Minutes of Rose Ash Parish Meeting dated 10 May 16

Batsworthy Noise Working Group Corrections/Clarifications

The following corrections and clarifications are forwarded with respect to the NDC produced minutes and Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) as listed on the NDC produced Batsworthy Cross Wind Turbine website.

1. “JM began by.........noise cannot be investigated whilst compliance”  should read “Statutory nuisance caused by wind turbine noise cannot be investigated whilst wind turbine noise compliance testing is ongoing”
2. “JM then asked AC.........has to be completed within six months of completion” should read “completed within the first 6 months of the first electric export to the grid” for further clarity it is suggested that the date of the first export be inserted as well i.e “April 7th 2016”.  
3. “RWE have appointed consultants...........” it is considered that NDC are not in a position to approve or otherwise of RWE's choice of noise monitoring consultants. It is only NDC's position to be able to approve the choice of it's own independent expert to verify the actions of RWE's chosen consultant. Therefore the rest of the paragraph is better presented as “As this is a technically challenging area of acoustics, in which NDC does not have sufficient in house and in depth knowledge, NDC will use it's own appointed and independent acoustic consultant to scrutinise RWE's appointed consultants work.  Bob Davis, who was also used to oversee the recent Fullabrook wind farm compliance testing, has been chosen by NDC to scrutinise the compliance noise monitoring process and ensure that data is gathered and processed in line with extant technical guidance”.       

4. The Community were assured by AC that: “Bob Davies will do his own noise monitoring to verify RWE's consultants work” and that “NDC will capture the operating parameters of the turbines post compliance to ensure that the parameters used to obtain compliance are not altered” These 2 aspects of the discussions have been omitted from the Minutes. 

5.  “AC explained......further reassurance” should read “further reassurance that noise monitoring would be conducted on all the cardinal points around the wind farm”.  “monitorink kits” to read “noise monitoring  equipment”
6. Question: Why did it take............compliance at Fullabrook”  the full question continued “despite which, there are still complaints?”

7. The question regarding NDC's consultant and a 4 year compliance period has been omitted it should read “NDC are proposing to use the same consultant who supported a 4 year compliance exercise at Fullabrook. What lessons have been learned? What are the confidence levels in this consultant?” JM answered that: “NDC has confidence in the noise regulations and their approved acoustic consultant “

8. The question regarding the operation of non compliant turbines has been omitted and should read “If the turbines are not compliant will they be switched off until an investigation and any remedial works have been completed and then only switched on for trial purposes rather than being allowed to continue unabated generating electricity whilst  not compliant? JM answered: NDC have a duty to regulate planning consent”
9.  AC will seek clarification...........it is considered that a definition of “sufficient data” should be added for clarification i.e SCADA, acoustic, sound pressure level etc     
10. “MW explained that it is on” should read “in”

11.  “JM explained the Council's ongoing” should read “JM explained that monitoring after compliance was triggered by complaints and so would be the exception rather than the rule”

12.  “Question: are all turbines.......” should read “Does noise monitoring for compliance purposes require all nine turbines to be operation at the same time?” Answer: Yes

13.  The question about baseline monitoring was omitted “Were noise limits set according to a baseline taken 10 years ago?” Answer: yes

14.  “Question: as the noise monitoring..........can this not” delete “not”. “whilst looking at” to read “during compliance testing”.

15.  “JM: The council will reflect.........” should include the detail of what information and when and also detail who would look at the appropriateness of running the 2 exercises side by side.
16. “ A couple of the audience..........”  a more accurate description is “Question: If AM occurs how will it look for NDC that their current consultant advised West Devon Council to accept a significant watering down of the Den Brook AM condition?

17.  The minutes do not reflect that one resident felt that their concerns had been summarily dismissed by NDCs chosen acoustic consultant even though they were acknowledged and are represented in the Planning Inspector's final report.

18.  Jms response to the points raised at 17 and 18 above was “The Council's job is to listen to your representations. You have challenged us really well. We will reflect on your representations”

19. The following question, from one resident, has been omitted “The wind turbines have been so noisy we haven't been able to sleep at night. What are the Council going to do to protect my family?” JM Answered “ We have to be fair to the community and to the operator. You have challenged us on our approach”
20. “Will the Council have raw data.........” the question was more specific i.e. “Will the council have raw acoustic data, SCADA data and any other data in relation to ETSU, made available to them? This in the context of concerns being raised over some signal processing averaging functions. AC said the Council could and would request such data.”
21. “Question could we get the noise........” To be replaced with “ NDC was requested to ask their approved Noise Consultant whether it was possible that non aerodynamic Amplitude Modulation of the broadband noise from the Link Road, caused by the low frequency blade rate beat, of the turbines was possible and that it would cause an effective increase in the Link Road noise level” Answer AC would ask their approved noise consultant. 
22.   The following are missing from the narrative; Question: Will the council give people noise diaries? Answer : Yes please let us know if you want one. 

23. Question: How is AM measured? Has NDC the equipment to measure AM? How do I provide evidence of AM? Answer: AC stated that he would find out, MW offered the fact that audio was being recorded as part of the noise compliance process and he would investigate whether that could be used to identify AM. 

24. Question: are NDC aware that the RWE consultant's definition of AM is very different from that case law definition of AM as per the Denbrook condition? Does NDC agree that the case law definition takes precedence? 

25. Question: What mode are the turbines running in? Answer: MW would find out

26. Question:Are the Council going to write to people to let them know what they can do and who to contact if they are experiencing wind turbine related problems? 

27. Question: Will local residents be consulted on any changes to the Wind Turbine Planning conditions?

28. Question: Can the Council change their noise consultant? Or have 2 noise consultants? Answer: Yes of course the Council can procure a new noise consultant, we have a duty to capture and listen to your representations.

29. Question: What legal mechanisms are there to hold the operators to their compliance parameters and stop them changing them? Answer: AC to find out
FAQs


It is requested that the FAQ area of the website be updated to reflect the above additional questions raised.

“Now that planning permission........” to be replaced by “If a request is made to vary any of the planning conditions will the Public be consulted?”
“It has been established that small changes......... “  Please include the detailed peer reviewed evidence that supports this statement as this is a fundamental aspect of the Wind Turbine operation. Without such evidence the statement should be taken off the website. 
