
Murex Energy Wreys Barton Farm, Lewdown, Devon
Single 500 kW Wind Turbine

Issue 1 RMA Environmental
February 2015 RMA-C1343S1-1

1.0 INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

1.1 RMA Environmental Limited was commissioned by Murex Energy to prepare an 
Environmental Statement (ES) in support of a planning application for a single wind 
turbine on land at Wreys Barton Farm, Lewdown, Okehampton, Devon.

1.2 The site location is shown in Figure 1.1 with the proposed wind turbine centred on 
National Grid Reference (NGR) SX 43810 87623.  Further details of the proposed 
development are given below.

1.3 As described in more detail in the Planning Statement accompanying the application, the 
objectives of the proposals are to generate renewable energy for agricultural use and to 
supply the national grid in accordance with Government targets for reducing dependence 
on fossil fuels and for the promotion of alternative energy sources.

THE PROPOSED WIND TURBINE

1.4 It is proposed to construct a single Emergya Wind Technologies BV (EWT) 
DIRECTWIND 54*500 kilowatt (kW) wind turbine.  The EWT Technical Specification for 
the 54*500 wind turbine is given as Appendix 1.1.

1.5 In summary, the EWT 54*500 is a direct drive, variable speed, pitch regulated, horizontal 
axis, three-bladed upwind rotor wind turbine.   The wind turbine to be erected would have 
a maximum tip height of 77 metres (m), with a maximum hub height of 50 m and a 
maximum blade diameter of 54 m (each blade being 27 m in length).

1.6 The generator is fully integrated into the structural design of the turbine, which allows for 
a very compact nacelle design.  The drive-train makes use of only one main bearing.  All 
dynamically loaded interfaces from the blades to the foundations comprise sturdy flange 
connections with machined surfaces and are connected by high tensile pre-stressed bolt 
connections.  The nacelle is a compact welded construction, supported on a tapered, 
tubular steel tower, which is coloured light grey on the exterior (RAL 7035).  The wind 
turbine would be supported by a concrete foundation, connected by means of a cast-in 
tube or rod anchor. The rotor blades are made of fibreglass-reinforced epoxy and are 
coloured light grey (RAL 7035). The wind turbine has a complete grounding system and 
lightning protection.

1.7 The wind turbine operates automatically under all wind conditions and is controlled by an 
industrial Programmable Logic Controller (PLC).  Therefore, the wind speed at which the 
turbine cuts-in can be controlled. When the wind speed reaches the cut-in power 
threshold, the turbine is connected to the grid by the power converter.  
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1.8 Where necessary (in case of a fault, extreme weather conditions or other operational 
reason), the turbine can be readily stopped by feathering of the blades to vane position 
(i.e. blades swivelled to 90� with respect to the rotor’s rotational plane).

EIA SCREENING

1.9 An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Screening Opinion was requested from 
West Devon Borough Council (WDBC) on 8th August 2014 under Part 2, Section 5 of the 
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2011 (Statutory Instrument 2011 No.1824) henceforth referred to as the ‘EIA 
Regulations’. 

1.10 WDBC adopted a formal Screening Opinion on 8th September 2014 (Appendix 1.2) which 
concluded that the proposed construction of a single wind turbine at Wreys Barton Farm
constituted EIA Development under the EIA Regulations and, therefore, an ES is 
required.  

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

1.11 The requirement for a public consultation exercise has been addressed by the Applicant 
undertaking a mail-shot of residential properties within a 1 km radius of the application 
site.  This included a location plan of the proposed turbine, an information sheet with 
answers to a list of frequently asked questions and a feedback form to allow the local 
community to make comments on the proposal (refer to Appendix 1.3).  A copy of the 
information was also sent to the Stowford Parish Clerk. 

1.12 A number of feedback forms have been received highlighting issues of concern and 
support for the proposal.  The comments received are set out in Appendix 1.4, along with 
the response from the applicant and action taken to address the feedback in the 
application.

1.13 The feedback forms raised a number of questions relating to the scheme, which the 
Applicant has been able to answer and, if the matter was subject to further survey work, 
this has been undertaken and has been addressed in the application.  The principal 
points of concern related to the possible noise impacts on the closest residential 
properties, the generation output and the visual impact on the landscape.  These issues 
have been addressed inter alia in the supporting documentation submitted with this 
application.

STRUCTURE OF THIS REPORT AND PROJECT TEAM

1.14 The ES accompanying the planning application is a compendium of the Chapters and 
technical environmental studies as set out in Table 1.1 below.
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Table 1.1: ES Contents and Project Team

CHAPTER/ENVIRONMENTAL TOPIC CONSULTANT

Chapter 1.0 – Introduction, including:

- a description of the proposed 
development;

- EIA Screening; and
- structure of the ES and Project Team.

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 2.0 – Assessment Methodology,
including:

- the need for an ES (Screening);
- content of the ES (Scoping); and
- consultation process.

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 3.0 - Planning Policy: Relevant 
legislation and planning policy which 
encourages the development of renewable 
energy schemes as part of a commitment to 
limit carbon emissions and the adverse 
effects of climate change/global warming; 
including:

- International Context;
- National Context; and
- Development Plan Context (West Devon 

Borough Council Local Plan).

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 4.0 – Baseline Environmental 
Conditions, including an overview of the 
existing environmental conditions at site and 
its surroundings.

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 5.0  - Construction and 
Environmental Management, including:

- Outline of Turbine Construction;
- Construction Traffic Management;
- Decommissioning; and
- Environmental Management Measures.

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 6.0 - Shadow Flicker, including:

- Policy Context;
- Assessment Methodology;
- Baseline Environmental Conditions; and
- Assessment of Effects.

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 7.0 - Electromagnetic Interference 
and Aviation, including: 

- Policy Context;
- Effects on Microwave Links 

(Telecommunications; Water, Electricity 
and Utilities Industries); and

- Effects on Aviation (Civil Aviation 
Authority, Ministry of Defence and
National Air Traffic Service).

RMA Environmental Ltd

Chapter 8.0 - Landscape and Visual 
Impact, including:

- Policy Context;

The Environmental Dimension Partnership 
(EDP)
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CHAPTER/ENVIRONMENTAL TOPIC CONSULTANT

- Assessment Methodology;
- Baseline Environmental Conditions; and 
- Assessment of Effects.
Chapter 9.0 - Noise, including:

- Policy Context;
- Assessment Methodology;
- Baseline Environmental Conditions; and
- Assessment of Effects.

Ion Acoustics Ltd

Chapter 10.0 – Ecology and Nature 
Conservation, including:

- Policy Context;
- Assessment Methodology;
- Baseline Environmental Conditions; and
- Assessment of Effects.

Seasons Ecology

Chapter 11.0 - Archaeology & Cultural 
Heritage, including:

- Policy Context;
- Assessment Methodology;
- Baseline Environmental Conditions; and
- Assessment of Effects.

Southwest Archaeology

Chapter 12.0 – Summary and Conclusions RMA Environmental Ltd
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1  Introduction 

This document provides a technical overview of the DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 Wind Turbine designed for the IEC 

class II/III application. It is to be read in conjunction with document S-1000927 “DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 

Electrical Summary”. Chapter 2 includes a technical description of the DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 wind turbine. 

Chapter 3 includes technical data. Appendix 1 includes a 3-D assembly of main turbine components. 

 

2 Technical Description 

The DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 is a direct-drive, variable speed, pitch regulated, horizontal axis, three-bladed 

upwind rotor wind turbine.  

 

The gearless direct-driven synchronous generator operates at variable speed. This is made possible by an 

actively controlled AC-DC-AC IGBT power converter connected to the grid. Benefits of this design are low 

maintenance, constant power output at wind speed above rated, and relatively low structural loads compared to 

constant-speed stall-controlled or constant-speed pitch-controlled wind turbines.  

 

The generator is fully integrated into the structural design of the turbine, which allows for a very compact 

nacelle design. The drive-train makes use of only one main bearing, whereas classic designs have separately 

supported main shaft, gearbox and generator. All dynamically loaded interfaces from the blades to the 

foundation are sturdy flange connections with machined surfaces, and high tensile steel pre-stressed bolt 

connections are used. 

 

2.1.1 Operation and safety system 

The turbine operates automatically under all wind conditions and is controlled by an industrial PLC 

(Programmable Logic Controller). The cut-in wind speed is approximately 3m/s. When the rotational speed 

reaches the cut-in power threshold, the turbine is connected to the grid by the power converter. 

 

The power converter controls the generator power output and is programmed with a power set-point versus 

rotor speed curve. Below rated wind speed the power output is controlled to optimise rotor speed versus 

aerodynamic performance (optimum λ-control). Above rated wind speed the power output is kept constant at 

rated value by PD-controlled active blade pitching. 

 

The dynamic responses of the drive train and power controller are optimised for high yield and negligible 

electrical power fluctuations. The variable speed rotor acts as a flywheel, absorbing fluctuating aerodynamic 

power input. The turbine controllers are located in the rotor hub and the tower base (with remote IO in the 

nacelle) and carry out all control functions and safety condition monitoring. In the case of a fault, or extreme 

weather conditions, the turbine is stopped by feathering of the blades to vane position (blades swivelled to 90⁰ 

with respect to rotor‟s rotational plane). 
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In the case of less serious faults which have been resolved, or when extreme weather conditions have passed, 

the turbine restarts automatically to minimise downtime. 

 

2.1.2 Generator 

The multiple-pole, direct-drive generator is directly mounted to the hub. The stator is located in the non-

moving outer ring and the wound pole, separately excited rotor rotates on the inner ring.  

 

The generator is designed such that all aerodynamic forces are directly transferred to the nacelle construction 

without interfering with the generator-induced loads.  

 

2.1.3 Power Converter 

The power converter is an AC-DC-AC IGBT active switching converter. It controls the generator to operate in its 

optimum range, and maintains power quality to the grid. Power factor is controllable within limits. The inverter 

produces unity power factor (cosΦ=1) to the grid under all load conditions, as standard, with adjustable power 

factor. Harmonic distortion conforms to IEEE 519. 

 

2.1.4 Rotor 

The rotor is a three bladed construction, mounted up-wind of the tower. Rotational speed is regulated by active 

blade adjustment towards vane position. Blade pitch is adjusted using an electric servomotor on each of the 

blades. 

 

Each blade has a complete, fully independent pitch system that is designed to be fail-safe. This construction 

negates the need for a mechanical rotor brake. The pitch system is the primary method of controlling the 

aerodynamic power input to the turbine.  

 

At below rated wind speed the blade pitch setting is constant at optimum aerodynamic efficiency. At above 

rated wind speed the fast-acting control system keeps the average aerodynamic power at the rated level by 

keeping the rotor speed close to nominal, even in gusty winds.  

 

The rigid rotor hub is a nodular cast iron structure mounted on the main bearing. Each rotor blade is connected 

to the hub using a pre-stressed ball bearing. It is sufficiently large to provide a comfortable working 

environment for two service technicians during maintenance of the pitch system, the three pitch bearings and 

the blade root from inside the structure. 

 

2.1.5 Rotor blade set 

The rotor blades are made of fibreglass-reinforced epoxy. The aerodynamic design represents state-of-the-art 

technology and is based on a pitch-regulated concept. No extenders are used and the aerodynamic design is 

optimal for this rotor diameter.  
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2.1.6 Main bearing 

The large-diameter main bearing is a specially designed three row cylindrical roller bearing. The inner non-

rotating ring is mounted to the generator stator. The outer rotating ring is mounted between the hub and 

generator rotor. The bearing takes axial and radial loads as well as bending moments. Entrance to the hub is 

through the inner-bearing ring. The bearing is greased by a fully automatic lubrication system controlled by the 

turbine PLC. 

 

2.1.7 Nacelle 

The nacelle is a compact welded construction which houses the yaw mechanism, a service hoist and a control 

cabinet. Both the generator and the tower are flanged to the nacelle. The geometry of the construction assures 

an ideal transfer of loads to the tower and, with the absence of a shaft and gearbox, results in a simple design 

ensuring easy personnel access. 

 

2.1.8 Yaw system 

The yaw bearing is an internally geared ring with a pre-stressed four point contact ball bearing. Electric 

planetary gear motors yaw the nacelle. The yaw brake is passive and is based on the friction of brake pads 

sitting directly on the bearing ring, keeping the yaw system rigid under most loading conditions.  

 

2.1.9 Tower 

The nacelle assembly is supported on a tubular steel tower, fully protected against corrosion. The tower allows 

access to the nacelle via a secure hinged access door at its base. The tower is fitted with an internal ladder with 

safety wire and optional climb assistance, rest platforms and lighting. Standard hub heights are 40, 50 and 75 

metres. 

 

2.1.10 Anchor 

The turbine is supported by a concrete foundation. The connection to this foundation is provided by means of a 

cast-in tube or rod anchor. 

 

2.1.11 Control System 

Bachmann PLC: The M1 controller perfectly combines the openness of a PC-based controller with the reliability 

of industrial hardware platforms. Designed to withstand the toughest ambient conditions it guarantees error-

free use over long periods of time, at subzero temperatures and without fans. 

 

A modern system architecture designed for consistent network-capability permits the easy integration of the M1 

into the environment of the controller and system peripherals. Real-time ethernet permits the real-time 

networking of the controllers, and the support of all standard Fieldbus systems permits the connection of 

standard external components. 
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DMS: DIRECTWIND Monitoring System – EWT‟s proprietary HMI featuring local monitoring and control at the 

turbine, integrated into a remote-access or park-access SCADA. The three DMS applications: Turbine, Park and 

Remote offer individual turbine control and total park monitoring and data logging from your Wind Turbine, 

Wind Park or internet access point. 

 

The DMS turbine software is placed in the turbines themselves.  

 

The DMS park software is placed on a master park PC that can be either in one of the turbines, or on a separate 

PC connected to the park network. The DMS park software also contains the DMS turbine windows, which are 

used when a turbine is accessed over the park network. 

 

The DMS remote software can be placed on any PC with a modem. The DMS remote software is able to contact 

to any park or turbine. For this purpose, the DMS remote software also contains both the DMS Park as the DMS 

turbine windows. 

 

2.1.12 Grounding and lightning protection 

The complete grounding system of the wind turbine incorporates: 

- Safety grounding 

Grounding system to prevent dangerous voltages for humans between parts of the wind turbine which 

can be touched by humans. 

- Lightning protection 

To provide predictable way for the overvoltage / over current in case of a lightning struck or lightning 

induction and to minimize dangerous situations for humans. 

- Electronics grounding 

Grounding system to minimize the interference of electric disturbances into sensitive electric and/or 

electronic circuits. 

Since the DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 mechanical construction is made of metal (steel), all grounding systems are 

combined. 

 

2.1.13 Special Editions 

The following special editions of the DIRECTWIND 52/54*500 are available: 

 Cold Weather edition  

o minimum operating temperature: -40°C 

 Desert edition  

o maximum operating temperature: +50°C 

o capable of withstanding sandstorms 

 Marine edition 

o for operation in saline environments 
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3 Technical Data 

 Where data are separated by “/” this refers to the respective rotor diameter (51.5 / 52.5 / 54 m). 

 

3.1 Wind and Site Data 

Wind class II / II / III according to IEC 61400 – 1 

Max 50-year extreme 59.5 / 59.5 / 52.5 m/s 

Turbulence class A (I15 = 0.16) 

Maximum flow inclination      
(terrain slope) 

8° 

Maximum mean air density 1.225 kg/m³ 

Max ann. mean wind  
speed at hub height 

8.5 / 8.5 / 7.5 m/s 

 

3.2 Temperature Data 

 Standard Cold Weather  

Min ambient design -20°C -40°C  

Min ambient operating -20°C -40°C  

Min ambient cold start -20°C -30°C  

Max ambient operating +40°C +40°C  

Max ambient design +50°C +50°C  

    

The Desert edition can withstand sandstorms and operating temperatures of +50°C 

The Marine edition can operate in a saline environment 

 

3.3 Operational Data 

Cut in wind speed 3 m/s 

Cut out wind speed 25 m/s 

Rated wind speed 14 / 13.9 / 13.5 m/s 

Rotor speed 13 to 33 rpm, rated 26 rpm 

Power output 500kW 

Power factor 1.0 (adjustable 0.75 lagging to 0.75 leading) 
Measured at LV terminals 

 

3.4 Rotor 

Diameter 51.5 / 52.5 / 54 m 

Type 3-Bladed, horizontal axis 

Position Up-wind 

Swept area 2,083 / 2,165 / 2,290 m² 

Power regulation Pitch control; Rotor field excitation 

Rotor tilt angle 5° 
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3.5 Blade Set 

Type PMC 24.5 / 25.0 / 25.8 

Blade length 24.5 / 25.0 / 25.75 m 

Chord @ 23.5m 0.723 m 

Chord Max @ 5.5m 2.402 m 

Aerodynamic profile DU 91, DU 98 and NACA 64618 

Material Glass reinforced epoxy 

Surface colour Light grey RAL 7035 

Twist Distribution 11.5⁰ from root to 5.5m then decreases linearly to 0.29⁰,  
then non-linearly to 0⁰ 

 

3.6 Transmission System 

Type Direct drive 

Couplings Flange connections only 

 

3.7 Controller 

Type Bachmann PLC 

Remote monitoring DIRECTWIND Monitoring System, proprietary SCADA 

 

3.8 Pitch Control and Safety System 

Type Independent blade pitch control 

Activation Variable speed DC motor drive 

Safety Redundant electrical backup 

 

3.9 Yaw System 

Type Active 

Yaw bearing 4 point ball bearing 

Yaw drive 3 x constant speed electric geared motors 

Yaw brake Passive friction brake 

 

3.10 Tower 

Type Tapered tubular tower 

Hub height options 35, 40, 50, 75 m 

Surface colour Interior: White RAL 9010, Exterior: Light grey RAL 7035 
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3.11 Mass Data 

Hub 9,303 kg 

Blade – each 1,919 / 1,931 kg   

Rotor assembly 15,060 / 15,096 kg 

Generator 30,000 kg 

Nacelle assembly 10,000 kg 

Tower 36.5 m 34,000 kg 

Tower 46.5 m 46,000 kg 

Tower 70.5 m 86,500 kg 

 
3.12 Service Brake 

Type Maintenance brake 

Position At hub flange 

Calipers Hydraulic 1-piece 
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APPENDIX 1 - 3-D assembly of main turbine components 

 

 

 

 

 

 



West Devon Borough Council 
 

 

Mr R Murdock 
RMA Environmental Ltd 
Suite 4 
Swallow Court 
Devonshire Gate 
Tiverton 
Devon 
EX16 7EJ 
 

 

 
 

My ref: 00951/2013 
Date: 8th September 2014 

 
 
Dear Mr Murdock, 
 
Statutory Instrument 2011 No. 1824 
The Town and Country Planning (Environment Impact Assessment) 
Regulations 2011  
Regulation 5 
 
Application Number 00951/2013 
Proposal Screening opinion request for proposed wind turbine 
Location Wreys Barton, Hatherleigh, Devon  
  
 
Further to your screening opinion request, please find attached the screening 
opinion now adopted by West Devon Borough Council, as the Local Planning 
Authority, which concludes that: 
 
The development proposed is considered to be an Environmental Impact 
Assessment (EIA).  The decision is based on the information known at the 
time and selection criteria for screening Schedule 2 development 
(Schedule 3) and circular 02/99 (Environmental Impact Assessment) and 
the Planning Practice Guidance and is given without prejudice to any final 
determination of the planning application. 
 
The Local Planning Authority has taken into account the provisions of the EIA 
Regulations and relevant Government guidance in adopting this screening 
opinion. 
 
It is strongly recommended that thorough investigation, assessment and 
reporting, to an appropriate level for the proposed development, be undertaken in 
preparation of submissions for a planning application subsequent to this 
screening decision. We would encourage you to engage in our pre-application 
advice service: 
http://www.westdevon.gov.uk/article/3862/Pre-Application-Service  

http://www.westdevon.gov.uk/article/3862/Pre-Application-Service


West Devon Borough Council 
 

 

 
The Local Planning Authority would anticipate the submission of the following in 
order for a detailed assessment to be undertaken in the context of a formal 
planning application (but not necessarily be confined to): 
 

- Phase 1 Habitat Assessment/Preliminary ecological appraisal (plus further 
work depending upon the results of this survey), considering biodiversity, 
sensitive habitats, ecological receptors as the site is close to sites of 
wildlife interest and county wildlife sites; the surrounding land and river 
corridor also offers good quality habitat, particularly for bats of which 
several species have been identified in the area.  
 

- Landscape Assessments. This should include photomontages from 
significant public viewpoints, heritage assets and public footpaths 
(especially the two castles trail). This should also include a cumulative 
impact assessment. 

 
- Heritage assessment– should be produced in advance of any application. 

The scope of this can be determined through our pre-application advice 
service. English Heritage’s comments on the screening opinion (on file) 
will also help inform this. 

 
- Construction Management Plan – should be submitted as part of any 

formal application, showing access, on site compounds etc, routeing and 
possible wheel wash and dust suppression. 
 

- Drainage Assessment - The proposal should be accompanied by a 
drainage scheme, the scope of which can be determined through our pre-
application advice service but due to the proximity to flood zone 3 (660m 
away to the NW) this should be clearly addressed.   
 

- Contaminated land assessment – contaminated land statement as a 
minimum should be included, plus any further phase 1 and 2 work as 
recommended by the initial survey.  
 

- Noise/Flicker Assessments 
This should be in line with ETSU and IOA guidance. Also please state any 
assumptions and calculations. This should include the maximum levels of 
noise the wind turbine is capable of producing, noise in relation to distance 
and disruption to natural habitats and noise data at the nearest dwelling 
also taking into account shadow flicker data in relation to the nearest 
dwellinghouse. 
 

The Local Planning Authority recommends that pre-application discussions are 
undertaken with Devon County Highways prior to the submission of an 
application, furthermore with regards to the considerations of the historic 



West Devon Borough Council 
 

 

environment the Local Planning Authority would encourage pre-application 
discussions with English Heritage, and Devon Wildlife Trust with regards to the 
County Wildlife Site and area enhancement. Discussions with NATS and MOD 
are also advised prior to submission. All such engagement and consultation 
would be included and co-ordinated in the LPAs pre-application advice service.  
 
In addition WDBC has guidance regarding how it would expect to see the public 
consultation requirement for developments such as this carried out along with 
other helpful guidance. These can be found on our website: 
http://www.westdevon.gov.uk/article/4769/Interim-Renewable-Energy-Guidance  
 
The advice given in this letter is intended to be of assistance and is offered 
without prejudice to the formal decision of the Borough Council as Local Planning 
Authority. This screening opinion is based on the current regulations and advice, 
should the regulations change or the scheme is amended we advise you seek a 
renewed opinion from the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Anna Henderson-Smith 
Planning Officer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.westdevon.gov.uk/article/4769/Interim-Renewable-Energy-Guidance
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Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)  
(England and Wales) Regulations 2011 

 
Regulation 5 – screening opinion checklist 

 
Screening request under Regulation 5 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 
(as amended). 
 

Request for a formal EIA Screening Opinion 
 

Proposal: Single turbine 

West Devon Borough 
Council Ref: 

00951/2014 

 
 

1 Is this a Schedule 1 development? 

If YES – EIA development, EIA required 

If NO – go to Box 2. 

NO 

2 Is this a Schedule 2 development?  

(a) Is it of a description mentioned in Column 1 of the table in 
Schedule 2; 

 If YES – go to 2(b) and (c); 

 If NO – not Schedule 2 development, no EIA required. 

(b) Is any part of the site in a ‘sensitive area’?  
(ie SSSI, AONB, World Heritage site, SAC, scheduled 
monument etc); 

(c) Is any applicable threshold or criterion in the table in Schedule 
2 exceeded or met in relation to the development. 

 If YES to either 2(b) OR (c) – Schedule 2 development – go  to 
Box 3 

 If NO to both 2(b) AND (c) – not Schedule 2 development, 
 no EIA required. 

YES 
 

 

 

NO 
 

 

YES 

 

3 Would the development site/proposal be likely to have significant 
effects on the environment because of factors such as its nature, size 
or location?  (Refer to Schedule 3 for guidance) 

 If YES – EIA development, EIA required. 

 If NO – not EIA development, no EIA required. 

YES 
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Screening Opinion - reasons for decision: 

 

Criteria; 3 (a) Energy Industry industrial installations for the production of electricity 

 
Characteristics of the development 
 

(a) The size of development One wind turbine with an approximate 
height of 77m to tip and capacity of 500KW.  

(b) The cumulation with other 
 development 

There is potential for this development to 
have a cumulative impact with other similar 
development is the locality, in particular:- 

 

   00300/2013 Land at SX387 Lifton, 
Devon Wortham turbine, 50 metre 
hub, 77m tip, now operational 

 00063/2013         Lifton farm Shop, 
50 metre hub, 77m tip, now 
operational  

 The operational turbine in Torridge 
adjacent to Roadford Lake 

 Operational turbines to the south of 
Launceston 

 

It is considered that there is an existing 
cumulative impact now as a result of 
multiple applications and resultant turbines 
in the area. It is considered that the 
cumulative impact has become significant. 
Detailed assessment will be required to 
assess the cumulative impact as this has 
not been addressed within the information 
provided  

 

(c) The use of natural resources Materials would be used in the construction 
process, although it is not anticipated the 
development would use significant 
quantities of natural resources.  
 
It is also considered to be important that 
details would need to be submitted with any 
subsequent application detailing any 
possible hedgerow or tree removal required 
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during the construction process; this must 
be assessed in the Phase 1 Habitat 
Assessment, together with further surveys 
as necessary (e.g. bats and dormice)  

(d) The production of waste Quantities of waste arising from the 
construction of the development is not 
considered to be significant 

(e) Pollution and nuisances The main potential pollution and nuisance 
impacts from this type of proposal are 
expected to be a degree of noise, shadow 
flicker and electro-transmission impacts. 
Careful assessment of potential impacts on 
neighbouring amenities will be a pre-
requisite of any subsequent planning 
application submission. 

 

(f) The risk of accidents, having 
 regard in particular to substances 
 or technologies used 

There is potential risk of an accident caused 
by blade failure or structural failure, 
although, subject to the turbine operating in 
accordance with its design specification, the 
risk of an accident is considered to be low. 

It appears the turbine would not be within 
topple distance of any public highway. 

 
Location of the development 
 

(a) The existing land use The use of the proposal site is currently 
agricultural land; This use would 
presumably remain after installation.    

1D inland undulating uplands landscape 
character type.  

This is characterised as an ‘empty 
landscape’ with ‘long views in all directions’ 
and ‘lower hedges’ and notes developments 
such as turbines and other far reaching 
developments in management guidelines 5 
and 6 
 

(b) The relative abundance, quality 
 and regenerative capacity of the 
 natural resources in the area 

In this context, ‘natural resources’ has been 
taken to mean those resources which exist 
naturally and can be used to attribute or 
derive value, including biodiversity interests 
and the natural landscape.  
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There are insufficient details of whether 
hedgerows will be affected as a result of an 
access track to the site.  
 
A Preliminary ecological appraisal would be 
expected to accompany any planning 
application and should include site 
enhancement as well as any required 
mitigation measures. 
 
In addition, there are no known special 
environmental or scientific designations on 
the site. There is a County Wildlife Site 
located approximately 600m to the NE and 
another approximately 904m to the W. 
There are also at least 2 different species of 
bat recorded in the nearby area and 2 areas 
of other site of wildlife interest nearby in 
disused quarries.   
 
The surrounding area contains high quality 
habitat including mature hedgerows, 
woodland and river corridors; consideration 
must be given to all of these and should any 
protected species be impacted, full 
surveying and mitigation/enhancements will 
be required. 
 

(c) The absorption capacity of the 
 natural environment 

it is considered the potential impacts of the 
proposed turbine would be likely to be high 
particularly when combined with those 
existing turbines in the area 

 
Characteristics of potential impact 
 

(a) Extent of the impact The specification of the proposed 
development, the nature of the risks 
associated with construction and 
operations, potential impacts on residential 
amenity and the historic environment, the 
sites natural setting and sensitivity, and an 
assessment of the nature and extent of 
visual and landscape character, have all 
been described within this document. 
 
The impact will be wide ranging, although 
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not enough information has been given at 
this stage to assess fully. 
 
In particular this proposal is within 870m of 
Thrushelton Church and 783 m of Stowford 
church, both grade I listed. Hayne Manor to 
the SW is approximately 1.8km away but is 
a listed garden as well as a II* listed house. 
In addition there are several nearby grade II 
listed properties at Canon Barn (to the SE) 
and in Thrushelton and Stowford. There are 
also scheduled monuments close by. 
 
In their consultation English Heritage have 
assessed these potential impacts and also 
consider they warrant the need for a full 
EIA. WDBC is of the same opinion, 
particularly when combined with the number 
of other similar turbine developments in the 
nearby area. 
 
Considering the scale of the proposed wind 
turbine in the context of its surroundings, 
close to sensitive ecological designations 
and when combined with the cumulative 
impact of the surrounding developments it 
is felt that the potential impacts would be 
significant enough to warrant a full 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). 
 

(b) The transfrontier nature of the 
 impact 

The proposed development would be visible 
to varying degrees from numerous historic 
and natural vantage points beyond the 
boundaries of the site. The proposed 
development site is located close to the 
West Devon Borough Council borders with 
Torridge District Council and Cornwall 
Council therefore the views of the Planning 
Authority should be sought and considered 
prior to submitting an application. It is also 
likely that it would be visible from Dartmoor 
National Park. 
 

(c) The magnitude and complexity 
 of the impact 

The impacts from construction on the site 
would be temporary, although other impacts 
would remain for the duration of the 
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planning permission. 
 
Principal impacts have been identified and 
assessed above, are considered complex 
and significant in magnitude. 
 

(d) The probability of the impact Degrees of visual impact on varying 
potential receptors are certain during the 
lifetime of the installation. This impact is 
considered significant enough to warrant full 
Environmental Impact Assessment in this 
instance.  

(e) The duration, frequency and 
 reversibility of the impact 

Initial construction impacts would be for a 
period of months. Once in place, the on-site 
structures are likely to be operational for 25 
years, after which all structures would be 
de-commissioned and removed with 
minimal works required on the site to 
restore it to its original state.  
 

 
Conclusion 
 
Having regard to the characteristics, scale and potential impacts of the development, the 
proposal is considered to be significant enough to warrant full Environmental Impact 
Assessment. 
 
The decision is based on the information known at the time, selection criteria for screening 
Schedule 2 development (as contained in Schedule 3) and circular 02/99 (Environmental 
Impact Assessment) and Planning practice guidance, which state that the likelihood of 
significant effects will generally depend on the scale of development, and its visual impact, 
as well as other potential impacts.  
 
The scale of the proposed development and the impacts of the proposal upon the 
landscape and heritage assets within the vicinity are considered complex and significant. 
The location is considered sensitive and there is considered to be potentially significant 
and substantial cumulative impact with similar and other developments in the surrounding 
area.  
 
Consequently, the decision is:- 
 
Screening Opinion - Environmental Impact Assessment required  
 
 (Note: This screening opinion is provided on the basis of the information received by West 
Devon Borough Council on 11th August 2014  and on the assessment made in respect of 
the relevant criteria of Schedule 2 of the Regulations, as detailed above. 
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Case officer 
 
Anna Henderson-Smith 

Date: 
 
9/9/14 
 

 



Proposed Single Wind Turbine on 
Land at Wreys Barton, Lewdown,

Devon.

Community Consultation 31st July 
2014

As a local resident, we want to ensure you are as fully 
informed as possible about our proposal to erect a 
single medium scale wind turbine on land at Wreys 
Barton. This is not a proposal for a wind farm. Based on 
a 23% capacity factor of a 500 kW wind turbine, 
calculations show that it will generate enough green 
energy for around 236 homes based on the UK average 
consumption. However, the manufacturer’s power 
curve indicates energy production would be higher. 
Based on the installed capacity and wind speed at this 
site the turbine will generate enough green energy to 
supply 372 homes based on UK average consumption.

We realise that you may have questions about our 
proposal, about us and about wind energy in general. 
We have tried to answer as many as possible of these 
below.

The Proposed Wind Turbine
 Medium Scale Wind Turbine 
 500 Kwatt wind turbine
 50m Hub height
 77m Tip height

Who are Murex Energy?
You have probably not heard of us; we are based in the 
South West and we work differently from other 
renewable energy companies in that we are specialising 
in small and medium renewable energy projects. We 
aim to utilise the natural resources of the site, i.e. high 
wind speed, topography etc. to generate significant 
renewable electricity with minimal impact on the local 
environment. This is achieved by using a well proven 
wind turbine that has all the research and development 
from a market leading company without the impact of a 
large turbine. 

Farm Diversification
Farm diversification is key for the long term survival of 
family farms. The revenue from the proposed turbine 
will provide a diversified income for the farm. The 
landscape character we enjoy today has been 
developed by generations of farmers managing the 

land. This proposed project will help protect the 
viability of the farm enabling the farmer to continue 
stewardship of the land.

Local community benefit
The proposed development would provide community 
benefit through three specific areas and they are as
follows:

1. A local community benefit fund
2. A local share offer and investment opportunity

3. A community service package (index linked 
with RPI) for a set period.

Why here?
As a local resident you will know that the South West is 
a windy place – national wind speed data shows that 
the wind turbine proposed at this location will work 
well.  Local generation produces the electricity for local 
use and improves efficiency without the voltage drops 
and losses that occur when electricity is pumped down 
the national grid from power stations. The district 
network operator, Western Power Distribution, have 
confirmed there is sufficient capacity and therefore 
demand for electricity in the local area.



Why not put wind turbines offshore?
Yes, we need to be doing this too.  However, the 
downside is that putting wind turbines offshore costs 2-
3 times as much as on land, and that is a cost that 
would get passed on to all of us through our bills.  It’s 
about striking a balance – Britain has always had an 
energy mix, and will always need one.

Will I be able to hear the turbine?
Modern wind turbines are quiet. The proposed wind 
turbine has a direct drive, meaning that it has no 
gearbox in the hub which reduces any potential noise 
even further. 

What environmental work have you done?
As part of the site assessment and detailed feasibility 
study the turbine has been sited in line with current 
planning policies. We have carried out an extensive 
ecological survey, which looks at all aspects of the 
natural environment in and around the site. 

Why is it that I don’t always see wind turbines 
turning?
Modern turbines turn for around 95% of the time. The 
turbine proposed for this site will work in anything from 
a light breeze (2.5 to 3 m/s) to a full gale (28 to 34 m/s). 
In hurricane speeds, they are able to automatically shut 
themselves off safely.

I’ve heard that wind turbines use more energy to 
make than they will ever generate?
This is another common myth. The proposed wind 
turbine typically ‘pays back’ the energy used to make it 
in 6-18 months, depending on the wind speed of the 
site. For the rest of its 25 year life, it is ‘carbon positive’ 
generating energy that would otherwise have to be 
made from non-renewable sources. 

Do wind turbines affect aircraft radar?
We have to demonstrate that this could not happen 
before permission is given.  We consult with the MOD 
and NATS at an early stage of the feasibility process.

I’ve read that wind energy is only viable because it is 
subsidised?
It is a common theme that some national newspapers 
and protest groups like to repeat. You might be 
surprised to discover that many forms of energy receive 
support in one form or another. 

The Feed in Tariff (FIT) for renewable energy (such as 
wind, solar and hydro power) is designed to stimulate 
investment in them. This is because they are 
comparatively expensive to build in the first place, but 
then much cheaper to run because their fuel i.e. the 
wind is free for their entire lifetime, unlike coal, gas or 

nuclear power stations which are expensive to run and 
decommission.

Operators only received FIT for the energy they actually 
generate, not simply for building.  So, it is vital to put 
them where they can be made to work as hard as 
possible

I’ve heard of something called ‘Shadow Flicker’ – what 
is this?
Shadow Flicker is a specific, measurable, predictable 
and very rare occurrence when a number of factors all 
occur at the same time, such as a low winter sun in a 
specific position in the sky. It is a condition that causes a 
shadow flickering effect when viewed from nearby 
through a dark narrow aperture such as a kitchen 
window. We will carry out assessments of potential 
shadow flicker effects on any property within 10x rotor 
diameter of the proposed turbine. The turbine 
technology in any event has the ability to mitigate any 
effects.

What about transport/access?
Using wind as the fuel means that, unlike other power 
sources, there is no need for trucks coming and going. 
We will use the existing roads during the build, with a 
small new access track in the field to the turbine site.  

Will there be more electricity poles or pylons?
There is unlikely to be any need to erect more 
electricity poles or pylons as all new cables will be laid 
underground. One of the major advantages of medium 
wind turbines is that they use the current local grid 
network with minor upgrades to cables and switchgears 
on existing poles and substations. 

What happens next?
We are currently finalising the necessary surveys and 
compiling reports and documentation for the planning 
application. The aim of this public consultation is to 
assimilate comments and concerns made by local 
people and make any adjustments to the design of the 
proposed scheme to accommodate the issues raised.

We hope this answers many of your questions. A 
feedback form is attached, which you can email back to 
Murex at:
info@murexenergy.co.uk

or alternatively complete the feedback form and return 
by post to:

Murex Energy Ltd
PO Box 185
Tiverton
EX16 0DE

Please reply by 12th September 2014.



NAME ADDRESS 
IN 

FAVOUR 
DON’T 
KNOW 

AGAINST 
COMMUNITY 

BENEFIT 
COMMENTS 

APPLICANTS RESPONSE 
& ACTION 

C Proll EX20 4DQ    Local residents 
fuel poverty 
scheme 

  

Richard Gage EX20 4BU       

Sarah Gage EX20 4BU       

L Hagan EX20 4DQ     I feel the negative effect on the environment, 
which here in Devon has taken centuries of 
farming to create, is greater when single turbines 
are sited on every other farm than by the building 
of full scale wind farms in more isolated areas. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Mrs G Doble PL19 8RR     Dear Sirs, 

I would like to lodge my objections to the 
installation of a turbine at the above mentioned 
site. 

1. The turbine will intrude and spoil a typical 
Devon landscape and change the peaceful 
aspect of this part of Devon. 

2. These monstrosities are not producing 
enough consistent energy to meet demand 
when required. What they produce cannot be 
stored but has to be burnt off if the National 
Grid does not have any need for it. 

3. This is a very expensive form of green energy 
and even Germany has given permission to 
burn lignite (a greater form of carbon 
pollutant) as the energy supplied by the 
turbines is not a reliable source for the instant 
demands of heavy industry. 

4. The cost to our fuel bills caused by these 
useless pieces of machinery is abhorrent and 
I object as a consumer and tax payer, having 
to subsidise this form of green energy. 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets (Chapter 3) and any 
potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Peter F EX20 4DD     Ruin the countryside. Too many in this area. Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 



NAME ADDRESS 
IN 

FAVOUR 
DON’T 
KNOW 

AGAINST 
COMMUNITY 

BENEFIT 
COMMENTS 

APPLICANTS RESPONSE 
& ACTION 

guidelines. 

Taylor EX20 4BY     - Question efficiency of wind turbines 

- Impact on landscape 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Caroline 
Stuart 

EX20 4DN     I am against this proposal as it will be totally 
inappropriate to put yet another turbine in this 
valley. The infrastructure needed to install this 
turbine will be at great expense to the area and 
will be detrimental to the local area, the approach 
lanes are not suitable for large vehicles, there 
seems to be no direct route to the site, and in a 
rural area that, so far, has escaped too much 
development, this project is unnecessary and 
whatever measures supported to “sweeten the 
pill.” Smart business. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

The management of 
construction traffic is 
assessed in Chapter 5. 

M. P. Pegg PL19 8RR     I am writing to register my objection to your 
proposed turbine wind turbine at Wreys Barton 
farm. It has Dartmoor National Park on one side 
and Tamar Valley National Heritage site on the 
other. There is an abundance of all birds of wildlife 
in this area which will be affected by this, so 
therefore I object to it. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
ecology (Chapter 10) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Kenyon EX20 4BX     Area surrounded by turbines this will over shadow 
the village. Turbine here based on greed not 
need. Expensive, uncontrollable, unsustainable = 
wind power. Please research biodegradable, 
biomass, hydro and solar instead of spoiling 
environment and paying large subsidies. This is 
about money. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Jill Lewis      I would like to express my strong objection to the Potential impacts on 
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proposal of a Wind Turbine at Wreys Barton, 
Stowford, Devon.  

I object on the grounds of its impact on the local 
community, the many listed buildings in this area, 
Tourism, which employs and generates income for 
this fragile economy, let alone the cumulative 
effect of the other turbines we already have 
spoiling the landscape of this once beautiful  area 
of West Devon. 

landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Leo Bryant EX20 4DL     No thank you!  

Angela Skuse EX20 4BZ     We have too many of them all around here and 
don’t want any more. 

Cumulative impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Mr & Mrs N J 
Twinberrow 

EX20 4BU     Firstly, we appreciate the opportunity to respond 
with comments – I hope at the very least that 
some notice is taken. 

However, our reaction is one of horror and 
dismay. 

1. This turbine will be no more than ¾ slightly 
west of North from our property which is 
located on higher ground – 190 m above sea 
level – compared to the proposed site at 120 
m. One of the key attributes of this property 
when we purchased in 1996 was the 
uninterrupted view of the rolling Devon 
countryside, in excess of 6 miles to the north, 
totally devoid of any development. One such 
turbine was installed at the end of 2013 near 
to Roadford Lake. This is in the same general 
direction and is bad enough at over 2 miles 
away. A 77 m turbine at ¾ mile will destroy 
the view. This will as importantly have an 
effect on the sale value of our property. 

2. These turbines are utterly pointless. You will 
recall what happened on the 6

th
 February 

2006. It was bitterly cold, it was the day of the 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets. 

In a Government ministerial 
statement it says that local 
communities in the vicinity 
of a wind turbine should 
receive direct benefit of 
£5,000 per megawatt of 
installed electricity. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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highest electricity demand for the whole year 
and as is normal in very cold frosty weather, 
there was a large anticyclone centred across 
the whole UK and there was no wind. To 
cover for such eventualities, fossil fuel or 
nuclear power stations have to run for 365 
days a year to allow for the country’s peak 
demand should the wind not blow. Power 
stations running on tick over are grossly 
inefficient and therefore costly to run, but its 
quite alright because we, the electricity bill 
payers, will pay more to fund the gap. 

3. The finances of these projects only stack up 
due to huge subsidies both from government 
(aka Europe) and predominantly from us, the 
electricity bill payer.  Each of these turbines 
costs in the region of £1M and would not be a 
tenable business proposition without the 
massive subsidies for their manufacture, 
erection, and supposed benefit. If we have to 
have renewable energy – a debate in its own 
right – there are far better and far less 
intrusive forms than wind turbines. However it 
should not be “renewables at all costs.” 

4. Your mention in your “selling leaflet” that Farm 
Diversification is a worthy cause. There may 
be periods of time when the farming 
community face hard financial times, and 
having agricultural connections in the family, I 
understand this. There are however many 
forms of diversification possible in this part of 
the country with a large tourist industry. “The 
landscape character we enjoy today has been 
developed by generations of farmers 
managing the land” – a wind turbine does not 
come under the heading of “managing the 
land.” Rather a way to make a fast buck with 
minimal effort. “The landscape character we 
are about to lose today” would be a better and 
more accurate sentence. 
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5. The Local Community Benefit you refer to 
again in your leaflet will be a mere pittance 
compared to the obscene amount of money 
both Murex Energy and the Landowner will 
make from this eyesore, especially given our 
over inflated electricity bills we face each 
quarter. 

In summary we both fully object for the reasons 
outlined above. 

P Llelow Stowford 
Cross EX20 

4BU 

   Direct payment 
to the Parish 
Council 

A share offer and investment In a Government ministerial 
statement it says that local 
communities in the vicinity 
of a wind turbine should 
receive direct benefit of 
£5,000 per megawatt of 
installed electricity. 

P Groves EX20 4DE    Local Residents 
Fuel Scheme - ? 

 

Community 
Share Offer - ? 

 

Other -  

Local people would possibly be in favour if all 
those staring at wind turbines actually had an 
incentive i.e. reduced electricity bills themselves, 
to support these developments. We can see no 
benefit to local community. 

In a Government ministerial 
statement it says that local 
communities in the vicinity 
of a wind turbine should 
receive direct benefit of 
£5,000 per megawatt of 
installed electricity. 

Nicholas & 
Laura Barton 

Rosendale, 
EX20 4BU 

    We register our strongest objection to the pro-
posal due to the highly deleterious effects on the 
landscape, recreation, appearance, amenity and 
not least property values. 

 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Steve Bassett 4 Kings Way, 
Lewdown 

    I live at 4 Kings Way, Lewdown. We object to the 
250 ft wind turbine to be built in our village! It will 
ruin the landscape and destroy the beauty of the 
countryside. It will devalue are property so when 
or if we ever sell our house it will significantly re-
duce the price of the house! Nobody wants a wind 
turbine outside their house! It will bring noise and 
flicker problems which will become very annoying 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
shadow flicker (Chapter 6) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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quickly. It will hugely affect our tourism industry 
which we depend on as we are only a tiny village. 
There are already 3 wind turbines in Lifton, 
Wortham and Roadford Lake. I don't want our vil-
lage to be ruined by this wind turbine. Before we 
know it, we will be living in the a giant Wind Farm!  

I object and strongly refuse this giant wind turbine 
to be built! 

No, no, no!  

All, the Bassett family. 

Colin & 
Margaret 

Dunn 

Stowe 
Cottage, 

EX20 4BZ 

    Please be advised that my wife and I object 
strongly to your proposed wind turbine at Wreys 
Barton as being entirely unsuited to this part of 
West Devon on the grounds of visual and possible 
noise impacts. It is simply inappropriate. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
noise (Chapter 9) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Kimberly 
Tucker 

Stowford     As a resident of Stowford near Lewdown I am writ-
ing to you to object to the plans to erect a 250 ft 
wind turbine at Wreys Barton. Stowford is a tiny, 
quiet and beautiful village and I feel that this wind 
turbine would have a devastating effect on our 
village. 

While I appreciate the need to consider energy 
plans for the future I do not feel that Stowford is a 
suitable location. I am concerned not only about 
the visual effects on this area of outstanding 
beauty but also about noise, light and flicker dis-
turbance to the residence. I moved here from Exe-
ter to raise my young son in a rural and beautiful 
place and the erection of a wind turbine here 
would ruin that and possibly even cause me to 
consider moving. I also do not feel that the small 
lanes into Stowford would deal with the lorries and 
transport associated with the building of a wind 
turbine. 

I am unable to attend the meeting on Monday 
September 1st as I have a young son but I hope I 
have made my objection to these plans clear. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
shadow flicker (Chapter 6) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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E. J. Spry Holster Yard, 
Lewdown,  
EX20 4BS 

    Unsightly disruptive. Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
shadow flicker (Chapter 6) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

K. G. H. Alsop EX20 4BS     These turbines are an ugly and unnecessary 
blight on our countryside, as are the acres of solar 
panels. Make use of water power. 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Trevor and 
Alexei Jones 

EX20 4BU     I am writing in absolute objection to the construc-
tion of this wind turbine. We bought our house 
some four years ago and the main reason we 
chose it was because of the superb view we cur-
rently enjoy. I do not want to have this view 
blighted by ba 250ft wind turbine less than a mile 
distant. 

We have recently had our house valued our 
house valued and I have consulted the estate 
agent that valued it and he categorically told us 
that not only would it devalue our house by a con-
siderable amount but that it would be extremely 
difficult to sell. This in itself has implications, which 
are, that we will be paying for the turbine by the 
loss of equity, in fact we may end up in negative 
equity! My children will suffer because of this as 
their inheritance will be badly affected. I don’t 
think that you have any idea of the costs of com-
pensation for all of the residents whose house will 
be similarly devalued. If you did it would cost you 
more than the scheme you are proposing. 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
noise (Chapter 9) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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I have read your fact sheet and find it unbeliev-
able that you say that this carbuncle will benefit 
the community. In addition to those of us that live 
here and will be visibly affected by this turbine it 
will also affect people on holiday and in this area 
as they do not want to come to Devon to look at 
this ugly monstrosity instead of the views of the 
countryside which is what Devon prides itself on, 
amongst other things. No ok this is not a desig-
nated AONB. It is to all that live here though and I 
cannot believe that you are so selfish enough to 
propose this, nor the farmer who has allowed you 
to propose it. 

You say also about ‘Farm Diversification’ and that 
it ‘will provide a diversified income for the farm.’ 
The farm in question is hardly poverty stricken. 
“The landscape character we enjoy today has 
been developed by generations of farmers,” yes it 
has and it is why we chose to live here, to view 
the land during all of the seasons and NOT be-
cause some greedy farmer wants to put a wind 
turbine on his farm. I agree with green energy and 
we have solar panels on our roof and also an 
ASHP. So we are doing our bit for the earth.  

It is also a known fact that companies like your-
selves get paid millions of pounds for turning them 
off because they produce too much electricity and 
that during stormy weather they are also switched 
off. If you must put a turbine up then there are 
plenty of other places that they could be put that 
does not become an eyesore for local people. 
This proposal is the most ill thought out idea I ever 
thought I would see. Not only that but we will hear 
the noise that it will make and we will see the red 
light that you put on top of it, a reminder during 
the night of its existence. Your notes also state 
that it is ‘unlikely’ for the need for more electricity 
poles or pylons. Unlikely is not good enough. 

You can be sure that the residents of Lewdown, 
Stowford and Thrushelton WILL fight this proposal 
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with tooth and nail.  

I am sending a copy of this letter to the local pa-
per, our local MP and West Devon Borough 
Council, to name but a few. 

P. Bailey      All these so called benefits we are paying for in 
tax. 

 

E & M 
McDonnell 

Gwenscott, 
EX20 4BX 

    We already have one large wind turbine on the hill 
opposite our house – No more please! 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets. 

B. J. Balsdon EX20 4BS     We feel it will spoil the view from many houses in 
Lewdown, we can already see 3 from our own 
house. Better to use water power. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Miss E Horn 2 South 
View, 

Stowford 
Cross, EX20 

4BU 

    I am against the proposal of a wind turbine be-
cause it is inappropriate for the beautiful land-
scape. It will devalue the properties of Lewdown. 
It will also cause light and flicker problems. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
shadow flicker (Chapter 6) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Susan 
Richardson 

Unknown     I am writing to lodge my objection to your proposal 
to erect any further wind turbines that will mar the 
landscape of this beautiful area of West Devon. 
Even the independent scientist James Lovelock 
now dismisses the worth of wind turbines. 

In particular I wish to point out the detrimental ef-
fect that the Wreys Barton Turbine would have on: 

1. Wild life, not only bats who are attracted to their 
sonar rays but also migrating birds who travel at 
dusk and may be injured  

2. Listed buildings such as Grade 1 listed 
churches at Thrushelton, Lewtrenchard and Stow-
ford 

3. Tourism - how many visitors would want to stay 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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in an area that is dotted with turbines - people 
come to the area to enjoy our stunning scenery 
and natural vistas not these concrete monstrosi-
ties 

4. Property prices and sales - more and more 
people are reporting that they are unable to sell 
their properties if a wind turbine is nearby and it is 
top of the list of questions prospective buyers are 
asking 

5. Users of footpaths and bridleways such as the 
Two Castles Way 

I will not be supporting your proposal for this wind 
turbine or any others that you are considering 
erecting in the area. 

Teresa 
Sheehan 

The Croft, 
EX20 4DE 

      

Louis Devitt Stowford 
Rise, EX20 
EX20 4DA 

    I write to you today to register my objection to your 
proposed wind turbine development at Wreys Bar-
ton, Stowford village, Lewdown, West Devon. 

We are as you well know, a small rural community 
and as such you probably look upon this proposed 
site as a soft target, which might receive little ob-
jection. 

We are far from a soft target and we intend to fight 
this ridiculous proposal all the way. Your turbine 
would utterly blight our community.  

It is a totally out of scale with everything else in 
the area. There are already far too many of these 
giant turbines ruining our landscape and we will 
not accept any more. 

It is fairly obvious that you are applying to build 
these things all over the place and its simply a 
case of which land owner you can convince to put 
one up that decides where they go. There is no 
coherent plan in place anywhere, you are simply 
cashing in while you can at the expense of the 
environment in which we live. 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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I do not need to point out to you the many disad-
vantages your turbines bring with them, I'm sure 
you are aware, not that you would care to admit to 
them. We here in Stowford as well as the sur-
rounding parishes are all too aware of them. 

Nobody is against the concept of renewable en-
ergy but there are many other ways of reducing 
our carbon emissions without destroying the 
beautiful countryside that we should be protecting 
at all cost for future generations. 

We intend to stand against this proposal at Wreys 
Barton for the sake of ourselves and our children. 

Mrs Julia 
Devitt 

 

Grace 
Cottage 

1 Stowford 
Rise, EX20 

4DA 

 

    I am writing to register my objection to the pro-
posed erection of a wind turbine at Wreys Barton, 
Stowford, Devon. 

I feel very strongly that the character of this area 
is being ruined by these huge turbines which are 
cropping up all over the place. 

I assume that there is no overall plan on where 
they are being erected and that you are just going 
to put them wherever you find the least objection. 

You are ruining the beautiful countryside of West 
Devon and I will not let you walk over us. We may 
be few in numbers but we will fight you all the 
way. 

I am not just unhappy about the thought of you 
erecting a 250ft turbine in a quiet and beautiful 
village but for all of the other villages in the area 
and probably all over the country.  

Everywhere you look these days there is another 
hideous turbine being erected without care for the 
people and wildlife that have to live near it. 

As for Stowford, we are an ancient village with a 
Grade One listed church and we are an area that 
relies on tourism to some extent.  

We have wonderful rural views all around.  

Lewdown sits on a ridge and looks down on a 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets. 
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number of isolated turbines already. The houses 
along the top will definitely depreciate in value if 
this project goes ahead, as well as all the houses 
in the village. 

The majority of people are on low paid wages or 
retired here in the South West and we don't need 
the equity in our houses being stripped. 

I urge you to reconsider and have a conscience 

Mr S Cozens Unknown     What Planet are you Guy’s from?  Putting a Tur-
bine between Two Grade I Church’s in close prox-
imity is a none starter.  What a waste of time!     
There are other very important factors not so ob-
vious.  We hope MUREX see’s sense!  Look at 
this week’s local newspaper. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Stuart Budgen Townleigh 
Farm B & B, 
EX20 4DE 

    Please add my objection to the proposed erection 
of a 77 m wind turbine at Wrey Barton's Farm, 
Stowford. 

I have been fortunate enough to have holidayed in 
the Lifton area for many years and enjoyed the 
beautiful landscape and tranquillity of the area. My 
family and I have recently taken  the decision to 
move into the area from Surrey because of our 
love and appreciation of the countryside. We 
brought Townleigh Farm B & B and three self-
catering cottages mainly due to our intention to 
give something back to the local community. In 
the short time the short time we have run as a 
short break holiday destination we have had many 
visitors comment on the peace and tranquillity of 
Townleigh and the Stowford area. Because of 
this, we have been fully booked which has led us 
to hiring local help with the catering and cleaning. 
So once again we feel we are giving back to our 
community.  

However, since it has become clear that a 77m 
high wind turbine is to be erected within 1 km of 
our holiday lets our visitors have begun to object. 
The consensus is that people coming down from 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
ecology (Chapter 10) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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London or Birmingham are trying to get away from 
noise and light pollution. They are not happy to 
hear that the peace they seek is to be effected by 
a constant red flashing light at night, the potential 
for the landscape to be destroyed by an industrial 
construction and the possibility of additional noise 
made by the turning of the turbine blades.  

If we cannot attract visitors to our establishment 
for a short break in the country the local commu-
nity will suffer. We may have to stop employing 
local people to help maintain our B&B/holiday cot-
tages and affect local trades who help us with 
plumbing, electrics and heating on our old prop-
erty. It will affect the amount of money being spent 
in local pubs and restaurants if visitor numbers 
drop because they no longer view our small area 
of West Devon favourably. 

I would also point out that our B&B and properties 
is surrounded by a very diverse habitat. We have 
a large number of bats roosting in the roof space, 
which is excellent for keeping the mosquito/midge 
population low, however given the proximity to the 
wind turbine there will probably be adverse effects 
on their feeding patterns. It is my understanding 
that we have the following protected species of 
bat in and around Townleigh: 

·        Brown long eared bat 

·        Common pipistrelle 

·        Noctule 

·        Possible horseshoe bat  

There are also large numbers of pheasants being 
raised for the local shot which borders on to the 
Wrey Barton Farm, which will obviously be ad-
versely affected by a huge, constantly tuning pro-
peller. The local land manager is very concerned 
that the number of visitors joining the shot in the 
Autumn will be reduced once the wind turbine is in 
place.   
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Please do not destroy the beauty of the Thrushel 
river valley by erecting such a large scale, indus-
trial wind turbine.  

C & M 
Gibbard 

Southernwoo
d, Lewdown, 
EX20 4DQ 

    We object wholeheartedly to a wind turbine on 
land at Wreys Barton. We will be writing to West 
Devon Council listing the reasons for our objec-
tion. 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets. 

Mrs T. Tucker 

 

2 Stowford 
Rise, 

EX20 4DA 

 

    I am writing to strongly object to the proposed 
wind turbine at Wreys Barton Stowford. 

I moved to the village because of it's rural location 
and lovely views across the countryside. The pro-
posed turbine would spoil the village and the sur-
rounding area as it would be visible from a great 
distance. Added to that the noise it would create 
in a peaceful location and any unknown health 
implications. 

As it is these monstrosities are appearing in 
nearby areas and look ugly and out of keeping 
and are spoiling our beautiful countryside. 

Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

A J Waugh Oakleigh, 

EX20 4BZ 

 

    I am writing to inform you of my objections to the 
plan to erect a 77 m high wind turbine at Wreys 
Barton near Stowford. My objection to this pro-
posal is because of the following. 

It will reduce the property values in the area very 
substantially as told to me by all the local estate 
agents in this area. People want to buy houses in 
this area because of its natural beauty and tran-
quillity, not to look at monstrous great wind tur-
bines. 

I have read numerous reports in the press that 
these turbines can have a detrimental effect on 
people’s health if they are sighted close by, 
namely due to the issue of low frequency noise 
and flicker. This one is going to be very close to 
the Stowford and Lewdown communities. 

In Stowford we are very proud of our Grade 1 

Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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listed Church. People come from far and wide just 
to look around it. This proposed turbine will look 
like it has sprouted from the steeple of the church 
when you approach the village from the Hayne 
manner road. 

We already have 3 turbines built in the area at 
Lifton, Wortham and Roadford, it is already look-
ing like a wind farm around here, enough is 
enough. 

These turbines are completely changing the char-
acter of the landscape in this beautiful part of 
West Devon impacting in a very negative way on 
the beautiful views that visitors come to see. Tour-
ism and the local economy will suffer. 

This particular proposal is very close to a local 
bridleway from Stowford to Lewdown and is part 
of the two castles trail. As it’s so close it is possi-
ble it could startle a horse throwing the rider and 
causing a nasty accident. 

Finally here in Stowford just about every property 
has a colony of bats roosting within. These crea-
tures are protected and a turbine so close will 
cause many to be killed or injured, this is not ac-
ceptable 

Hazel Lucas Unknown     My objection is for the following reasons: 

1. The village of Stowford is in a Conservation 
area. 

2. There are 34 listed buildings in the area, includ-
ing two beautiful Grade 1 churches, one at Stow-
ford and one at Thrushelton. 

3. The turbine will change the character of this 
beautiful part of West Devon. 

4. It will be visible from Dartmoor National Park as 
well as many other distant villages. 

5. We already have the cumulative impact of tur-
bines at Lifton, Wortham, Roadford and the pro-
posed one at Ridgecombe. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9. 
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6. Too many turbines have a negative impact on 
tourism and businesses reliant on visitors to the 
area. 

7. Property values decrease when a turbine ap-
pears in the vicinity. 

8. I have concerns about health issues from 
flicker, low frequency noise and the potential im-
pact on wildlife. 

For all of the above reasons, I object in the 
strongest possible terms. 

Rodney Devitt Unknown     I wish to object to this Planning Application. This is 
a totally unsuitable site for a wind turbine. The 
area is in a quaint village, with a 12th century 
listed church. This is the very quintessence of the 
best of English landscape and environment, to 
which visitors like me travel to enjoy. A wind tur-
bine in its midst would change its character en-
tirely.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Joy Hands Thornlea, 
EX20 4PS 

    The beautiful scenery locally has been ruined by 
large inefficient wind turbines. There are too many 
of them already here and it is only being pursued 
for greed and not always to provide green energy. 
Put your efforts into providing clean, safe and effi-
cient nuclear power stations away from inhabita-
tion. The Stowford site proposed is in a beautiful 
area which also is too close to a beautiful church. 
An environmental impact assessment needs to be 
carried out, 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

Mr & Mrs 
Allain 

EX20 4BZ     Another wind turbine in the coffin of the English 
countryside! 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Barry & 
Christine 
Karlsen 

Lewdown, 
EX20 4EA 

    I have several concerns the primary one for me is 
the visual impact.  

Having moved to this beautiful area and invested 

In a Government ministerial 
statement it says that local 
communities in the vicinity 
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my savings and many years of hard work and on-
going expense restoring my home I am very dis-
tressed that the surrounding countryside may be 
spoiled in this way. 

I frequently walk from my home to the lovely grade 
one listed church at Thrushelton. This will be se-
verely blighted by the visual impact of the wind 
turbine which rather makes a mockery of its lts 
listing. 

I am worried about the reduction in the value of 
my property and the access to the site causing 
disruption during construction. I also suspect that 
many visitors who choose to come to enjoy this 
peaceful area of Dartmoor would be very disap-
pointed to look out at a view dominated by wind 
turbines. Should they decide not to come this will 
have a huge effect on the local economy including 
jobs. 

We already have large turbines in the area with 
several more under consideration. 

Several individuals and large companies are 
achieving significant gains from this industrial de-
velopment while others are paying the price in the 
spoiling of the unique countryside of this part of 
Dartmoor, the reduction in the value of their prop-
erty and the possible loss of income, not to men-
tion the huge cost to the tax payer. Nowhere in 
Europe is pursuing this policy to the same degree. 

This is without consideration of noise and health 
issues and the fact that, for me, the claimed envi-
ronmental benefits of wind turbines are greatly 
diminished when the environmental costs of their 
construction are factored in.  

of a wind turbine should 
receive direct benefit of 
£5,000 per megawatt of 
installed electricity. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9. 

Ann S. Barber Bridestowe, 
EX20 4QE 

    In response to your communication regarding the 
wind turbine at Wreys Barton, Stowford, my hus-
band and I are totally opposed to this destruction 
of the Thrushel Valley. We own a property which 
overlooks the proposed site.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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This erection is planned to be sited in a most 
beautiful and tranquil part of West Devon and 
should not be allowed.  

I consider that a turbine is an erection which en-
croaches, not only on close neighbours, but, as 
this one will be seen by travellers on the A30 and 
the old A30, it will be inflicted also on the seasonal 
visitors who, by visiting this area, obviously value 
the Devon countryside. 

Wreys Barton, being a working farm, must obvi-
ously have roof space on houses, agricultural 
buildings or barns which could support an array of 
solar PV panels. This would be a much more ac-
ceptable method of generating electrical power 
without having to inflict a 77m monstrosity on this 
neighbourhood. By the way, why are they always 
painted white? If they must be erected then surely 
black would be a less intrusive colour or better still 
– camouflage green. 

On 11
th
 August 2014 I note from the Western 

Morning News that 2 similar installations by Murex 
within Devon have been rejected by the Planning 
Inspectorate. Hopefully, this will give you some 
guidance that this type and size of construction is 
not wanted in Devon and Cornwall. 

A copy of this letter has been sent to West Devon 
District Council Planning Authority, and to the lo-
cal MP for the area Mr Geoffrey Cox. 

I do trust that sense will prevail and this applica-
tion, when submitted will be refused. It is not what 
the local community wants. We have more con-
cern for the countryside than lining the pockets of 
one farmer. 

Mr B Spiers Unknown     I strongly object to your proposal to erect a huge 
wind turbine in my local parish. 

 

Mrs J Spiers      I am writing to let you know that I strongly object 
to your proposed plan to seek permission to erect 
a 77m high wind turbine at a site close to Stow-
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ford and Lewdown. 

Stowford is my local parish and as a resident i 
would ask that you re consider your proposal as 
you are not taking into consideration the effect 
that this turbine will have on the local community. 

Elanor Devitt Dublin, 
Ireland 

    I wish to object to planning application 
00951/2014, for the installation of wind turbine/s in 
Stowford, West Devon. This quaint serene village, 
containing a 13th century listed church and beau-
tiful cottages would be ruined with such monstros-
ity/ ies looming over the landscape. I visit this area 
every year for its beauty and tranquillity to rejuve-
nate away from traffic, noise and pollution, so 
please please don't ruin it.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Peter Young ?????     I am writing to you as I have heard about the pro-
posed installation of a 77 meter high wind turbine 
at Wreys Barton, Stowford. 

I would like to communicate to you that I strongly 
object to this proposal, and will be supporting all 
efforts to block this from happening. 

I grew up in this area of Stowford/Lewdown, so I 
fully appreciate the beauty of the unspoilt sur-
rounding landscape and of course the diversity of 
the wildlife. 

I do manage to visit the area as often as possible, 
so am very aware that the wellbeing of the people 
and wildlife hangs in the balance as a result of this 
wind turbine proposal. 

However, the idea that such a wind turbine might 
be installed revolts me! 

I cannot believe that one of the most beautiful val-
leys of South West England could potentially end 
up with such a construction, or in fact that the idea 
is even being considered! 

One of my favourite things to do when I visit the 
region, is to look over Stowford valley at night 
time, towards Roadford lake and seeing just how 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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dark the night sky is without all the light pollution 
seen in many other parts of the country, and ob-
serving the occasional light of a farmhouse in the 
distance. 

So, not only is there the optical carbuncle of its 
very existence there for all to see during the day 
time, but there is also with the strobing red avia-
tion warning lamp at night time! 

Not exactly the kind of thing that is going to en-
hance the landscape. 

Engineering projects carried out in recent decades 
have made a concerted effort to reduce the im-
pact on the surrounding landscape. 

Roadford Dam and lake, although huge, are 
masked very well by the landscape and vegeta-
tion. 

Lewdown itself has in recent years had a long 
awaited reprieve from the traffic heading to and 
from Cornwall (the then A30). Finally, after so 
many years of heavy traffic, the residents of the 
surrounding area were able to breathe a sigh of 
relief as comparable silence came to the village. 
(And now someone wants to introduce a new un-
pleasant noise to these people in the shape of a 
wind turbine.) 

The bypass from Sourton Down to Liftondown that 
gave this reprieve was again cleverly engineered 
so as to reduce noise pollution and to not be eas-
ily visible. 

Many millions were invested in these activities 
(You might say ‘no expense was spared’ in order 
to preserve as much as possible 

And that point brings be onto the subject of Tour-
ism. 

I guess now, that I can be considered a regular 
tourist to the area, but there are many people from 
all over the world who every year travel to the 
area to enjoy it’s unspoilt country charms. 
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Having grown up there, and still having many 
friends who live in the area, I am also aware that 
tourism is a vital industry in the region, and can 
only imagine that this industry will be badly hit 
should such a wind turbine be installed at Wreys 
Barton. 

 Of course, I appreciate it is important for Britain to 
invest and investigate alternative energy sources, 
but I think the cost to society of the negative im-
pact this wind turbine would greatly out weight the 
benefits. 

Whilst, I cannot be accused of being a NIMBY 
(Not In My Back Yard) due to not being a full time 
resident in the area, I do question the logic behind 
choosing such a place to install such a wind tur-
bine and can only think there are far more suitable 
locations that will have hardly any negative impli-
cations. (Off-shore for example). 

Really, whoever has come up with this plan, and 
thinks that is a good idea, is either mad or corrupt. 

I would like to understand exactly which it is, but I 
am guessing that someone somewhere is set to 
make a great deal of money from this. 

Is it the landowner, yourselves at murex energy, 
or even perhaps the local authorities?????? 

Can you help me with answering this question? 

So, once again, I would like to express to you my 
very strong objection to this proposal and would 
urge you to reconsider and scrap the idea. 

This proposal will have these following negative 
impacts: 

 Damage to Landscape Character and Visual 
Impact 

 Damage to the Local Economy 

 Impact on Nature Conservation 

 Cultural Heritage compromised 

 Detrimental Living conditions nearby, includ-
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ing Noise and other pollution; 

 The Cumulative Negative impact with other 
similar developments. 

T J Wallbank EX20 4LA       

V Wallbank EX20 4LA     I am unconvinced that these single wind turbines 
are economically viable. I am however totally con-
vinced that the random siting of these installations 
in an area of natural beauty has adverse effects. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

H E & A G 
Jones 

EX20 4DQ     Not very efficient way to produce electric. Spoil 
the landscape. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

 EX20 4DD     My wife and I object most strongly to your pro-
posal to erect a wind turbine at Wreys Barton. 
From our address you will realise that our house 
will be close to this site and we consider all wind 
turbines are ruining the countryside. Man made 
the towns and God made the countryside now you 
are going to spoil this part of England. 

All the wind turbines are unnecessaryas one can 
generate electricity from the rivers, of which there 
are many in Devon. These turbines would be at 
ground level, invisible and create as much elec-
tricity as your alternative. So please, please do 
not proceed with your proposed wind turbines.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Mr B Spiers Unknown     I strongly object to your proposal to erect a huge 
wind turbine in my local parish. 

 

Michael K. 
Hands 

EX20 4PS     Wind turbines are destroying the rural landscape 
of West Devon, no more should be built in rural 
locations, they devalue homes and have an ad-
verse effect on the tourist industry. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Dave Chick Barton View,     I did not attend this evenings meeting at Stowford 
as I live in the village and it seemed to have been 
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Stowford supported by a hornet's nest of angry locals that I 
want to live peacefully with.  I would however like 
to say that I am in support of your turbine as I 
have cut my energy usage as much as I feel I can, 
but still want the convenience of being able to flick 
a switch and things to work. With what I feel to be 
an energy crisis looming, I think we need to look 
upon renewables in an un-blinkered fashion and 
do what we can now for the future. Wind is a 
technology we have at our fingertips right now, 
and needs to be exploited for future benefits. I 
hope in the near future we can also exploit the 
rivers and seas of the nation, and hope that you 
would also be looking down this avenue too. How 
many people at tonight’s meeting are prepared to 
use less electric because they disagree with look-
ing at a turbine. This is the only solid reason they 
all can truly give in their objections, no matter 
what other reasons they give to complain. 
I am in a minority, but you have my vote, 

Evy Ertryckx Belgium     It has come to my attention that you are proposing 
to install a wind turbine on land at Wreys Barton 
near Stowford and Lewdown in West Devon. 

I would like to express to you my objection to this 
application. 

In Belgium (where I am from) and the Nether-
lands, there are many of these wind turbines and 
the negative effects are widely reported in our lo-
cal media.  

I have been fortunate enough to have visited the 
Lewdown/Stowford area on several occasions as 
a tourist.  

For me it is one of the most beautiful parts of the 
UK that I have visited, and that is why I have re-
turned on many occasions.  

I greatly appreciate the countryside there and 
have enjoyed observing the wildlife, including 
birds of prey and bats.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9), ecology 
(Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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I mention these two species in particular as I know 
how these animals are badly affected by wind tur-
bines. 

I understand that the rotating blades are not the 
only risk to these animals, but also the pressure 
from the turbine blades can cause fatal internal 
injuries.  

These wind turbines are known to have several 
negative impacts on nature conservation, and as 
observing the wildlife in this area is one of the 
pleasures that tourists like myself value, I am sure 
that having an industrial wind turbine installed 
here will only dissuade tourists like myself from 
visiting the area in the future..  

In addition to this, I would like to draw your atten-
tion to the negative visual impact and damage to 
the landscape character that a wind turbine at 
Wreys Barton will cause.  

The view from Lewdown over Stowford towards 
St. Giles on the Heath, Broadwoodwidger, and 
Bratton Clovelly if a sight to behold, featuring his-
toric churches (Stowford, Thrushelton and Broad-
woodwidger) and ancient woodland (Coombe 
wood, Townleigh wood, Eastlake wood).  

This view would be completely wrecked by the 
addition of a wind turbine at Wreys Barton, further 
dissuading tourists from visiting the area.  

I don’t expect many people will want to take a 
photograph of the 200 year old grade II listed, pic-
turesque gothic style, Hayne Manor with a huge 
wind turbine in the background.  

This negative effect to the tourism around Lew-
down and Stowford, will, without any doubt dam-
age the local economy.  

I am also concerned about the cumulative nega-
tive impact on the area that construction of a wind 
turbine at Wreys Barton would have with other 
similar developments.  
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I see that there are already other turbines visible 
in the area as more of these pop up along with 
developments like the A30 (Lewdown Bypass), 
the natural beauty of the area will be severely 
compromised. On this subject, the fore mentioned 
Eastlake wood has already had the A30 (Lew-
down bypass) carve through it in recent years, 
and a Wind Turbine in its vicinity will further dam-
age this historic woodland. 

Another issue which I am aware of is the low fre-
quency noise emitted by these wind turbines. 

Again this is a well reported phenomenon here in 
Belgium and it is well known that this noise is not 
blocked by double glazed windows or building 
structure. 

People living in the vicinity of wind turbines have 
the constant noise in the background.  

It is very stressful and frequently has negative 
effects on their health and wellbeing.  

With the possibility of such a noise coming from 
Wreys Barton, I am concerned that the tranquillity 
of the area will be disturbed and be detrimental to 
the living conditions of people nearby.  

Again, this is another factor that would make me 
consider not returning to the area.  

Please can you take these factors into considera-
tion and drop all efforts to see this project through.  

This special area of British countryside should be 
preserved from such ill-considered developments.  

Margaret 
Dunn 

Unknown     This proposed wind turbine is totally inappropriate 
in this location for a number of reasons. 

1. On a slightly misty day such as today, we can 
already see 6 turbines from our property. On a 
clear day we can see many more. If this number 
increases we shall be living in the middle of a 
wind farm. 

2. If this valley does become a wind farm (see 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9), ecology 
(Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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above) the local economy will suffer drastically as 
tourists will not want to visit an industrial site, con-
sequently hotels, B&B's, shops etc. will have 
greatly reduced turnover. This will result in the 
loss of both local businesses and jobs, followed 
by reduction in the council’s income from business 
rates. 

3. The access for erecting the monstrosity is along 
very narrow, twisty lanes so will be virtually im-
possible without major road works. 

4. The noise levels for the neighbouring properties 
will also lead to blight and revaluation for Council 
Tax thereby reducing income for other statutory 
purposes.  

5. Rare and endangered species have been re-
ported in the area. 

Development of the area is necessary but destruc-
tion of the area’s character is not. 

These are just a few of the foreseen problems 
there are no doubt many more, therefore Murex 
must be prevailed upon to provide a proper Envi-
ronmental Impact Assessment. 

The management of 
construction traffic is 
assessed in Chapter 5. 

Charles 
Booth-

Clibborn 

 

Unknown     Your proposed wind turbine at Wreys Barton will 
totally scar the existing landscape around Stow-
ford, Lewdown and Thrushelton and completely 
compromise the historic setting and heritage val-
ues of both Stowford and Thurshelton churches, 
both listed buildings. It will also impact on our 
listed park and landscape at Haine Manor (grade 
II*) and be seen from the front of the house. Fur-
thermore it is directly in front of our farm and 
houses at Stowford Grange Farm. I have invested 
considerably in improving and adding to the land-
scape around Haine Manor, even burying electri-
cal pylons in the park , and will off course do all I 
can to preserve it.  

A turbine at such close proximity to people’s 
homes will obviously affect the value of all those 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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properties near to it, way beyond the value of any 
electricity subsidy that you (or rather the govern-
ment subsidy for turbines) might offer the resi-
dents. 

I would ask you to find more suitable sites for 
erecting a wind turbine. There is very considerable 
unhappiness about this within the community and 
we will all work hard to ensure that this one does 
not come into existence. 

Jacqui 
Wolstenholme 

EX20 4QY     I strongly object to this proposal for a giant wind 
turbine at Wreys Barton for reasons of cumulative 
effect, effect on heritage buildings and impacts on 
my dwelling. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

S 
Wolstenholme 

EX20 4QY     Strongly object due to significant impact to charac-
ter of landscape, cumulative effect, impact on 
listed buildings including 2 x Grade 1 listed 
churches, impact due to noise and flicker. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
noise (Chapter 9) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

The potential issues 
surrounding shadow flicker 
are assessed in Chapter 6. 

Jim 
Lethbridge 

Whiteaborou
gh, EX20 

4QX 

    Spoil the countryside, also if one in our area goes 
up next thing there will be many. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

M Spry Bridestowe, 
EX20 4QE 

    I am writing to you to object to the proposed wind 
turbine at Wreys Barton, Stowford. The ugly mon-
strous things have no place in the country, spoil-
ing the whole area, devaluing house property, kill-
ing bats, creating health problems for individuals. 
Most people don’t like them or want them. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10)  and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  
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Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9. 

Elizabeth 
White 

Lifton, PL16 
0BT 

    I am writing as a resident of West Devon to stress 
my strong objection to your proposed wind turbine 
at Wreys Farm, Stowford, Devon. 

I am not opposed to alternative sources of energy 
and I am fully aware that we need to find ways of 
creating more energy. However your company is 
responsible for destroying the beautiful country-
side which we live in. It seems to me that the 
greedy landowner and Murex are the only bene-
fiters of these appalling, inefficient, monstrosities, 
which are littering Devon. One drives down the 
A30 and there they all are the way down the heart 
of Devon and Cornwall. When will it stop? I used 
to be so happy to live in Lifton and now I feel an-
ger and disgust every time I go out my front door. 

I know this letter will probably have no impact 
whatsoever but you have to be told how your in-
dustrialisation of our countryside is affecting eve-
ryone and not for the better. 

I would also like to add to my request for a full EIA 
to be undertaken. The proposed site is very close 
to local beautiful attractions such as Brentor and 
Dartmoor National Park and these turbines are 
vandalising our landscape. We live in an area of 
historical value and many historical building are 
situated in the area of Stowford. To erect a turbine 
here would be irresponsible and selfish. 

Please get out of Devon! 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets (Chapter 3); and any 
potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

In a Government ministerial 
statement it says that local 
communities in the vicinity 
of a wind turbine should 
receive direct benefit of 
£5,000 per megawatt of 
installed electricity. 

 

Heather & 
Chris Eyles 

The Stables, 
Lewdown, 
EX20 4DE 

    We would like to register our objection to the pro-
posed wind turbine at Wreys Barton Farm as it will 
be a blight on our property. 

 

Alison Budgen Townleigh,       
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EX20 4DE 

Stuart Budgen Townleigh, 
EX20 4DE 

    Too noisy and too close to property. Potential impacts on noise 
(Chapter 9) have been 
assessed in accordance 
with current guidelines. 

Julie Connolly 
& Janella 
McCrea 

Hedgerow 
Cottage, 

EX20 4DZ 

    These impacts, denied by Murex Energy in your 
various FAQs re: building and erecting turbines 
has been confirmed to me as 100% true by an 
engineer who works for another developer com-
pany. 

STRONGLY OBJECT on the following grounds: 
1. Impact on health of local residents from low 
frequency noise and flicker. 
2. Impact on Grade 1 listed churches x 2: Stow-
ford and Thrushelton 
3. Cumulative impact from existing turbines at 
Lifton, Wortham and Roadford. 
4. Impact on users of footpaths and bridleways - 
this will discourage people coming to the area and 
exercising which the government is trying to en-
courage. 
5. Permanent change to the character of a land-
scape in an area of outstanding natural beauty 
and interference with views across Dartmoor and 
Lyd Valley. 
6. Critical impact on endangered wildlife, in par-
ticular birds and bats. These turbines are major 
killers of birds and bats. 
7. Impact on tourist dependent businesses in the 
area which can ill afford further losses in addition 
to the recession.  
8. Impact on house sellers and associated busi-
nesses with a 30% reduction in house prices con-
firmed by estate agents in the areas blighted by 
this unnecessary technology. 
9. Small areas of solar panel arrays easily hidden 
can provide sufficient electricity for the average 
farm and millions of pounds is wasted because 
the Government is paying for turbines to be 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8), 
ecology (Chapter 10) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

Potential health issues 
related to shadow flicker 
and noise have been 
assessed in Chapters 6 and 
9. 
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switched off because we do not have the technol-
ogy to store the energy they produce and they 
damage the grid when they cause power surges. 
We have enough problems with power surges in 
this part of Devon without anything else adding to 
it. 

Julian Farrar Sunset 
Cottage, 

EX20 4BU 

    I believe that the public consultation exercise that 
you have undertaken so far has been seriously 
flawed, as it has not provided sufficient informa-
tion to local residents about the proposal. 

On my current understanding of your proposal, I 
wish to object to it on the following grounds –  

1. Adverse visual impact due to the scale of the 
proposed turbine. 

2. Its proximity to housing 

3. Its proximity to buildings and areas of historic 
and amenity value. 

4. Noise and light pollution. 

5. Other visual & sonic effects impacting the 
health and well-being of residents. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  

The impact of noise 
pollution in relation to the 
health of nearby residence 
has been assessed in 
Chapter 9. 

James & Alice 
Christie 

 

1 Church 
Cottages, 

Bratton 
Clovelly, 

EX20 4JN 

 

    We wish to object to the proposed erection of a 77 
m wind turbine at Wreys Barton near Lewdown. 

This is an area of outstanding natural beauty on 
the edge of Dartmoor and the height of the pro-
posed turbine will be an eyesore over a very wide 
area. There are already three turbines of similar 
height and effect in the area and the incremental 
effect will cause damage to tourism which is a vital 
local source of income and also reduction in the 
value of properties affecting many communities.  

The benefit of the turbine will be to a very small 
number of people but the harm will impact a wide 
area and therefore the construction of this turbine 
cannot be justified. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Mrs C Steele Hillview 
House, 

    I object to the above proposal of a 250 ft high 
wind turbine which would totally dominate the 
landscape and affect Stowford, Lewdown, Thrush-

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
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Stowford leton and many other areas around West Devon 
and will be seen from a huge distance. 

Many people come to Devon for a holiday for the 
peace and quiet and to enjoy the beautiful land-
scape which is being blighted by wind turbines. 
Many businesses rely on tourism which brings in a 
vast amount of money. I feel holiday-makers will 
think twice before they come to this area and will 
spend their money elsewhere which will be disas-
trous for the local economy.   

The impact on local house prices would be devas-
tating for all of us, having worked hard all our lives 
to own a nice property only to find it would be 
worth 25% less and without any compensation for 
such a loss. 

Murex admits these turbines generate power for 
only 23% of the time and are being subsidised by 
households through their electricity bills. 

This turbine would be placed between two Grade 
1 churches, one in Stowford and the other at 
Thrushleton which is not acceptable. We would 
like to keep these churches with their present as-
pects. 

have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

W J Steele Hillview 
House, 

Stowford 

    I wish to object to this proposal for the following 
reasons.  

1 – This turbine would be approximately 250ft 
high and would completely dominate the villages 
of Stowford, Lewdown and Thrushleton. It would 
also be visible from other outlying villages. 

2 – The sitting of such a huge structure would de-
value many properties in the area, including my 
own, by as much as 25 percent, a disaster for the 
local homeowners. 

3 – I am also concerned about the impact on the 
health of the local residents, many of who are eld-
erly, from flicker and low frequency noise that has 
been experienced with other installations. 

4 – We already have 3 turbines in the area, which 

The UK is committed to 
meeting Renewable energy 
targets; this proposal will 
contribute towards the 
success of these targets.  

Please refer to Chapter 3 
for a summary of the UK’s 
planning policy with regard 
to wind turbines.  

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
ecology (Chapter 10) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines.  
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I feel is more than enough. 

5 – On Murex`s own admission, these turbines 
only generate power for 23 percent of the time, so 
for 77 percent of the time turbines are a useless 
eyesore being subsidised by households through 
their electric bills. 

6 - The impact on wild life will also be damaging, 
particularly on migrating birds whofrequently fly at 
night, to avoid predation. 

In conclusion, I think this proposal has been sub-
mitted purely to satisfy the greed of Murex Energy 
and the landowner. 

The impact of shadow 
flicker and noise pollution in 
relation to the health of 
nearby residence has been 
assessed in Chapter 6 and 
9 respectively.  

Mrs I M Smith 

 

Lewdown, 
EX20 4DQ 

    I strongly object to the above proposed Wind Tur-
bine. 

My prime objection is the intrusion of the number 
of turbines in our unspoiled West Devon country-
side.  I feel they have a detrimental effect on the 
conservation of this beautiful area. 

I must add the very worrying effect the turbine will 
have on the decrease in value of property in this 
area. This is now actual fact. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
ecology (Chapter 10) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Mr P Smith Lewdown,   
EX20 4DQ 

    I strongly object to this proposal. 

There will be a detrimental effect on the wonderful 
Grade 1 listed churches at Stowford and Thrushle-
ton, as well as the manor houses and Grade 11 
listed in the area.  The cumulative impact from 
existing Turbines at Wortham, Lifton and Roadford 
also the proposed Turbine at Ridgecombe Farm 
behind Tinhay. 

To sacrifice the character of the unspoiled land-
scape by erecting these turbines is unforgivable. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Richard & 
Anne Ayre 

 

EX20 4QX     Cumulative impact of this large wind turbine, and 
others already in place, would change the charac-
ter of the landscape. The benefits of energy from 
a renewable source would not in this case out-
weigh harmful impacts on character of area and 
historic listed buildings and their settings. 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) and 
archaeology (Chapter 11) 
have been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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Mary McEntee Unknown     I object to the industrialisation of a rural land-
scape. We already have three massive turbines in 
the locality with further turbines in Cornwall which 
blight our view from our house. 

I am also concerned re Health and Safety Issues 
reported in the Mail on Sunday and I believe it is 
essential that WDBC seek assurances re the rec-
ommendations in the HSE report to ensure such 
incidences do not occur with these massive tur-
bines as the impact would be far greater. 

 

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 

Potential health issues are 
considered to be related to 
shadow flicker and noise; 
these have been assessed 
in Chapters 6 and 9. 

The turbines safety features 
are explained in Chapter 1. 

Alexei Jones Downpark 
Cottage, 

Lewdown, 
EX20 4BU 

    SECOND LETTER – SCANNED  

R.J & C.M  
Harrow 

EX20 4BY     My wife and I have been residents of Stowford for 
42 years and have enjoyed the beautiful scenery 
around us as have all our neighbours, now it 
would seem there are those among us that would 
change all that but not for the better. When a 
property comes up for sale it is described as being 
in a most sought after area but if this goes ahead 
house prices will drop, if they can be sold at all 
and as seen in other areas it will be the tip of the 
iceberg and more will be following behind. It 
seems the only ones to gain from these installa-
tions are the landowners and the company install-
ing them but unfortunately we the general public 
have to compulsively pay via our energy bills to-
wards this jackpot yet have no say in how the 
money is spent. Other countries have found that 
this method of producing energy does not simply 
work, why can’t we learn from their mistakes.  

You talk of diversification for farms, there are nu-
merous farms in Devon who offer holiday lets, Bed 
and Breakfast, Pick your own fruit, trekking, fish-
ing breaks, to name but a few other means of in-

Potential impacts on 
landscape (Chapter 8) have 
been assessed in 
accordance with current 
guidelines. 
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come while appreciating our beautiful surround-
ings, so why would you want to add the sight of an 
industrial electricity producing turbine as a tourist 
attraction, it’s bad enough we have to suffer the 
ones already with us, Roadford, Wortham, Lifton 
Farm Shop, Launceston, plus more all visible from 
the top of Stowford Hill.  

How will this affect tourism in the area i.e.; Hotels, 
Bed and Breakfast, plus Holiday Lets, Inns, Res-
taurants, Shop etc, only a few days ago it was 
overheard a North country holiday maker saying 
“Why travel all this way to look at turbines I could 
stay at home and look out at turbines, Pylons and 
Chimneys where I live.” 
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