rear-wheel-steering is used. Noting 
that the trailer had to be reduced the Highways Agency believes it is reasonable to 
conclude the areas of footway and verge will be overrun. Consequently, a number of 
further swept path analysis plans have been requested but to date have not been 
provided by the applicant.  
 
The Highways Agency has requested method statements to be compiled in order to 
quantify projected disruption to the network, when street furniture is to be removed / 
reinstated, and areas of verge strengthened etc. Until this information is available the 
Highways Agency is unable judge the scale of projected disruption and suitability of 
the proposed route. The Highways Agency has confirmed that if this information is 
provided and proves to be acceptable in principle it would be in a position to 
withdraw the holding objection, subject to conditions.  
 
The Highways Agency also requires a traffic management plan to be established and 
agreed, in principle by the Highways Agency and the Police. The principles of the 
traffic management plan should include such measures as: traffic holding sections 
required to allow trailing traffic to dissipate; traffic holding sections to allow oncoming 
traffic to pass; dates, times, frequency of abnormal loads; traffic management 
signing, coning, etc. 
  
Following an acceptable agreement in principle the Highways Agency would be 
willing to concur with the applicants suggestion of the Traffic Management Plan being 
made subject of a planning condition.  
 
Any physical highway works/modifications would be undertaken prior to the 
commencement of delivery and in accordance with a planning condition.  
 
Pre-construction and post-construction road condition surveys would be undertaken 
to provide information to assess any deterioration that can be attributed to the 
construction phase of the development. This could also be secured through a 
planning condition. The Highway Authority is satisfied with this approach providing 
any degradation is rectified.  
 
Distance Separation from Highway  
 
The Highways Agency requires a setback distance of 50m for turbines from the 
strategic road network. The nearest truck road (A46) is well in excess of the 50m 
separation distance required by the Highways Agency. The nearest adopted roads 
fall within the jurisdiction of Worcestershire County Council as the local highway 
authority.  
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Site Entrance 
 
The proposed site entrance would be approximately 200m southwest of Handgate 
crossroads. Visibility splays of 2.4m by 195m in a northerly direction and 170m in a 
southerly direction are shown on the submitted drawings. Unfortunately the 
submitted plans do not show the position of the existing field hedgerow and trees 
where the visibility is shown, therefore it is not possible to assess the extent of 
hedgerow removal as a result of the visibility splays. However, during discussions 
with the applicants an alternative site entrance was suggested nearer to Handgate 
crossroads, but was dismissed on the grounds that it would require a greater removal 
of hedgerow to enable the required visibility. Any hedgerow required to be removed 
would be localised and a condition could be imposed to ensure that a replacement 
hedgerow be provided.   
 
The Highway Authority has raised no objections to the location of the site entrance or 
the suggested visibility splays. A planning condition could be imposed to ensure 
adequate visibility is available at all times.  
 
Driver Distraction 
 
Concern is often expressed over the effect of wind turbines on car drivers and in 
particular the distraction of the movement of the blades as they rotate. In response to 
such concerns your Officers would comment that drivers face many distractions both 
within and outside of the car during any normal journey including roadside 
advertisements and in car technologies. Wind turbines should not be treated any 
differently to other developments, which could cause distraction to drivers such as 
advertisements, shop window displays or land uses.  
 
Conclusions 
 
In the absence of the above-mentioned additional information the Highways Agency 
maintains its holding objection. Furthermore, the County Highway Authority has 
objected to the proposed development on the grounds that the proposed alterations 
to the local highway network which are necessary to facilitate delivery of the 
abnormal loads, have not been adequately secured in perpetuity. The proposal is 
therefore in conflict with highway safety and policy GD2 of the Wychavon District 
Local Plan 2006.  
 
Aviation 
 
Government guidance on renewable energy developments as set out in Paragraph 
25 of PPS22 stipulates that: 
 
“It is the responsibility of developers to address any potential impacts, taking account 
of Civil Aviation Authority, Ministry of Defence and Department for Transport 
guidance in relation to radar and aviation and the legislative requirements on 
separation distances, before planning applications are submitted. Local Planning 
Authorities should satisfy themselves that such issues have been addressed before 
considering applications”. 
 
During the EIA Scoping process, the applicant and your Officers undertook 
consultation with the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA), the Ministry of Defence (MoD) 
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and the National Air Traffic Service (NATS). Consultation with such bodies is 
necessary to ensure that no adverse effects to primary radar systems, instrument 
landing systems and or aircraft training areas occurs. Additionally, a number of 
regional airport operators were consulted.  
 
There are a number of industry publications, which consider the effects of wind 
turbines on aviation such as the CAA Policy and Guidelines on Wind Turbines (CAP 
764) which was published in May 2010.  
 
The physical characteristics of wind turbines coupled with the size and siting of the 
development can result in effects that can have an impact on aviation.  
 
Article 219 of the Air Navigation Order 2009 (CAP 393) details the requirement for 
the lighting of land-based tall structures located outside of the safeguarded areas of 
licensed and government aerodromes. Article 219 requires that structures away from 
the immediate vicinity of an aerodrome, which have a height of 150m or more (Above 
Ground Level) are fitted with medium intensity steady red lights, positioned as close 
as possible to the top of the obstacle, and also at intermediate levels spaced so far 
as practicable equally between the top lights and ground level with an interval not 
exceeding 52m. Obstruction lights should be illuminated at night, visible in all 
directions and, in the event of any lighting failure, rectified as soon as is reasonably 
practicable. 
 
Where a wind turbine development lies outside any aerodrome safeguarding limits 
and the turbine height was less than 150m (and therefore the provisions of ANO 
Article 219 would not apply) the aviation industry, including the CAA, is not in a 
position to demand that the turbines are lit. In such cases the decision related to the 
fitting of aviation warning lighting rests with the relevant Local Planning Authority, 
who will need to balance the aviation lighting requirement against other 
considerations. 
 
The site is not within any known air safeguarding zones. 4 out of the 5 regional 
airport operators consulted have responded and none have raised any concerns or 
objections. The MoD, CAA and NATS have not raised any objection to the proposed 
development.  
 
Whilst the proposed development falls under the 150m high threshold for the 
requirement for obstruction lighting, the MoD have requested that the proposed 
development be fitted with such lighting. Your Officers are aware that the area 
around the Lenches is used from time to time for low flying training exercises by the 
MoD. Consequently, your Officers would recommend that should planning 
permission be forthcoming a suitably worded condition be imposed requiring 
obstruction lighting to be fitted to all turbines and appropriately maintained for the 
lifetime of the wind farm in the interests of aviation safety and to increase the 
prominence of the structure (in an appropriate way) to low flying aircraft. 
 
The Midland Gliding Club (MGC) based in Long Mynd, Shropshire, Bidford Gliding 
Club and the British Gliding Association have all objected to the proposed wind farm 
on the grounds that the proposed turbines would be located directly between the 
Bidford Gliding Club and the Midland Gliding Club within the final glide distance of 
Bidford Gliding Club.  
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The MGC states that it is commonplace for early cross country pilots to fly from MGC 
to land at Bidford GC in order to gain what is known as a Silver Distance, a flight of 
more than 50k from the home airfield, to qualify for a badge that is part of the training 
regime. The MGC claims that placing such a high obstacle so close to the target 
airfield will require pilots to deviate substantially from their planned track to avoid the 
obstacle. By its nature this requires the pilot to be able to find and use suitable 
thermals to stay in the air longer. Sometimes these thermals are not available so 
extending the time required to stay airbourne extends the chances of a field landing 
with all the consequent safety issues.  
 
The MGC claims that if this application is approved it is highly likely that they will no 
longer be able to allow early and inexperienced pilots to use Bidford GC as a Silver 
Distance goal thereby significantly reducing their training options with consequent 
reduction in revenue. 
 
Having carefully considered the comments received by the above organisations, your 
Officers do not believe there is compelling evidence to suggest that the proposed 
development would cause a serious danger to the safety of pilots. Furthermore, no 
substantial or overriding evidence has been submitted which would point towards a 
fundamental impact on the viability of the Midland and Bidford Gliding Clubs as a 
result of the proposed development.  
 
Conclusions 
 
Subject to a condition requiring the provision of obstruction lighting on the proposed 
turbines, your Officers would raise no objections to the proposed development on the 
grounds of adverse harm to air safety and aviation in general.  
 
Public Rights of Way  
 
As previously stated there are 3 footpaths which run through the application site. 
Church Lench footpaths 560 and 561 and a further footpath which crosses the 
northern most part of the application site which connects Church Lench and 
Bishampton. Footpath 560 is part of the new Wychavon Way which is a popular high 
profile recreational route.  
 
There is no statutory separation distance between a wind turbine and a public right of 
way. Often, fall over distance is considered an acceptable separation and the 
minimum distance is often taken to be that the turbine blades should not be permitted 
to oversail a public right of way. The nearest public right of way would be 230m away 
from turbine 4.  
 
The Wychavon Way 
 
There will be short-term significant effects to the Wychavon Way during the 
construction of the proposed wind farm. However, these will be managed through 
minor temporary diversions during this period. 
 
The applicants propose that part of the Wychavon Way would be upgraded as a site 
access route for the wind farm, which would result in its temporary closure and re-
routing during the construction phase, and the permanent incorporation of a short 
stretch of the Wychavon Way into the development during the operational phase. 
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During the construction phase, the Wychavon Way would be re-routed along the 
route of footpath 561 in order to protect users from construction traffic. Following 
construction, the route of the Wychavon Way for a distance of 350m from turbine 4 
eastwards along the route of the wind farm access track would be upgraded. 
 
According to the Countryside Officer at the County Council, there are two options 
available regarding the treatment of the Wychavon Way. Firstly it could be 
maintained on its existing line (with the provision of some funding towards extra 
waymarking, gates etc), or the applicant can apply to divert it permanently onto their 
proposed vehicular track. The final decision on this will be made by the Maintenance 
and Improvement Manager at Worcestershire County Council as part of the footpath 
diversion application.  
 
The Blossom Trail  
 
The Blossom Trail is a 40-mile circuitous route through the Vale of Evesham and the 
surrounding area. The route is popular with motorists, walkers and cyclists and runs 
along the southern and eastern boundaries of the application site through the villages 
of Sheriffs Lench and Church Lench. The Blossom Trail, taking the path of the 
adopted public highway would be physically unaffected by the proposed 
development. However, the amenity value of the trail will be considered.   
 
Being a 40-mile trail the proposed wind farm would be visible along a small 
proportion of the overall route. Your Officers accept that along the route closest to 
the application site, the development would be highly visible. The Blossom Trail as its 
name suggests was established to promote the visual beauty of the many apple, 
pear and plum trees which line the roads when in blossom for the few short weeks 
between mid March and mid May.  
 
In your Officers opinion the visual quality of the Blossom Trail and attractiveness to 
existing and future users would not be adversely affected by the presence of the 
wind farm.  
 
Bridleways 
 
The British Horse Society suggests a 200 metre exclusion zone around bridle paths 
to avoid wind turbines frightening horses. Whilst this could be deemed desirable, it is 
not a statutory requirement.  
 
Turbine 5 would be approximately 600m away from the nearest bridleway which is 
located to the south adjacent to Poplars Farm Cottage. There is a further bridleway 
to the east of Sheriffs Lench which runs due south towards Sheriffs Lench Farm and 
is approximately 850m way from turbine 5. Your Officers conclude that the distance 
separation between the turbines and the nearest bridleways is sufficient and would 
exceed the British Horse Society’s recommended exclusion zone.  
 
Conclusions 
 
Whilst horse riders, walkers, ramblers and other recreational users of the area 
including the Wychavon Way and the Blossom Trail would certainly notice a 
significant change; perhaps riders more than most due to their more elevated 
position. However, passing through or seeing the turbines would only form a small 
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part of most people’s experience of the area and your Officers do not consider their 
concerns weigh heavily against the proposal. 
 
Your Officers are satisfied that with lawful diversions either permanent or temporary 
in place the existing public rights of way would be maintained in a safe and 
accessible way throughout construction, operation and decommissioning of the 
proposed wind farm. An individuals enjoyment of a recreational route whether it is a 
walk along a footpath, a ride along a bridleway or a cycle along a road will vary from 
person to person. Your Officers consider that the amenity value of such recreational 
routes would not be adversely affected which would render the proposed 
development unacceptable.  
 
Archaeology and Geology 
 
The applicants archaeological consultant AOC Archaeology Group undertook a desk 
study assessment and a site walkover study in order to identify the nature, 
importance and where possible the chronology of the archaeology and cultural 
heritage within the development site. An assessment of the impact of the 
development on any known archaeological and historic features was also 
undertaken.  
 
Following initial comments from the County Archaeologist, the applicants 
commissioned a further archaeological evaluation of the site, which was submitted in 
September 2010. Following the submission of this evaluation, the County 
Archaeologist has confirmed that the proposed development would not cause any 
adverse harm to above or below ground archaeology of significant interest or conflict 
with the advice and guidance contained within PPS5.  
 
Your Officers are satisfied that the proposed development would not cause any 
adverse impact on archaeology and that a suitably worded condition would ensure 
adequate monitoring during construction.  
 
Third party comments relating to ground geology have been made and the stability of 
the Bishampton Bank. Your Officers have considered these comments and do not 
consider that there is any compelling evidence to suggest that the proposed 
development would undermine the geological stability or interest of the area.  
 
Cultural Heritage 
 
Paragraph 11 of PPS22 states that “In sites with nationally recognised designations 
(Sites of Special Scientific Interest, National Nature Reserves, National Parks, Areas 
of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Heritage Coasts, Scheduled Monuments, 
Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings, Registered Historic Battlefields and Registered 
Parks and Gardens) planning permission for renewable energy projects should only 
be granted where it can be demonstrated that the objectives of designation of the 
area will not be compromised by the development, and any significant adverse 
effects on the qualities for which the area has been designated are clearly 
outweighed by the environmental, social and economic benefits.” 
 
The ES submitted with the application identified a study area for the assessment of 
cultural assets. Only assets within catchment areas of 1km (all sites), 5km (listed 
buildings, Conservation Areas, Registered Parks and Gardens and Scheduled 
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Ancient Monuments) and 10km (and Scheduled Ancient Monuments only) of the 
application site have been considered in detail with regard to the potential effect on 
setting. At a distance greater than 10km it is argued that the impact on archaeology 
and historical heritage is likely to be negated through existing landform and 
vegetation. Your Officers are satisfied with this methodology.  
 
Appendix 10-L of the ES identifies 766 different receptors within the study area, 
which could be affected by the proposed development. However, there are no listed 
buildings, Registered Parks and Gardens, Conservation Areas or Scheduled ancient 
Monuments within the application site.   
 
Wychavon District has many listed buildings, conservation areas and historic parks 
and gardens and although the proposed turbines do not have a direct impact on any 
particular heritage asset, the scale of the turbines is such that there is likely to be 
visual impact on heritage assets throughout the district.  
 
The degree of impact will be dependent on distance from the turbines. The turbines, 
due to their height, are visually dominant and this is likely to be most apparent when 
they are viewed in relatively close proximity to the asset. 
 
Conservation Areas 
 
There are 21 Conservation Areas, which generally surround the centres of nearby 
villages, within 5km of the application site. These Conservation Areas contain a 
number of listed buildings.  
 
The nearest Conservation Areas (approximate measurement from the nearest 
turbine) are Church Lench (0.88km), Atch Lench (1.65km) and Rous Lench (2.15km). 
Norton Conservation Area is approximately 3.24km away and Harvington 
Conservation Area is approximately 4km away.  
 
Conservation Areas are protected under saved policy ENV12 of the Wychavon 
District Local Plan 2006 and saved policy CTC20 of the Worcestershire County 
Structure Plan 1996-2001 where the test is to ensure that the character and 
appearance of the Conservation Area and its setting is preserved or enhanced.  
 
Owing to its elevated position, the Conservation Area of Church Lench has open 
views across the application site. Whilst the immediate historic setting of the 
Conservation Area will remain intact due to the main street being the inward central 
focus, the proposed turbines will be visible in peripheral views out from the 
Conservation Area and will also feature in views towards the Conservation Area.  
 
The turbines will be visible to full height from parts of the Church Lench Conservation 
Area and will appear as relatively prominent features affecting the setting of the 
Conservation Area.  
 
The ES states that “views from within the historic core of Atch Lench are focused on 
the main street although there will be peripheral views towards the development 
which will have visibility of all five turbines constituting a medium magnitude of 
change of minor significance on these occasions.” 
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Wireframes submitted within the ES indicate that all five turbines will be visible from 
the Rous Lench Conservation Area however the presence of high hedges in the 
south of the village will serve to block some views towards the proposed 
development and therefore not affect the main focus. 
 
Furthermore, according to the ES the tips of four turbines will be just visible above 
the horizon from the Conservation Area at Norton and the remaining parts of the 
development will be blocked by the intervening landform. Views from within the 
Harvington Conservation Area are also largely focused inwards towards the historic 
core, three turbine hubs and a further two blade tips will be visible from peripheral 
views. The magnitude of this change is judged to be medium with a minor 
significance of effect on the setting of the Harvington Conservation Area. 
 
Whilst the proposed development would be relatively close to the Conservation 
Areas of Church Lench, Atch Lench and Rous Lench and there will be views of the 
turbines from some locations within these Conservation Areas and certain locations 
within the application site will afford views of these Conservation Areas, your Officers 
do not feel that the proposed development would undermine the overall character 
and appearance of the setting of the Conservation Areas to an adverse degree.  
 
In coming to this view regard is given to the relatively short time this development will 
be in place when compared to the historic cores of the Conservation Areas, which 
will far outlive any temporary wind farm consent. Furthermore, the topography, 
landscape features and the built form would afford a degree of buffering from many 
views within the Conservation Areas thereby reducing any impact on setting. 
 
There are a limited number of clear and unobstructed prominent public views from 
the Church Lench Conservation Area of the turbines and therefore on balance your 
Officers feel that there are no substantial grounds to raise objection to the proposed 
development on these grounds.  
 
Listed Buildings 
 
There are 553 listed buildings within 5km of the application site (a significant 
proportion of which are located within the nearby town of Evesham). Of the listed 
buildings identified within the search area 10 are grade I and 27 are grade II* the 
remainder are grade II. There are also 5 grade B and 3 grade C ecclesiastical listed 
buildings.  
 
Of particular importance and proximity to the application site are the Church of All 
Saints (grade II*) in Church Lench (0.94km from turbine 1), Wood Norton Hall (grade 
II*) at Wood Norton (2.27km from turbine 5) and the Church of St Egwin (grade II*) in 
Norton (3.27km from turbine 5). The nearest grade I listed buildings are the Church 
of St Peter, in Rous Lench (2.4km from turbine 1), the Church of St James in 
Harvington (4.4km from turbine 5) and Salford Hall, Evesham Road, Abbots Salford 
(5.4km from turbine 5).  
 
There are a number of grade II* listed buildings in the Littletons, Offenham and 
Evesham however due to distance from the application site, topography, natural 
landscape features and buildings there would be no demonstrable harm to the 
setting of these buildings which will have little of no views of the proposed turbines.  
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The church spire (grade II* listed) at Church Lench is the dominating vertical feature 
in the landscape around Church Lench at the moment. There is no public access to 
the spire and the grounds of the church are surrounded by semi-mature trees both 
within the church grounds and to the south of the church.  
 
Assessing the setting of listed buildings includes views from the listed building as 
well as views from the surrounding landscape towards the building. The greatest 
impact on this historically important structure are the views from the surrounding 
countryside towards the church spire where they are shared with the proposed 
turbines. Current views of the church spire would be to a certain extent disrupted by 
the proposed development. However, the alignment of the turbines is such that views 
of the spire from the local road network north and south of Sheriffs Lench would not 
be interrupted as the turbines would not be within any direct line of sight.  
 
Your Officers have also considered views from the Wychavon Way and would 
conclude that due to the location of the turbines to the west of the public rights of way 
dissecting the site, the important and historic views towards the church spire would 
not be interrupted.  
 
Your Officers would therefore conclude that minimal adverse effect would result on 
the setting of All Saints Church in Church Lench. 
 
The villages of Bishampton and Throckmorton lie approximately 2.1km and 2.5km 
respectively to the west of the application site. Bishampton and Throckmorton do not 
have Conservation Areas. However, there are a number of grade II* listed buildings 
within their historical core. There will be partial views of the development from places 
within these villages however the views would be obscured and dominated by 
Bishampton Bank. 
 
There are a number of grade II listed buildings in relative close proximity to the 
application site. The nearest is the collection of properties at Sheriffs Lench Court 
and Sheriffs Lench Manor, which are approximately 620m way from turbine 5.Other 
grade II listed buildings close to the site include The Butts, Church Lench 
(approximately 900m from turbine 2) and Bars Cottage, Ab Lench (approximately 
800m from turbine 1). Whilst all listed buildings are considered to be significant 
historical assets, hence their listed status, the weight given to the impact on grade I 
and grade II* listed buildings is greater. As a consequence there are examples of 
appeal decisions where the Inspectorate has allowed development on this nature in 
similar proximities.    
 
Broadway Tower, a grade II listed folly situated on the top of the Cotswold’s 
escarpment would be approximately 16.5km away from the application site. There 
are panoramic and long distant views of the vale of Evesham from the tower where 
the turbines would be visible. However, the turbines would appear incidental in the 
wider landscape and would not appear dominant. Unrestricted views of the tower 
from the applications site at that distance are likely to be very limited.  
 
Registered Parks and Gardens 
 
There are 2 Registered Parks and Gardens (RPG) within 5km of the application site. 
Rous Lench Court is located approximately 2.16km to the north of turbine 1. Yeald 
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Wood and Old Yew Hill Wood, situated between the site and the RPG, provides a 
natural landscape screen from the turbines. 
 
Ragley Hall, situated in Stratford-on-Avon District is located approximately 9km to the 
northeast of the application site. The hall itself is a grade II* listed building and is set 
within mature parkland and wooded areas. There are a number of landscape 
features such as Salford Coppice which are located between Ragley Hall and the 
site. As a consequence there would be very limited and distant views of the proposed 
turbines from this historical building.  
 
Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM) 
 
There are 53 Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM) located within 10km of the site. 
There is also a single locally listed site (the Deer Park at Wood Norton) within 1km of 
the site.  
 
The nearest SAM is the moated site immediately east of the Church of St Peter in 
Rous Lench at Rous Lench Court. This site is approximately 2.16km away from the 
nearest turbine (turbine 1).  
 
Further SAM’s are located to the south of the site on the other side of the River Avon 
at Charlton, where there are Roman and Iron Age settlements and prehistoric 
enclosures. There is a moated site and medieval settlement remains at 
Throckmorton (2.5km from the site) and prehistoric enclosures 800m east of St 
Egwins Church, Norton.  
 
The National Trust have considered the impact of the proposed development on their 
properties at Hidcote, Dover’s Hill and Croome Court. Your Officers would agree with 
the views of the National Trust who are satisfied that there would be no adverse 
impact on the setting of these important historical assets.  
 
Appeal Decision 
 
Having read a number of appeal decisions on this subject your Officers would point 
out that when considering wind farm developments the Inspectorate weighs any 
perceived harm to nearby cultural heritage assets with the environmental benefits 
such a scheme would bring. It is clear that the proximity of the asset and the status of 
the asset is a fundamental consideration in the determination of appeals and 
therefore planning applications. Simply put the closer the asset and the more 
significant the asset the more the scales balance towards a negative outcome. 
 
When considering the impact of wind farms on cultural heritage assets a recent 
appeal decision at Yelverton, Northamptonshire is helpful (ref 
APP/Y2810/A/10/2120332). In this case the local planning authority refused consent 
for 8no. 125m high wind turbines on the grounds that it would be harmful to the 
setting of the grade I listed Stanford Hall and its grade II Registered Park and 
Garden. The proposed development would be between 2-3km away from the Hall 
and grounds on low-lying ground.  
 
In allowing the appeal in July 2010 the Inspector commented that “the introduction of 
modern turbines above a Grade I listed 17th/18th Century building would appear 
markedly anachronistic. Even though coloured light grey and more than 3 km away,  

Page 75



  

 
their movement would attract the eye and would be disruptive in a placid scene 
which has remained virtually unaltered for over 300 years”. However, he considered 
that “the circumstances in which blades would be seen in juxtaposition with the Hall 
itself are likely to be infrequent and incidental in nature”. 
 
The Inspector summarised that “the negative impact would not be so substantial as 
to seriously affect appreciation of the asset or to compromise its intrinsic special 
interest. As such it does not outweigh the environmental and economic benefits of 
granting planning permission for the development”.  
 
The English Heritage document: ‘Wind Energy and the Historic Environment’ 
acknowledges that climate change is itself likely to be detrimental to the historic 
environment for reasons which include the effects of rising sea levels and increased 
‘storminess’. The document also points to the reversibility of wind energy 
developments, which can further mitigate their impact. In this case the expected 25 
year life of the wind farm would be short relative to the longevity of historical 
buildings and SAM’s. 
 
The definition of setting in English Heritage’s ‘Conservation Principles’ is: ‘The 
surroundings in which a place is experienced, its local context, embracing past and 
present relationships to the adjacent landscape’. 
 
The development would not achieve the conservation and restoration of historic 
landscape patterns. Commercial wind turbine development is very much associated 
with the 21st century and would contribute further change. Nevertheless, the 
surviving elements of the historic landscape would remain physically unaffected by 
the proposed development and their visual setting due to distance separation and the 
type asset affected would be reversible upon decommissioning of the wind farm. 
 
Conclusions 
 
It is acknowledged that the proposed development would have an impact on the 
setting of a number of cultural heritage assets including listed buildings, 
Conservation Areas and Registered Parks and Gardens. However, in your Officers 
opinion the degree of long term impact on the setting of these assets is unlikely to 
result in demonstrable harm being placed upon them. In forming this opinion careful 
consideration has been given to each asset, the proximity of the application site and 
the turbines to the asset together with the likely views towards and from the asset. 
Regard has also been given to the views of English Heritage, which are summarised 
under the consultation responses above.  
 
Noise 
 
Paragraph 10 of PPG24 ‘Planning and Noise’ acknowledges amongst other things 
that much development of essential infrastructure will generate noise and provides 
that the planning system should not place unjustifiable obstacles in the way of such 
development although it must not cause an unacceptable degree of disturbance.  
 
Planning Policy Statement 22 ‘Renewable Energy’ (PPS22) - at paragraph 22 - and 
its Companion Guide provide that renewable energy developments should be located 
and designed in such a way as to minimise increases in ambient noise levels and 
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states that ETSU-R-97 ‘The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms’ 
(ETSU) should be used for the rating and assessment of noise from wind farms. 
 
Developers are obliged to carry out noise predictions to evaluate the likely perception 
of noise from wind turbines on local residents and those working in the vicinity. They 
compare the predicted noise levels of turbines with the existing background level. 
The assessment should be able to demonstrate compliance with guidance.  

 
As part of the ES the applicant submitted an assessment prepared by Hayes 
McKenzie Partnership Ltd (HMP) of the impact on the local community of noise and 
the associated issues of aerodynamic modulation, infrasound, low frequency noise 
and wind shear.  
 
To provide it with expert advice on reviewing the assessment the Council including 
its Officers from the newly created Worcestershire Regulatory Services contacted 
three specialist noise consultants it felt were experienced and competent to provide a 
critical appraisal of the ES. MAS Environmental was the successful consultancy who 
provided the Council with its analysis on the 5 August 2010. The Council has since 
received a response to this critique from HMP. 
 
What is Noise? 
 
Noise is defined as any sound especially loud, harsh or undesirable. It can be 
measured, and regulations exist to limit unacceptable noise (although any definition 
of unwanted noise will always have a subjective element). A further complicating 
factor is that some individuals are more sensitive than others to noise. 
 
Physically, sound is a pressure variation detected by the ear. It depends on the 
source and the medium through which it travels. The speed of sound is about 340 
metres per second in atmospheric air. 
 
There is also a difference between sound power level and sound pressure level. 
Sound power level is a property of the source of the sound, whereas sound pressure 
level is a property of the sound at a given observer location. 
 
How is Noise Measured? 
 
Noise is measured in decibels and the scale employed (dBA) is weighted to the 
range perceived by the human ear. However, the decibel system is frequently 
misinterpreted as it is based on a logarithmic scale. A sound level of 100dBA, for 
example, contains twice the energy of a sound level of 97dBA. Therefore, a wind 
turbine with a capacity higher than 1 megawatt has a sound power level of 104dBA. 
The installation of a second turbine with the same sound power level will only cause 
an increase of 3dBA. Increasing the energy of a sound by 26 per cent raises the 
noise power level by 1dBA. Tripling the energy of a sound yields an increase of 
5dBA. 
 
Distance plays an important role in the perceived sound level. Sound levels decrease 
by approximately 6dBA every time the distance from the source is doubled (Gipe 
2004). The noise from a wind turbine can reach moderate sound pressure levels 
(less than 50dBA) when the distance from the turbine to the receptor is between 200 
and 300 metres. Typically, the source noise level of a modern wind turbine is 
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between 100 and 106dBA, depending on the type of turbine and the wind speed at 
which the sound is measured (generally 8 metres per second). 
 
Perceived noise from wind turbines is the sum of the ambient or background noise 
and the noise from the turbines. If turbines are located in an industrial or urban area 
for example, the ambient noise can mask turbine noise completely. Trees may also 
mask distant wind turbine noise. 
 
State-of-the-art turbines with capacities higher than 1 megawatt generally have 
source noise levels of between 100 and 106dBA. Therefore, a modern turbine has to 
be placed at a distance of between 200 and 300 metres from the receptor to reach a 
sound pressure level of between 45 and 50dBA. 
 
How do Wind Turbines Produce Noise?  
 
Noise from wind turbines consists of the sound produced by the turning blades and 
from the gearbox, generator and hydraulic systems within the nacelle. 
 
As with other impacts of wind energy, perception of the noise depends on local 
features (for example rural or urban area and topography), the number of residents 
and the distance they are from the site, and the type of community affected 
(residential, industrial, tourist). The interaction of these factors can both lessen or 
enhance the perception of sound from wind turbines. 
 
Noise Assessment Methodology 
 
The method of assessing the impact of the wind farm locally is described in ‘The 
Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms’, ETSU-R-97, by the Working 
Group on Noise from Wind Turbines (Final Report, September 1996). Since its 
publication, this report has been used to evaluate the noise from wind farms in the 
UK. Despite assertions from many acoustic experts, the previous Government in 
their response to an online petition, continue to re-assert their view that the guidance 
was fit for purpose, providing it is applied correctly. It is your Officers understanding 
that the new Coalition Government have commissioned a review to establish best 
practice in assessing and rating wind turbine noise. 
 
Paragraph 22 of Planning Policy Statement PPS22  “Renewable Energy” and 
paragraph 44 of it’s Companion Guide confirm this approach. 
 
PPS22 requires wind farms to be designed so that increases in ambient noise levels 
are minimised. This is a separate requirement to comparison with the limits in ETSU-
R-97.  
 
Excess Aerodynamic Modulation (EAM) or Blade Swish 
 
EAM, sometimes referred to as blade swish or thump, is a recognised phenomenon 
and ETSU makes some allowance for it. However ETSU was unable to formulate an 
accurate measurement methodology or to establish the causes or the frequency and 
magnitude of its occurrence and left the matter for further investigation. There is 
some evidence of subsequent complaints about EAM including different tonal 
characteristics. The Salford Report commissioned by the Government considered 
complaints that had been made about wind farm noise and concluded that the 
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incidence of EAM was low and affected few people. The Government concluded that 
there was not a compelling case for further research. 
 
MAS Environmental consider that EAM “is not infrequent in occurrence” and may be 
observed at up to 10-16% of sites, in addition it considers that ETSU-R-97 covers 
EAM from small – medium sized turbines. They contend that EAM from larger 
turbines “…has been shown to occur over much greater distances… and needs to be 
considered separately”. MAS also consider that the turbine layout (“linear array”) may 
contribute to EAM. 
 
HMP in response contend that EAM has been minimised by using “…appropriate 
separation distances”. In reference to turbine layout HMP appear to acknowledge 
that this has been cited by others but discount it as conjecture. 
 
Infrasound or Low Frequency Noise 
 
Defined as noise occurring at frequencies below that at which sound is normally 
audible. Modern design of wind farms appears to mitigate against this being a 
significant problem.  
 
Wind Shear 
 
Wind shear denotes increasing wind speed with height above ground and is known 
to be more common in flat landscapes. If wind shear were to occur the actual turbine 
noise would be higher than that predicted at lower heights closer to ground level. 
 
For any location wind speed rises with elevation above ground level due to wind 
shear. The degree of wind shear is therefore dependent on surrounding conditions 
(vegetation and buildings). 
 
To assess the impact of wind shear MAS consider that “although the ETSU-R-97 
advice is accepted as leading to significant errors, it is still Government approved” 
and that the change of approach used by HMP leaves residents unprotected during 
periods when worst case turbine noise will be emitted. 
 
HMP respond by stating that the approach adopted by the Institute of Acoustics “is 
the most robust and concurs with that proposed by other experts”. 
 
Turbine Proximity 
 
There is no legal requirement for minimum separation distances between turbines 
and dwellings in England. However, separation distance is the best means of 
reducing unacceptable noise impact. In this case, there are 101 known dwellings 
within 1 km of a proposed turbine and a large number of dwellings within 750m of a 
turbine. The nearest dwelling, Badgers Sett, is as close as 532m away from turbine 
5. 
 
It is acknowledged that a number of different organisations and institutes, both 
foreign and domestic, recommend certain separation distances. The fact that these 
organisations recommend different distances highlights the difficulty in imposing such 
a restriction on minimum distances.  
 

Page 79



  

England has a populated rural landscape. Imposing restrictions on distance 
separation between turbines and dwellings of up to 2km is likely to exclude vast 
areas of the England from any onshore wind farm development.   
 
PPS 22 recommends a minimum of 3 rotor blade diameters between turbines. The 
spacing for this site is between 3.8 and 4.3 rotor diameters. MAS comment that 
“HMP have suggested a spacing of 5 diameters or more would be ideal”. 
 
HMP respond by stating that “the cited report actually states that the minimum 
separation distance to reduce the likelihood of amplitude modulation would be 3 rotor 
diameters but ideally more than 5” and that there is “no basis for claiming that turbine 
noise has in any way been under predicted”. 
 
Topography 
 
Topographic features produce a more turbulent airflow resulting in increased wind 
shear and noise intrusion. 
 
MAS in quoting Gipe (2004) recommend locating turbines as far away from 
obstructions such as groups of trees and houses, furthermore they contend “that the 
landscape of the area should be considered in more detail” and  “that the topography 
is a major contributor to the occurrence of excess noise”. 
 
HMP respond by stating “that Gipe’s recommendation was in relation to power output 
and that a suitable turbine height positioned on top of a ridge can minimise the effect 
of turbulence” and “that there is no evidence to suggest that turbulence caused by 
topography and trees would increase noise output of a wind turbine at this site”. 
 
Noise Monitoring Locations 
 
HMP acting on behalf of the applicant consulted with the Council’s Environmental 
Health Officer to agree both the method and the selection of noise monitoring 
locations. Noise monitoring would be required to properly assess the noise 
environment at each noise-sensitive property in the vicinity of the proposed wind 
farm. It requires the measuring of prevailing noise levels during day and night time 
periods. Background noise levels are dependent on wind speed because as wind-
speed increases so will the background noise. It will also form the basis of setting 
limits so is therefore crucial that it is representative. 
 
The noise sensitive locations specified were: 
 
(i) The Vale Golf Club 
(ii) Brownlea 
(iii) Manor Farm 
(iv) Handgate Farm 
(v) Hill Barn 
 
The Council’s appointed consultant’s MAS Environmental criticise these 
measurement locations for a number of reasons (as specified in chapter 2 of its 
report) for not being representative on the basis that they do not correspond to 
external amenity areas as required by ETSU-R-97. MAS also criticise the 
background measurements for failing to include data between the hours of 5 and  
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7am, a time when the background noise levels are at their lowest. They recommend 
a follow up noise survey during winter months to negate the dawn chorus.  
 
Noise Measurements / Predictions 
 
The noise limits provided within ETSU-R-97 are as follows: 
 
DAYTIME: 35 – 40 dB(A) or 5 dB(A) above the prevailing background as measured 
during day-time; 
 
NIGHTIME: 43dB(A) or 5 dB(A) above the prevailing background, whichever is the 
greater. 
 
This means that in areas with low background noise levels the difference between 
the background noise level and the maximum permitted noise level cannot be greater 
than 5 dB(A). 
 
In the companion guide to PPS 22 there is a requirement to minimise increases in 
ambient noise. It should be noted that the limits do not prevent increases in ambient 
noise levels and turbines from being audible under certain wind speeds and 
meteorological conditions. The margins in the limits recognise that a balance needs 
to be struck between the impact of turbine noise and the need to ensure satisfactory 
living conditions for those who might be exposed to it. 
 
Chapter 11 of the ES submitted by the applicant sets out their assessment, the 
conclusion of which is that the noise levels will be below the recommended levels 
and that the associated impacts will not adversely affect the local residents. 
 
In paragraph 8.12 of their report MAS comment “that at night at wind speeds of 6m/s 
the prevailing background noise level is below 30dB at The Vale Golf Club, Manor 
Farm, Handgate Farm, Hill Barn Farm and the Lenches Lakes. Turbine noise levels 
are predicted to be up to 10dB over the prevailing background at some locations and 
this would be intrusive and effect the enjoyment of dwellings”. This is set out in 
Appendix 11-C Volume 3 Technical Guidance Environmental Statement. 
 
As stated above background noise levels are dependent on wind speed, MAS 
contend that the applicant has provided insufficient wind speed data and thus the 
assessment fails to meet the minimum requirements of ETSU-R-97 (MAS chapter 6). 
In response HMP has provided a graph showing wind direction against wind speed 
and contend that this is sufficient to allow a reliable and robust assessment to be 
carried out. Despite the late submission of this graph your Officers are unclear how 
this demonstrates that the wind farm will meet the lower day-time and night-time 
limits. 
 
Third Party Comments 
 
Numerous objections and expressions of support have been received by the Council 
on the grounds of noise impact. These can be summarised as in the objectors view 
the turbines are located too close to dwellings when compared with the minimum 
separation distances in other countries, that the proximity of the turbines will result in 
disturbance from noise and that the ETSU-R-97 methodology is outdated and needs 
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review. Whilst the supporters consider the concept of locally generated power as 
good for the environment and don’t consider noise to be a significant issue. 
 
MAS’s advice to the Council on reviewing the HMP assessment is that if consent is 
granted for this development it will have the potential to have an adverse impact on 
residents. MAS’s conclusions are set out in section 10 of “Lenchwick Wind Farm 
Analysis of Environmental Noise Assessment” report reference 
MASLWFrep100805”.   
 
HMP have submitted a response on behalf of the applicant to MAS’s critique in which 
they disagree with MAS’s conclusions and reassert their view that the wind farm 
development will not have an adverse impact and that noise levels will be below the 
ETSU recommended levels. 
 
The Council considered that it required expert advice in applying ETSU correctly. 
This view is borne out by the fact that whilst both consultancy’s support the use of 
the ETSU they differ in their interpretations in areas such as the background noise 
monitoring locations; the proximity and array of turbines; excess turbine noise due to 
topographical features; the impact of excess amplitude modulation (EAM); wind 
shear and turbine noise predictions.  
 
MAS Recommendations 

Manor Farm - Turbine noise levels need to be reduced at this property before the 
development can be considered acceptable. A revised background noise survey is 
needed to ascertain reliable background noise levels at the dwelling although this is 
superfluous until sufficient margin can be gained between turbine noise limits and 
predicted turbine noise assuming hard ground conditions.  

Impact of Wind Shear at Night - The extent of impact resulting from high wind shear 
needs to be considered. Access to the raw meteorological and noise data would 
allow an independent analysis of wind shear to be made and hence this is requested. 
An assessment based only on average wind shear impact cannot provide assurance 
that ETSU-R-97 noise limits will be met and amenity sufficiently protected. 

Bishampton Bank - Access to raw data is again requested so that an assessment of 
wind shear can be made based on the measurements made so far. At the very least 
a noise management plan should be considered by the developers to control for any 
excess noise resulting post development from increased wind shear as a result of the 
ridge.  
 
Notwithstanding numerous anomalies and disputes over an agreed assessment 
approach, based on the information provided in the HMP noise assessment turbine 
noise looks to exceed ETSU-R-97 limits at Manor Farm. Furthermore there is 
insufficient information regarding wind shear to allow a fully informed and robust 
assessment of noise impact from the turbine site and appropriate limits to be set. 
Until additional information is provided to allow an appropriate assessment of wind 
shear and until turbine noise can be reduced to an acceptable margin below the 
limits at Manor Farm the only recommendation that can be made is one of refusal. In 
any event, conditional approval is dependent on suitable limits being derived and this 
is not possible until wind shear data and the raw noise survey data is provided. 
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Conclusion 
 
Your Officers recommend that the Council raise objection to the application on the 
basis that turbine noise levels are predicted to be up to 10dB over the prevailing 
background at some locations such as Manor Farm and this would be intrusive and 
effect the enjoyment of dwellings. Members attention is drawn to MAS 
Environmental’s assertion in paragraph 10.12 of their report where they state “It is 
apparent that there are numerous issues that need to be addressed and resolved 
before the suitability of the proposed wind farm should be considered for approval. In 
the absence of further information, the data presented thus far indicates the 
development is unsuitable in terms of the resulting noise likely to arise and in those 
circumstances refusal is recommended”. 
 
Other Health and Safety Issues 
 
According to the companion guide to PPS22 there have been no reported examples 
of injury to members of the public from wind turbines. The only source of possible 
danger to human or animal life from a wind turbine would be the loss of a piece of the 
blade or, in most exceptional circumstances, of the whole blade. The blades are 
composite structures with no bolts or other separate components. Blade failure is 
therefore most unlikely.  
 
The minimum desirable distance between wind turbines and occupied buildings 
calculated on the basis of expected noise levels and visual impact will often be 
greater than that necessary to meet safety requirements. Fall over distance (i.e. the 
height of the turbine to the tip of the blade) plus 10% [which equates to 139.7m] is 
often used as a safe separation distance. The nearest dwelling is in excess of 
139.7m.  
 
Virbo Acoustic Disease (low frequency noise) 
 
PPS22 states that “There is no evidence that ground transmitted low frequency noise 
from wind turbines is at a sufficient level to be harmful to human health”.  
 
“A comprehensive study of vibration measurements in the vicinity of a modern wind 
farm was undertaken in the UK in 1997 by ETSU for the DTI (ETSU 
W/13/00392/REP). Measurements were made on site and up to 1km away – in a 
wide range of wind speeds and direction. The study found that vibration levels 100m 
from the nearest turbine were a factor of 10 less than those recommended for human 
exposure in critical buildings (i.e. laboratories for precision measurement). Tones 
above 3.0 Hz were found to attenuate rapidly with distance – the higher frequencies 
attenuating at a progressively increasing rate. 
 
Based on the findings of this study, which remains the latest recognised research 
into the subject by the government, your Officers would advise that no objections are 
raised in relation to adverse affect on amenity as a result of Vibro Acoustic Disease 
or low frequency noise, which is often cited in instances where local residents suffer 
from sleep deprivation. Regard has been given to the proximity of the nearest 
dwelling (Badgers Sett - 532m).  
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Shadow Flicker 
 
Under certain combinations of geographical position and time of day, the sun may 
pass behind the rotors of a wind turbine and cast a shadow over nearby properties. 
When the blades rotate the shadow flicks on and off. The effect is known as ‘shadow 
flicker’. 
 
The likelihood of shadow flicker at certain times of the year has been raised but the 
companion guide to PPS22 advises that shadow flicker has been proven to occur 
only within 10 rotor diameters of a turbine. The ES analysis concludes that a very 
small number of dwellings may experience a degree of shadow flicker in early 
mornings or early evenings mainly in spring or autumn.  
 
A planning condition can be imposed to ensure that any nuisance can be controlled 
by automatically shutting down the turbines during times when shadow flicker may 
occur. Bearing this in mind, together with the limited shadow density and duration 
predicted and allowing for times when the sun is behind clouds or the turbines are 
inoperative, or orientated at 90 degrees to the sun, your Officers consider that the 
effect on living conditions of the nearest dwellings would be insignificant. 
 
It has been suggested that shadow flicker can exacerbate photosensitive epilepsy 
and indeed representations have been received from a neighbour within 850m of the 
proposed development who suffers from epilepsy. 
 
Paragraph 77 of the companion guide to PPS22 states that “Around 0.5 % of the 
population is epileptic and of these around 5 % are photo-sensitive. Of photo-
sensitive epileptics less than 5 % are sensitive to lowest frequencies of 2.5-3 Hz, the 
remainder are sensitive only to higher frequencies. The flicker caused by wind 
turbines is equal to the blade passing frequency. A fast-moving three-bladed 
machine will give rise to the highest levels of flicker frequency. These levels are well 
below 2 Hz. The new generation of wind turbines is known to operate at levels below 
1 Hz. 
 
The Inspector in the Long Bevington (Newark) appeal considered the issue of 
epilepsy in November 2008 (Appeal ref: APP/E2530/A/08/2073384). The Inspector 
concluded that “…in the light of the advice in paragraph 77 of the PPS22 Companion 
Guide on photosensitivity to different speeds of blade rotation, it would plainly be 
unreasonable to prevent the appeal scheme solely on the basis that those with this 
or similar illnesses might see the turbines. To do so would effectively prevent wind 
farm development almost anywhere”. 
 
Whilst noting with interest and a degree of empathy the comments received from this 
neighbour, based on the advice contained within PPS22 para. 77 and the above-
mentioned appeal decision, your Officer would not raise objection to the proposed 
development based on this claim.  
 
Reflection 
 
Turbines can cause flashes of reflected light, which can be visible over long 
distances. It is possible to ameliorate the flashing but it is not possible to eliminate it 
completely. Careful choice of blade material and colour can significantly reduce this  
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effect. The applicant proposes to use a light grey matt finish to reduce the amount of 
light reflection, which is a common material accepted by the Planning Inspectorate. 
The final detail of materials and colour can be conditioned to ensure appropriate 
materials are used.  
 
Ice Shedding 
 
During periods of extreme cold weather, as recently experienced in Worcestershire, 
a build up of ice on turbine blades can occur. The cold weather recently experienced 
is not a regular occurrence. If ice does build up on the blades there can be instances 
of ice shedding when the turbine is started up. Most wind turbines are fitted with 
vibration sensors, which can detect any imbalance which might be caused by the 
icing of the blades and prevent the turbine from operating. Ice shedding can 
therefore be avoided.  
 
It has been recognised by the Inspectorate that a suitably worded condition requiring 
the fitting of sensors and the shutting down of the turbines should icing occur is a 
satisfactory way of overcoming this issue and preventing harm to public or animals.  
 
Conclusions 
 
Having carefully considered matters relating to vibro acoustic disease, shadow 
flicker, light reflection and ice shedding and taking account of the comments raised 
by third parties and the advice contained within the companion guide to PPS22, your 
Officers would not recommend an objection to the proposed development on any of 
these grounds.  
 
Flooding and Drainage 
 
A detailed assessment of the potential effects of the development on the surface 
water and ground water environment has been undertaken by Sinclair Knight Merz 
Ltd on behalf of the applicants. The site is located within flood zone 1 which is 
defined in PPS25 as land at little or no risk of flooding. However, there may be a risk 
of localised flooding from watercourses within the site.  
 
Whitsunn Brook winds its way from Handgate Farm northwards, past the Lenches 
Lakes, around Church Lench village, and then westwards to the north of the site. A 
tributary of Whitsunn Brook flows from Sheriffs Lench through the centre of the site 
north to Rookery Meadow Fishing Pond in the north west of the site, fed by three 
man made field drains within the eastern site boundary. Two further tributaries to the 
Whitsunn Brook exist in the northern boundary of the site. The Whitsunn Brook flows 
into the Piddle Brook which in turn joins the River Avon adjacent to Pershore and 
Wyre Piddle.  
 
The maximum total land take during construction and operation of the wind farm 
amounts to approximately 5.4 ha, 2.7% of the total site area (480ha). The permeable 
nature of the majority of the site means that rainfall will predominantly discharge to 
the ground through infiltration. 
 
The underlying soil is predominantly clay therefore during periods of excessive rain 
runoff rates are currently high. Consideration must therefore be given to the extent to 
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which this development will increase runoff rates and what implications these would 
have on the surrounding land uses.  
 
The applicant has proposed surface water management systems which will be 
designed to mimic existing hydrological regimes, with track side drainage comprising 
either buffer strips or infiltration trenches. During rainfall events, surface water runoff 
from developed areas of the site will pass to the track side drainage and infiltrate into 
the ground. Excess flows during extreme events will also mimic existing runoff 
regimes and pass overland, following local topography, to land drainage ditches, in 
the same way existing runoff will. 
 
The proposed wind farm layout would result in two watercourses being crossed in 
five locations, one of which already exists for a farm access. Four additional crossing 
points will therefore be required to facilitate access to wind farm infrastructure. 
Where the crossings are required, these will be constructed in accordance with EA 
and CIRIA best practice guidance and will be secured via condition, which will 
require agreement in advance with the EA and the Council. The applicants state in 
the ES that the type of crossing method will be chosen at the detailed design stage 
and will be based on the sensitivity of the drainage channel. The use of culverts will 
be minimised where possible. If box culverts are to be used then the effects on the 
drainage channel will be lessened by minimising the disruption to the banks. 
 
The EA have considered the content of the ES and have raised no objections to the 
proposed development on flooding or surface water grounds. Your Officers are 
satisfied that subject to conditions requiring the submission of details, the principle of 
the proposed development would not exacerbate existing flooding or drainage 
patterns within or adjacent to the site.  
 
Impact on the Living Conditions of Nearby Residents 
 
It is a well-established planning principle that there is no right to retain unchanged a 
view from private property. However it can be in the public interest to safeguard the 
outlook from such property in respect of unacceptably overbearing or dominating 
development. Some private residences close to the application site currently enjoy 
very open outlooks towards the proposed site of the turbines although at others the 
outlook is at least partially restricted by buildings or natural landscape features within 
their private gardens or at neighbouring properties. The visual impact on individual 
properties will vary for that reason and also according to the varying separation 
distances and orientations of the dwellings and their main rooms and gardens. 
 
In December 2010 an appeal in Horncastle, Lincolnshire was dismissed on the 
grounds that the proximity of 125m high turbines would cause unacceptable living 
conditions to the occupiers of two dwellings to a “major degree” (Ref. 
APP/D2510/A/10/2121089). On this occasion the dwellings were 702m and 739m 
away from the nearest turbine.  
 
In this case there are a number of dwellings, which are significantly closer than 700m 
to the nearest proposed turbine. In particular Badgers Sett would be 532m away from 
turbine 5, the annex at Five Oaks Farm would be 550m away from turbine 5, Manor 
Cottage and Manor Farm would be 586m away from turbine 5.  
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Badgers Sett, being the closest dwelling to the nearest proposed turbine (turbine 5) 
has the benefit of a native (albeit deciduous) hedge line containing semi-mature trees 
along the northern boundary. However, whilst a hedge line is likely to remain a 
constant boundary feature in this location its quality and height cannot be guaranteed 
in perpetuity. At a distance of only 534m, the proposed turbine would appear overly 
dominant and overbearing to habitable room windows facing northeast toward the 
turbine. At a height of 126.5m in such close proximity, the existing hedge would do 
little to mitigate the magnitude of the scale of such a structure in the open landscape 
where there are no other comparable features. Turbine 4 whilst located 380m further 
away from Badgers Sett would nonetheless appear ‘on the shoulder’ of turbine 5 
exacerbating the visual impact.  
 
Manor Cottage and Manor Farm currently enjoy open and panoramic aspects of the 
countryside from their rear elevation, garden and main outdoor amenity area, which 
will face directly towards the proposed location of turbine 5. Turbine 5 would appear 
isolated, imposing, dominant and pervasive in the context of the landscape, which in 
such close proximity to residential properties, without any form of immediate 
boundary screening, would be overbearing and overwhelming to the occupiers of 
those properties creating an adverse visual intrusion to the detriment of their 
amenity.  
 
Additionally, Garfield House would be situated approximately 634m to the east of 
turbine 2 and would be afforded unrestricted views from first floor habitable room 
windows of turbines 3, 4 and 5. The views from these windows would be dominated 
and overwhelmed by the presence of the proposed turbines resulting in a panoramic 
view of the wind farm to the detriment of the enjoyment of the amenity of the 
occupiers of this property. Other properties along Evesham Road, Church Lench 
would be located at a greater distance to the proposed turbines. Driftway Barn 
located next door to Garfield House is mainly single storey in height and set lower 
than Garfield House. Views from habitable room windows of this property are less 
likely to be affected by the proposed development due to layout, orientation and built 
form.  
 
There are a large number of other properties close to the application site, which 
would be afforded prominent views of one or more of the proposed turbines, which is 
reflective of extent to which the area surrounding the application site is populated. 
However, many of these properties are at distances greater than 700m and have 
different orientations to those properties already mentioned. For example, properties 
such as Rookery Farm, which is approximately 676m away from turbine 1 (and due 
north) would have a linear view of the wind turbines whereas properties along the 
Evesham Road such as Garfield House would have panoramic (or 90 degree) views 
of the wind farm thereby increasing the visual impact/intrusion. 
 
Conclusions 
 
Any wind farm is likely to bring drastic change to the landscape and the outlook of 
people living nearby and the fact that the development would be reversible is a 
further factor to be borne in mind. The question is whether any residual harm would 
be so serious as to significantly damage such interests. 
 
Whilst the planning system does not exist to protect the private rights of one 
individual against the activities of another, there is a need to assess whether any  
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harm would amount to far more than simply a loss of a view. In this case your 
Officers consider that the proposal would result in the creation of unacceptable and 
detrimental living conditions for the occupiers of a number of dwellings in close 
proximity to the proposed turbines in particular Badgers Sett, Manor Cottage, Manor 
Farm and Garfield House.  
 
Interference with Electromagnetic Transmissions 
 
Wind turbines can potentially affect electromagnetic transmissions by blocking or 
deflecting line of sight radio or microwave links, or by the ‘scattering’ of transmission 
signals. 
 
Line of sight links include radio and TV links to local transmitters, telecommunication 
links and police and emergency service links. Generally, turbine siting can mitigate 
any potential impacts, as the separation distance required to avoid problems is 
generally a matter of a few hundred metres. Scattering of signals mainly affects 
domestic TV and radio reception. When this occurs it is of a predictable nature and 
can generally be alleviated by the installation or modification of a local repeater 
station or cable connection.  
 
Most characteristics of a wind turbine play a part in determining the nature and 
degree of signal scattering, including the rotor diameter, the number of blades, the 
rotational speed, the blade construction and material, and the blade and machine 
geometry. The tower and blades may scatter radiation, and the blades may further 
interfere with radiation scattered by the tower. 
 
Specialist organisations such as Ofcom, the Joint Radio Company and Arqiva (who 
is responsible for providing television transmission network) have all been involved in 
the consideration of this application and none have raised any objections to the 
proposed development. 
 
The 5 main UK Codes Systems Operators for mobile telecommunications have been 
consulted as part of the EIA Scoping exercise and as part of the planning application 
and at the time of writing only comments have been received from T-mobile, who 
have not raised objection to the proposed development.  
 
A condition requiring a scheme to ensure that TV reception is maintained in the event 
that the turbines may interfere with transmission quality is a commonly adopted 
approach by the Planning Inspectorate. Subject to the imposition of such a condition 
and in the absence of an objection from any of the specialist operators, your Officers 
would raise no objection on grounds of interference.  
 
Impact on the Local Economy 
 
The proposal represents a significant capital investment in the area of £18m by 
ScottishPower Renewables. During the 9 month construction phase it is estimated 
that 60 short term jobs will be created (although the source of the labour is 
unknown). Construction could impact on the local supply chain as businesses may 
have the opportunity to provide goods and services. 
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There will be some impact on land use and recreational activities during the 
construction phase with the temporary re-routing of the Wychavon Way, and the 
turbines will be visible from the Lenches when the build is completed.  
 
However, the Council’s Tourism Officer responsible for supporting and promoting the 
spring Blossom Trail which includes the Lenches, feels that on balance the 
development will have little negative impact on that scenic route. 
 
The view that the effect of wind farms on tourism is negligible is supported by ‘The 
Impact of wind farms on the tourist industry in the UK’ prepared by the British Wind 
Energy Association (BWEA) for the All-Party Parliamentary Group on Tourism, May 
2006.  
 
Future promotion of the area could include the wind farm as a point of local interest 
and a visitor attraction if Scottish Power Renewables were to consider offering limited 
education tours or introductions to the facility.   
 
The success of Whitelee Wind farm Visitor Centre near Glasgow, owned by 
ScottishPower Renewables and managed by Glasgow Science Centre demonstrates 
that wind farms are of sufficient interest to attract tourists to an area. It should be 
noted that Whitelee is of much greater size and scope than the proposed Lenchwick 
Wind farm.  Covering 55sq km of moorland tracks and trails it offers a range of 
walking, cycling and outdoor activities.  It also features an exhibition area, learning 
hub used by schools and colleges, a café with a viewing deck and shop. 
 
Arguably the development will have some positive socio-economic effects on the 
local area. For example some people will invariably visit the area to see the wind 
farm.  
 
However, a number of concerns have been raised by local residents and businesses 
on the grounds that the proposed development would have an adverse impact on 
tourism and commerce in the area. There is particular concern over the potential 
impact on the various sporting venues (cricket, football, tennis and fishing) in the 
locality, the Lenchwick Christian Centre and the a number of holiday cottages in the 
area.  
 
Whilst your Officers can appreciate the concerns raised by the local community, 
there remains no compelling evidence to suggest that the proposed development 
would cause any significant loss of business or activity to these uses. Furthermore, it 
would be very difficult to quantify or prove that any loss of business would be directly 
attributed to the presence of a wind farm in the vicinity.  
 
Cumulative Impact 
 
In accordance with the EIA Regulations, the ES submitted by the applicant has given 
consideration to 'cumulative effects'. By definition, these are effects that result from 
incremental changes caused by past, present or reasonably foreseeable actions 
together with the development. For the cumulative assessment, the combined effects 
of several other wind farm developments are considered. This is because effects that 
may be insignificant on an individual basis can have a significant effect cumulatively.  
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A total of 6 sites either operational, under construction, consented or in planning 
were identified within a 64km radius of the application site for the purposes of the 
cumulative assessment. The ES submitted by the applicant identified the following 
sites: 
 
Bleak House, Staffordshire – 3 turbines 102m to tip – decision pending - 60km to N 
Lynch Knoll, Gloucestershire – 1 turbine 61m to tip – operational - 57km to SSW 
Swinford, Leicestershire - 11 turbines 125m to tip - consented - 63km to NE 
Tesco distribution centre, N Warwickshire, 1 turbine 90m to tip – consented - 60km to 
E 
Westmill, Oxfordshire – 5 turbines 80m to tip – operational - 64km to SSE 
Strensham, Gloucestershire, 3 turbines 126m to tip – decision pending - 25km to SW 
 
The cumulative impact of the proposed development and any of the above 
mentioned sites has the potential to impact on receptors such as landscape and 
visual impact, cultural heritage assets and ecology. The ES submitted by the 
applicant considers the cumulative impact for each of these receptors. It concludes 
that, even where there may be distant simultaneous views of the proposed wind farm 
with another, due to a number of factors such as the distance separation, 
topography, natural screening etc. there would be no cumulative adverse harm 
particularly on the visual impact on the landscape. 
 
The nearest site to the proposed wind farm is Strensham in Gloucestershire where 
there is a current planning application for 3 turbines of a similar height to those 
proposed at Lenchwick. Tewkesbury Borough Council is currently considering this 
application and at the time of writing there is no provisional Committee date. Whilst it 
is still necessary to consider the implications of the cumulative impact with 
Strensham, given that it is not consented and there is no guarantee that planning 
permission would be forthcoming, limited weight should be placed on this. Regard is 
also given to access problems associated with the development following the 
Councils refusal of the proposed access track, which was upheld at appeal.  
 
Notwithstanding this, the two wind farms would only be clearly noticeable together 
from distant elevated views from Bredon Hill and The Malvern Hills. From such views 
(as illustrated in the photomontages provided in the ES) both wind farms would 
appear visually distanced from each other and relatively minor in the wider 
landscape.  
 
Overall, your Officers conclude that there would be no adverse cumulative effects of 
the proposed wind farm and any of the other sites identified above. 
 
Impact on Other Local Leisure Activities 
 
Your Officers have had regard to the concerns of those who use the Lenches as a 
recreational area including the cricket pitches, tennis courts and other sports facilities 
at the various recreational clubs around the application site.  
 
The closest turbines would to some extent form a moving backdrop to their activities 
but there is no strong evidence to suggest that moving blades or noise would have 
any demonstrable adverse effect on matches or other sporting events as these or 
other recreational locations in the vicinity of the proposed development. 
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People attending such venues/events would do so for relatively short periods at a 
time albeit some may visit on a regular basis. Therefore they would not be subjected 
to the same level of exposure to noise as permanent residents living in similar 
proximity to a turbine would be.  
 
Response to Other Third Party Comments 
 
Individual opinions on the visual impact of wind turbines will vary. Some people see 
them positively for their aesthetic qualities or because of their function in providing 
clean energy and addressing climate change. Others see them negatively particularly 
where there is a perceived contrast with valued characteristics of their surroundings 
or where there is other perceived harm such as a noise impact. Occasional sight of  
 
the turbines on a visit to the area may also have less of an impact than daily visibility 
from a person’s home.  
 
Apart from local residents, the turbines would be seen by visitors to the area 
especially those using the popular Wychavon Way and Blossom Trail (which are 
widely promoted). However the reactions of those visitors can also be expected to 
vary. Whilst some may consider that their experience of the Lenches is adversely 
affected others may be drawn to the area to visit an operational wind farm.   
 
Comments have been received about the unsuitable nature of Badgers Hill and Hill 
Furze as a means of access for heavy good vehicles and abnormal load deliveries. 
Following the trial run carried out in August 2010, the applicants have confirmed that 
route 2 which would have used Badgers Hill and Hill Furze will not be used for any 
construction traffic.  
 
Comments have been received regarding the impact of abnormal load deliveries on 
existing trees lining Leys Road, Harvington. Your Officers are not aware of any of 
these trees being protected under Tree Presentation Orders nor are any of these 
trees within the Harvington Conservation Area. Your Officers are not aware of any 
trees along Leys Road that would be required to be removed to facilitate the 
abnormal load deliveries. 
 
5 trees would however be required to be removed at the crossroads junction near 
Handgate Farm. Three of the trees are semi-mature and the other two are immature. 
None of the trees are protected by Preservation Order or Conservation Area status. 
The loss of these trees would not in your Officers opinion warrant raising an objection 
to the proposed development.  
 
According to the land use gazetteer a wind farm falls within Use Class B2 - general 
industrial (although it would probably be best suited as a Sui Generis use). The 
application site is currently (or last) used for farming. Comments have been received 
regarding the inappropriateness of the change of use from agriculture to industrial. 
Following the completion of the construction of the wind farm the area around the 
turbines would continue to be used for agricultural purposes as is often the case for 
other wind farm developments. The agricultural status of the vast majority of the land 
contained within the application site would therefore not be undermined to a 
significant or adverse degree by the proposed development.  
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Criticisms and comments have been received regarding the measurements quoted in 
the applicants ES between the proposed development and nearby residential 
properties. For the avoidance of doubt, the measurements quoted in this report have 
been made based on ordinance survey datum and are measured from the nearest 
turbine to the residential properties rather than the amenity areas associated with 
those properties. This was considered to be a more reliable way of ascertaining 
accurate distances because the extent of residential curtilage is not always known 
and therefore could not be accurately measured.  
 
Notwithstanding this, Your Officers would point out that the amenity enjoyed from 
private gardens is equally as important in the assessment of the impact on residential 
amenity and should therefore be taken into account. As a consequence, the 
measurements quoted in this report do not illustrate the distance between the 
turbines and the nearest part of the residential garden.  
 
Summary 
 
Wind farms have a positive role to play in the provision of renewal energy. The 
energy that would be provided by the wind farm must be taken into account as a 
factor that helps to preserve the environment as a whole for future generations. 
 
Any planning permission granted would be for 25 years, following which the turbines 
must be removed. 
 
A key principle of PPS22 is that renewable energy developments should be capable 
of being accommodated throughout England in locations where the technology is 
viable and environmental, economic and social impacts can be addressed 
satisfactorily. 
 
Government policy is clear on urgency of action to increase our renewable energy 
capacity. The Supplement to PPS1 Planning and Climate Change states that it is the 
Government’s belief that ‘climate change is the greatest long term challenge facing 
the world today’ and that ‘addressing climate change is therefore the Government’s 
principal concern for sustainable development’. 
 
Your Officers would suggest that based on current national, regional and local 
planning policy and guidance the principle of onshore wind farms is supported, 
subject to satisfactory compliance with other relevant policies and due regard to 
other material planning considerations. 
 
Consequently, this proposed development has been very carefully assessed against 
a number of important factors which would be affected, in varying degrees, by the 
proposal.  
 
The impact of the proposed development on the character of the landscape and its 
visual intrusion is one of the most important considerations in the assessment of this 
application. After careful consideration it is your Officers’ opinion that the wind farm 
would appear visually dominant in the local landscape. The proposed turbines would 
be visually intrusive, dramatically out of scale with and unsympathetic to the local 
landscape, such that its character would not be safeguarded, restored or enhanced 
by the proposed development. The proposal is, therefore, considered inappropriate 
to and will not integrate with local landscape character and is thus contrary to policy 
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ENV1 of the Wychavon District Local Plan and policy CTC1 of the Worcestershire 
Structure Plan. 
 
Furthermore, the turbines at the proposed height would breach skyline views, tending 
to emphasise their scale, and dominate views of the hill features adjacent. It is 
considered, therefore, that the development would be contrary to policy CTC2 of the 
Worcestershire Structure Plan.  
 
It is self evident that structures up to 126.5m in height would be unmissable and 
would dominate the immediate surroundings. As such the existing landscape 
character would inevitably be affected by the development. In your Officers view the 
current landscape, because of its relative small scale, has a limited capacity to 
accept major change of the nature proposed. The introduction of large structures 
would therefore result in a significant change to the character of the landscape. 
Because the structures themselves are unrelated in scale and form to anything which 
forms part of the existing character it would be impossible to reach a conclusion 
other than that the turbines would have a significant and adverse effect on the 
landscape character. 
 
With regard to protected species, whilst a number of bird species with elevated 
conservation status were recorded (although most in small numbers) your Officers 
would tend to agree with the applicant and the statutory consultees that the effect of 
the development on ornithology is considered to be minor and at parish level and 
therefore not significant. 
 
Your Officers conclude based on the survey evidence and advice from Natural 
England that there is unlikely to be a significant effect on bats as a protected species. 
The turbines can also be sited to avoid harm to other protected species in the area 
including badgers and newts. It is not considered that there would be any significant 
effect on birds or their habitats. Regard should also be had to the potential adverse 
implications of climate change for natural habitats more generally. The provision of 
renewable energy can reduce such risks. 
 
The construction process for the wind farm would itself have a significant impact and 
cause serious disruption to road users, services and residents. Against this, the 
construction of the wind farm would be for a relatively short duration (9 months) 
particularly when compared to the operation lifetime of the wind farm. Upon 
completion such wide spread disruption and impact, particularly through traffic would 
be significantly reduced.  
 
However, the applicant has failed to provide sufficient additional information to 
enable the Highways Agency and the County Highway Authority to assess fully the 
implications of the construction process (and in particular the delivery of abnormal 
loads) and its impact on the highway network. On this basis your Officers would 
recommend refusal of the proposed development on the grounds that it would be 
contrary to highway safety.  
 
On the issue of aviation, subject to a condition requiring the provision of obstruction 
lighting on the proposed turbines, your Officers would raise no objections to the 
proposed development on the grounds of adverse harm to air safety and aviation in 
general. 
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On the subject of public rights of way, your Officers would conclude that horse riders, 
walkers, ramblers and other recreational users of the area including the Wychavon 
Way and the Blossom Trail would certainly notice a significant change, perhaps 
riders more than most due to their more elevated position. However, passing through 
or seeing the turbines would only form a small part of most people’s experience of 
the area and your Officers do not consider their concerns weigh heavily against the 
proposal.  
 
Your Officers are satisfied that with lawful diversions either permanent or temporary 
in place the existing public rights of way would be maintained in a safe and 
accessible way throughout construction, operation and decommissioning of the 
proposed wind farm. An individuals enjoyment of a recreational route whether it is a 
walk along a footpath, a ride along a bridleway or a cycle along a road will vary from 
person to person. Your Officers consider that the amenity value of such recreational 
routes would not be adversely affected which would render the proposed 
development unacceptable. 
 
Your Officers are satisfied that the proposed development would not cause any 
adverse impact on archaeology and that a suitably worded condition would ensure 
adequate monitoring during construction. Your Officers do not consider that there is 
any compelling evidence to suggest that the proposed development would 
undermine the geological stability or interest of the area. 
 
Turning to cultural historical assets, it is acknowledged that the proposed 
development would have an impact on the setting of a number of assets including 
listed buildings, Conservation Areas and Registered Parks and Gardens. However, in 
your Officers opinion the degree of long term impact on the setting of these assets is 
unlikely to result in demonstrable harm being placed upon them. In forming this 
opinion careful consideration has been given to each asset, the proximity of the 
application site and the turbines to the asset together with the likely views towards 
and from the asset. Regard has also been given to the views of English Heritage, 
which are summarised under the consultation responses above. 
 
The impact of the proposed development on residential properties with regard to 
noise is a very complicated and technical area of the assessment of this application. 
The Council felt it prudent to enlist the advice and guidance of independent experts 
(MAS Environmental) in wind farm noise to help it impartially consider the extent of 
impact of this proposal on nearby residential properties.  
 
As a consequence of that advice, your Officers recommend that the Council raise 
objection to the application on the basis that turbine noise levels are predicted to be 
up to 10dB over the prevailing background at some locations such as Manor Farm 
and this would be intrusive and effect the enjoyment of dwellings. Members attention 
is drawn to MAS Environmental’s assertion in paragraph 10.12 of their report where 
they state “It is apparent that there are numerous issues that need to be addressed 
and resolved before the suitability of the proposed wind farm should be considered 
for approval. In the absence of further information, the data presented thus far 
indicates the development is unsuitable in terms of the resulting noise likely to arise 
and in those circumstances refusal is recommended”. 
 
Having carefully considered matters relating to vibro acoustic disease, shadow 
flicker, light reflection and ice shedding and taking account of the comments raised 
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by third parties and the advice contained within the companion guide to PPS22, your 
Officers would not recommend objection to the proposed development on any of 
these grounds. 
 
Regarding flooding and drainage, the Environment Agency have considered the 
content of the ES and have raised no objections to the proposed development on 
flooding or surface water grounds. Your Officers are satisfied that subject to 
conditions requiring the submission of details, the principle of the proposed 
development would not exacerbate existing flooding or drainage patterns within or 
adjacent to the site. 
 
A considerable amount of local opposition has come from concerned local residents 
about the impact of the proposed development on their and others residential 
amenity. Any wind farm is likely to bring drastic change to the landscape and the 
outlook of people living nearby and the fact that the development would be reversible 
is a further factor to be borne in mind. However, the question is whether any residual 
harm to residential amenity would be so serious as to significantly damage such 
interests. 
 
Whilst the planning system does not exist to protect the private rights of one 
individual against the activities of another, there is a need to assess whether any 
harm would amount to far more than simply a loss of a view. In this case your 
Officers consider that the proposal would result in the creation of unacceptable and 
detrimental living conditions for the occupiers of a number of dwellings in close 
proximity to the proposed turbines in particular Badgers Sett, Manor Cottage, Manor 
Farm and Garfield House. 
 
Turning to the matter of electromagnetic transmissions (TV and radio signals), 
subject to the imposition of a condition regarding maintenance of television reception 
and in the absence of an objection from any of the specialist operators, your Officers 
would raise no objection on grounds of interference.  
 
Whilst your Officers can appreciate the concerns raised by the local community, 
there remains no compelling evidence to suggest that the proposed development 
would cause any significant loss of business or activity to these uses. Furthermore, it 
would be very difficult to quantify or prove that any loss of business would be directly 
attributed to the presence of a wind farm in the vicinity. 
 
Your Officers conclude that there would be no adverse cumulative effects of the 
proposed wind farm and any of the other sites identified above. 
 
Your Officers overall conclusion is that whilst on-shore wind farm developments can 
have substantial benefits to society and wider environment aspirations which 
outweigh the adverse effects locally in terms of impact on cultural heritage assets 
and natural heritage, the significance and severity of the impact on the local 
landscape, visual intrusion, local residents who are in such close proximity to the 
development and a lack of adequate information to safeguard highway safety, 
renders this development unacceptable. 
 
Planning Policy Statement 22: Renewable Energy requires that development 
proposals should demonstrate how any environmental and social impacts have been 
minimised. In this particular case the endeavours to minimise impacts have not gone 
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sufficiently far. The importance attached to the benefits of the project, reflecting the 
thrust of the above-mentioned policies, is outweighed by the significant and 
demonstrable harm to the landscape, visual intrusion, adverse impact on the living 
environment of four dwellings in the immediate locality of the site and highway safety.  
 
 

10. Recommendation        Refusal  
 
 
Z001 Notwithstanding the importance of renewable energy provision and the 

contribution the proposed development would have towards meeting the 
regional targets, the proposal would lead to an unacceptably adverse impact 
on the character of the landscape and cause a significant visual impact. By 
virtue of the location, mass and height of the turbines and their associated 
blades, the proposal would adversely affect local landscape character when 
viewed from publicly accessible locations and the wider area having regard 
to the sensitivity of the landscape. The proposed development would fail to 
safeguard, restore or enhance the character of the natural environment 
through a lack of appropriate integration and sensitivity of the local 
landscape and the wider context. The proposal is contrary to the provisions 
of Planning Policy Statement 22: Renewable Energy and its Companion 
Guide: Planning for Renewable Energy, saved Policies SD2, CTC1, CTC2 
and EN2 of the Worcestershire Structure Plan 1996-2011 and saved 
Policies GD2 and ENV1 of the Wychavon District Local Plan – adopted June 
1996. 
 

Z002 Having particular regard to the principles outlined in ETSU-R 97 and advice 
contained within PPG24 it is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that 
the proposed development would expose nearby residential properties such 
as Manor Farm and Manor Farm Cottage to excessive and unreasonable 
levels of noise to the detriment to the amenity of the occupiers of those 
properties. Turbine noise levels are predicted to be up to 10dB over the 
prevailing background at these locations. The proposal is therefore contrary 
to the advice and guidance contained within ETSU-R 97, Planning Policy 
Statement 22: Renewable Energy and its Companion Guide: Planning for 
Renewable Energy, Planning Policy Guidance 24: Planning and Noise, 
saved Policy EN.2 of the Worcestershire Structure Plan 1996-2011 and 
saved Policy GD2 of the Wychavon District Local Plan – adopted June 
1996.  
 

Z003 The proposed development by reason of its siting, scale and proximity to 
residential properties, in particular Badgers Sett, Manor Farm, Manor Farm 
Cottage and Garfield House, would create an overly imposing, dominating 
and oppressive visual effect when viewed from habitable rooms in principal 
elevations of properties and outdoor amenity areas resulting in the 
occupiers of these dwellings suffering substantially unacceptable living 
conditions through significant and adverse visual intrusion into their living 
environment. The proposed development would therefore be contrary to 
saved Policy GD2 of the Wychavon District Local Plan – adopted June 
1996.  
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Z004 The Highways Agency has submitted a holding direction based on need for 

further information regarding the delivery of the turbine components and 
ancillary items. The Highways’ Agency continues to have as yet unresolved 
concerns relating to the use of the M5 and A46 to deliver the wind turbine 
components. In the absence of the principles of a traffic management plan 
agreed with the police and the Highways Agency and method statements to 
quantify the possible disruption to the to the strategic road network such as 
removal/reinstatement of street furniture and verge strengthening, the 
viability of the works in order to accept the transportation route of turbine 
components cannot be fully assessed. Additionally, the County Highway 
Authority has raised objection on the grounds that without future safeguards 
against the impact construction traffic will have on the maintenance of the 
existing highway and any structures during the construction period, together 
with road improvements to ensure highway safety for existing users, the 
level of impact identified in the Transport Assessment is unacceptable. The 
proposed development is therefore contrary to saved Policy T1 of the 
Worcestershire Structure Plan 1996-2011 and saved Policy GD2 of the 
Wychavon District Local Plan – adopted June 1996. 
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