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February 2021 

Submission by the 

Sinn Féin Group 

on  

Waterford City and 

County Council 
!

regarding 

!
Planning Application 

Ref: PL04.309121 

(Lyrenacarriga Wind Farm) 



Sinn Féin Council Group 
Waterford City and County Council, 

Davitt’s Quay, 
Dungarvan, 

Co. Waterford.  
The Secretary, 
An Bord Pleanála, 
64 Marlborough St, 
Dublin 1. !

Reference: ABP Planning Reference: PL04.309121 (Lyrenacarriga Wind Farm) !
A chara, !
As a group of five Councillors, we are gravely concerned about the proposed development by 
Curns Energy Limited at Lyrenacarriga in West Waterford and East Cork.  !
Having reviewed the planning application and following a process of engagement with our 
constituents, we make the following submission, and signal our objection to the proposed 
development. Our submission highlights issues under the following headings: !
1. Procedural Issues 
2. Alignment with Development Plans 
3. Planning Cases 
4. Heritage of the Blackwater Valley 
5. Impact on Wildlife 
6. Environmental Impact Assessment !
As a group of public representatives we fully support efforts to combat climate change, and we 
appreciate the need to move away from the use of fossil fuels for energy generation. We believe 
that wind energy has an important part to play in delivering on climate action and energy 
security. !
We also believe that the development of wind energy has to careful, considered, balanced and 
forward-thinking. We don’t believe the current application meets these criteria. In our haste to 
address the global environmental crisis we must be careful not to negatively impact on the local 
environment, on communities, on heritage, or on flora and fauna. !
We urge you to give our submission due consideration, and to decide against a grant of 
permission in respect of this application.  !
 is sinne le meas !
  Cllr. Conor D. McGuinness 
  Cllr. Breda Brennan 
  Cllr. Pat Fitzgerald 
  Cllr. Jim Griffin 
  Cllr. John Hearne !
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1. Procedural Issues !!
Direct application to An Bord Pleanála 
The proposed application, submitted directly to Bord Pleanala, bypasses the respective planning 
authorities of Waterford City and County Council and Cork County Council.  We see no 
justification   for this approach, and believe it undermines the democratic planning process and 
the relevance of the planning authorities, the respective development plans and the normal 
planning process which places public participation, equity and the common good at the heart of 
that process.  !
We contend that the basis for lodging this application as a Strategic Infrastructure Development 
(SID) is extremely tenuous, and contradicts both the letter and the spirit of the law. The proposed 
development does not meet the threshold of 50 turbines or total output of 100 megawatts 
required under sections 37A and 37 B of the Planning and Development Acts 2000 - 2006.  !
The pretext on which status as a SID is sought must therefore relate to 37A.(2)(c) and the 
requirement to have significant effect on the area of more than one planning authority. It is our 
opinion that the attempt by the applicant to bundle two developments together in order to 
bypass two planning authorities is contrary to proper procedure, and sets an extremely worrying 
precedent.  !
The application refers to two distinct sites - one in Co. Waterford comprising a development of 
11 turbines of up to 150m in height, a large substation and battery storage facility; and another 
in Co. Cork, comprising a development of 6 turbines of 150m in height and 100m high met mast. 
These are two separate and distinct sites, separated 8km by public road and by 3km of 
farmlands and homes as the crow flies. The two sites are geographically, topographically and 
functionally separate.  !
The proposed grid connection between the two sites cannot be considered sufficient cause to 
treat these two sites as a single development. It is beyond ridiculous that distinct developments, 
several kilometres apart, would be jointly considered as a single development due to a grid 
connection existing between them. If such a precedent is created on foot of this application, it 
will undermine the Acts, the role of local authorities, the role of the Board, and it will 
undoubtedly be the subject of future litigation.  !
The application should not be considered as a SID, and therefore the Board should reject the 
application and advise the developer to submit separate applications to the respective 
competent planning authorities in Co. Waterford and Co. Cork.  !!
Public Consultation 
The ongoing public health crisis and ensuing restrictions have had a negative impact on the 
ability of the public to fully participate in this planning process. There is no hard copy of the 
planning application and associated documents available for inspection by the public. The 
requirement to ensure accessible, transparent and inclusive public participation in the planning 
process is establishing in national and European legislation. We believe the process in this 
instance has not met this requirement.  !

!  3



We are also deeply concerned that the move to have this application considered as a SID has 
made it more difficult and more costly for the public to participate in the public planning 
process.  !
The pre-planning consultation that did take place (ABP-301740-18) does not relate to the 
application currently being considered. There are fundamental differences between the 
information provided as part of the consultation, and the details included with the application: !
- The prospective applicant named in the pre-planning consultation is not the same as the  
current applicant.  

- The site descriptions and locations detailed in the pre-planning consultation are materially  
different from those submitted in the current application.  

- The identification of the respective townlands in the pre-planning consultation is materially  
different to that submitted in the current application. 

There is no provision in law for material changes such as these.There must be a level of 
continuity between a pre-planning consultation and an ensuing planning application. The 
significant and material differences between the information provided during the pre-planning 
consultation and the information submitted in the current planning application renders the 
consultation null and void with regard to the current application.  

The Board should conclude that pre-planning public consultation did not take place with regard 
to the application that is currently before them.  

!
Requirement for detailed site-specific plans 
These failures and breaches of the Planning Regulations are all the more significant in the light of 
the recent case law, November 2020, Balscadden Residents V an Bord Pleanala  wherein the 1

decision of the Board to grant a strategic housing development was quashed on the basis of the 
inadequacy of the plans and failure to comply with the Planning and Development Regulations. 

We refer to the conclusion of Judge Humphreys, which shows the need for proper detailed site-
specific plans: 
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 [2020] IEHC 586, [2020 No. 375 JR] Balscadden Rd. SAA Residents Association Ltd. and An Bord Pleanála 1

and Crekav Trading GP Ltd. 

“The issue is compliance with the regulations by providing all of the principal dimensions of the 
structures to be erected and their locations, which among other things allows proper 
consideration of the application and informed public participation […]” 

“The problem was there on day one with the application itself. 

“To allow the application to proceed would be essentially to allow the dimensions and location 
of the structure to be determined during the process itself, which would override the statutory 
process for grant of permission.”  



The need for site-specific plans is critical where the proposed turbines are to be located atop the 
ridgelines of the site topography and the overall impact of the height of the turbine of 150m 
needs to be considered in the context of the surrounding site levels and levels of neighbouring 
dwellings.  The extent of the impact of overshadowing and dominance can only be properly 
understood in the specific site context detail relative to the surrounding properties and the 
necessary plans and levels are essential to understand the significance of the impacts arising.   !!
Plans do not comply with statutory requirements 
The application does not comply with the statutory requirements for planning applications 
under articles 22 and 23 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 - 2006.  
 
- The site layout plan does not include site levels or contours 

- The application does not include sufficient detail with regard to elevations. Typical details rather 
than specific details are provided for each proposed turbine. This is not sufficient to adequately 
or accurately describe the development.  

- The application does not include contiguous elevations.  

- The application does not include sections showing the development in the context of the 
nearest dwellings.  

- The application does not include adequate sections showing the development and the 
contiguous context.  

- The application does not include elevations of the road diversion, nor sections showing the cut 
and fill profile. No levels or contours are shown.  

- The application does not include sufficient drawings of the grid connection, including the 
substation and pylon.  

- The application does not include specific or detailed plans showing the proposed underground 
works, and only provided typical details, and examples for drainage and watercourse crossings.  

- The application does not specify rotor blade dimensions.  

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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2.  Alignment with Development Plans !!
Context  
It is important to note that the current Development Plan for Co. Waterford was drafted in 
2009/10 and came into force in 2011. It was due to expire in 2017.  !
The Wind Energy Map for Co. Waterford was adopted as a variation to the 2005 - 2011 
Development Plan in 2007, and was subsequently added as an appendix to the 2011-2017 
Development Plan. It was devised almost 15 years ago and does not take into account the 
changes in technology since that time - including the changes in size and scale of wind turbines 
and wind farms.  !
In 2018 Waterford City and County Council voted to amend this part of the Development Plan to 
mark the area to which the current application relates as a ‘No Go’ area for wind energy 
development. !
The current Wind Energy Guidelines are 15 years old, and are currently being reviewed and 
updated. As noted above, the extant guidelines do not take into account the changes in 
technology and the increases in size and scale that have occurred over the past decade and a 
half.  !
The documents that are to be used to examine this application, and that may underpin the 
Board’s decision, are extremely outdated, and are being reviewed or replaced at the present 
time. Although this is not the fault of the Board, its deeply concerning that a decision that will 
have ramification for this area for generations, would be made on the basis of outdated policy. 
We believe that a decision to grant should not be made in what is essentially a policy vacuum.  !!
Landscape Character 
The subject sites are located in or adjacent to an area designated as a visually vulnerable and 
sensitive landscape with designated scenic routes under the Waterford County Development 
Plan.  The site area located within Co. Cork similarly has designated scenic routes within the 
vicinity. 

!
Land use and Equine Establishments  
The Waterford County Development Plan has designated the land use zoning of the area as 
“agriculture” where the objective is for the development of agriculture and the protection of rural 
amenity”. 

Cork County Council has similarly designated the site within its development boundary as a rural 
area under strong urban influence where the policy is to restrict housing development. 

The zoning objectives of the development plans support the development of agriculture, which 
includes the equine sector. The Blackwater Valley has a rich equine tradition, and a thriving 
industry. There are 55 equine establishments in the vicinity of the proposed development. 
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The operation of stud farms and stables is not compatible with wind farm development.  There is  
some research suggesting negative health impacts on horses arising from location of wind farms 
in the vicinity, including impacts on fertility.  This research is matched by a strong perception 
within the equine sector that proximity to wind turbines negatively impacts on equine health. 
and development. Consequently, the development of wind farms at this location would have 
very adverse impacts on many going concerns in the locality. It would also materially contravene 
the zoning objectives of the respective development plans viz. the development and protection 
of agriculture.  

!
Sustainable Tourism 

Chapter 6 of the Waterford County Development Plan highlights the significance of sustainable 
tourism based on a high quality natural environment , the Blackwater Valley comprising one of 
the top visitor attractions because of the spectacular beauty and setting. It recognises the 
‘spectacular beauty and setting’ of the Blackwater Valley’ and notes that it ‘is important to 
enhance these areas for their continued development in the tourism industry, while at the same 
time protecting and conserving the qualities that make these areas attractive in the first 
instance.’ 

The proposed scale, height and extent of the proposed wind farm development located in an 
upland plateau, is incompatible with the landscape and tourism policies and objectives of the 
development plan and the proposed scale height and extent of the development would 
undermine the unspoiled character of the landscape and interfere with the amenity potential for 
recreation, walking  and tourism and dominate the perception and character of the Blackwater 
Valley as an area of spectacular beauty. 

!
Wind Energy Strategy 
As outlined above, the Co. Waterford Wind Energy Strategy dates back to 2006. No strategic 
environmental assessment was carried out with regard to the Wind Energy Strategy.  

The Co. Waterford site is within an area that was initially described as a ‘Preferred Area’ for wind 
turbine development in the Waterford County Development Plan 2011-17. Waterford City and 
County Council voted to amend the Development Plan in order to include this area in the ‘No Go 
Area’ for wind turbine development in 2018, and to amend the Wind Energy Strategy accordingly. 
The clear democratic will is for this sensitive area to be off limits for development of the type  
proposed.  

The strategy was devised at a time when the height of wind turbines was of the order of 35m to 
50m maximum.  

The scale of the proposed wind turbines of 150m height was not anticipated fifteen years ago 
when the strategy was drafted, and neither the Wind Energy Strategy as formulated in 2006, nor 
the 2011 Development plan provides for development of this scale.  

The Wind Energy Strategy does not override the Development Plan zoning objective for 
agriculture or the landscape and scenic amenity protection objectives of the Development Plan.  
It is only where wind energy development is compatible with landscape and amenity and land 
use objectives that it can be positively considered.  However it is evident that the wind strategy 
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map is out of date and reliance on the wind energy strategy and map to facilitate wind energy 
development is not sustainable in the absence of compliance with the SEA Directive. 

!
Impact on Landscape and Visual Amenity 
As the two sites are on elevated ground towards the edges of an undulating upland plateau it is 
obvious that a wind farm on such sites will have widespread visibility, not just locally but much 
further afield. They will be visible from every direction due to their ridge-line locations.  

There may be some areas where land falls away to river valleys that will be screened but as the 
land rises beyond these features there will be clear and total visibility often along the horizon.  
This is demonstrated in many of the viewpoints, and the development will be visible on almost 
all the main National Route approaches to the area, from the north west, the south west and the 
east. !
The proposed development will profoundly and adversely change the fundamental landscape 
character, and negatively impact on the scenery, heritage, wildlife and amenity of the area. !
The spatial extent of the proposed wind farm spreads in a random ad hoc manner across an 
area stretching over 6.315km East-West and a distance of 4.79km North-South. 

The spatial extent of the wind farm and the scale and height of the turbines of 150m located on 
an upland plateau, and the ancillary development including sub-station and cables, will dominate 
the character of the landscape and the scenic amenity of the ridge-lines and skylines. This will  
irrevocably undermine the visual amenity of the scenic landscape character of the area and its 
visual catchment, which extends beyond Youghal and Ardmore in the South and the Blackwater 
Valley to the East. 

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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3. Planning Cases 

!
Ardglass Windfarm (PL04.246824)  
The decision by An Bord Pleanála to overturn a grant of permission by Cork County Council in 
respect of the erection of 7 wind turbines up to 140m in height at Ardglass, sets a relevant and 
significant precedent for the proposed development.   

In particular it validates the significance of the adverse visual impact of wind farm development 
located on an upland plateau within an open and exposed landscape such as characterised at 
the subject Lyrenacariga site where there are adverse impacts on a scenic route R634 and where 
the amenities of rural residential development will be significantly adversely impacted.  It further 
validates that the Wind Energy Guidelines do not override landscape and amenity objectives of 
the Development Plans and the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.  
Landscape and Conservation of Habitats objectives and policies are pre-eminent. 

The reasons for the refusal of permission in the Ardglass case are as follows: 

!
Ballymacarberry (PL93.245211) 
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Having regard to:  

(a) Policy Objectives GI 7-2 and ED 3-5, as set out in the Cork County Development Plan, 2014 – 
2020, 

(b) the location of the proposed wind farm on a rural elevated upland plateau within an open 
and exposed landscape, without any landcover or significant features capable of visually 
absorbing the scale of the development proposed,  

(c) the “Wind Energy Development Guidelines for Planning Authorities” issued by the 
Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in June, 2006,  

(d) the scale and height of the proposed turbines, and  

(e) the pattern of development in the vicinity and the planning history of the subject site,  

it is considered that the proposed development would seriously injure the visual amenities of 
the area, and would, therefore, be contrary to certain criteria set out in Policy ED 3-5 of the 
Cork County Development Plan, 2014 – 2020. Furthermore, it is considered that the proposed 
development would have an adverse impact on a designated Scenic Route, that is, Route S44, 
which it is an objective to protect in accordance with the Cork County Development Plan 2014 – 
2020, and would, therefore, be contrary to Policy GI 7-2 of the Development Plan. The 
proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to the provisions of the “Wind Energy 
Development Guidelines for Planning Authorities” issued by the Department of Environment, 
Heritage and Local Government in June 2006 and would be contrary to the proper planning 
and sustainable development of the area. 



The decision by An Bord Pleanála to uphold a refusal by Waterford County Council to grant 
permission in respect of the erection of 9 wind turbines up to 127m in height at Ballymacarberry 
also sets a relevant and significant precedent for the current application.  

In particular, the decision validated the importance of the preservation of the landscape 
character. It considered that the Ballymacarberry development would constitute a dominant 
feature in a visually vulnerable landscape. In the event of a conflict between the wind energy 
policies and the landscape and scenic route policies in a Development Plan, precedence should 
be given to the latter.  

The reasons for the refusal of permission in the Ballymacarberry case includes the following: 

It is clear therefore that the location of the proposed development at Lyrenacarriga within areas 
identified as a preferred area for wind energy or an area open for consideration is not a carte 
blanche to the grant of permission.  !
The increased scale and extent of the proposed wind energy development which exceeds that of 
the previously refused permission in similar circumstances points to the paramount importance 
of preservation of the landscape character and scenic routes and protection of residential 
amenity. !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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“Notwithstanding the location of the site within a preferred area for wind energy in the 
Waterford County Development Plan 2011 – 2017, it is considered that the proposed 
development, by reason of its height and extent, would constitute a visually dominant feature 
in a vulnerable scenic landscape, as outlined in policy 6.2 of this Plan, and would interfere with 
the character of the landscape which it is considered necessary to preserve.  

In deciding not to accept the Inspector’s recommendation to grant permission, the Board 
noted the inherent conflicts between the wind energy policies and the policies relating to 
landscape and scenic routes, as set out in this County Development Plan, and considered that, 
in this particular location, the proposed development would, if permitted, become a dominant 
feature and impact detrimentally on the environmental quality and scenic landscape of the 
area.” 



4.  Heritage of the Blackwater Valley  

The landscape impact is particularly significant in the context of profound adverse landscape 
impact on the Blackwater Valley, which retains a unique unspoilt landscape character and form 
integrating natural landscape topography with significant architectural heritage and biodiversity 
amenity and importance.  

The Blackwater Valley, is one of Ireland’s most remarkable picturesque landscapes. It combines a 
mighty river, steep terrain, dense woodland and architectural set pieces. In other parts, extensive 
wildlife and rich reed beds extend from the river to a pastoral landscape. !
The significance and current intact unspoilt character of the Blackwater Valley warrants its 
designation as a UNESCO site. !
St Declans Way and the Sean Kelly cycle route add to the tourist potential of the area.    

The importance of the Blackwater Valley would be entirely overwhelmed by the proposed wind 
farm of 150m high turbines and this would undermine its potential for designation as a UNESCO 
World Heritage Site. 

There are significant and profound impacts to landscape character and form which extend well 
beyond the boundaries of the site and which radically alter the perception of the landscape 
character over the wider terrain.   !
The ridge-line and skyline location and excessive height and visual intrusion of the proposed 
wind turbines in a scattered random ad hoc layout extending spatially across West Waterford 
and East Cork in this uniquely important cultural archaeological heritage landscape would 
materially adversely impact on the visual character and cultural significance of the landscape and 
undermine the intrinsic importance of the qualities of the Blackwater Valley  landscape character 
and would fatally undermine the potential for the designation of the Blackwater Valley as a 
UNESCO World Heritage Site. 

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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5.  Impact on Wildlife !
The Whooper Swan (Cygnus cygnus) (A038) is a qualifying interest, and special conservation 
interest and priority habitat of the Blackwater Callows SPA.  We note that a designated change in 
conservation objectives was made in 2020 in respect of this site and wetland and water birds 
were added as an objective. 

The Whooper Swans settle on the Blackwater Callows and the Camphire Callows, where groups 
of over 200 have been sighted and there is potential to use the lands of the wind farm for 
foraging.  A review of the Whooper Swan population was undertaken by Natura Consultants in 
2014.  They migrate every year from their breeding grounds in Iceland.  Ireland supports 60% of 
the Icelandic breeding population and the Blackwater Callows are considered the third most 
important site for this species in Ireland with a mean peak of 329 birds over the four winters 
2001/02 to 2004/05(Boland and Crowe 2012).  However, the swans are not confined within the 
boundaries of the Blackwater Callows but range over agricultural land in the lower Blackwater 
Valley.   

One of the principal foraging areas is the Camphire Callows at the confluence of the River 
Blackwater and the River Bride.  Whooper Swans generally graze on agricultural grassland or 
cereal stubble during the day and roost at night on open water.   

The Whooper swan census co-ordinated by Birdwatch Ireland and undertaken in January 2020, 
had counters cover the Blackwater and Bride and neighbouring sites and Strancally estate. The 
totals along the Blackwater Callows were around 218 birds, and there were more on the Lower 
Blackwater. The locations where swans were recorded on the day are below, but given the nature 
of the river and Callows there are obviously many more locations they would use on a regular 
basis depending on water levels, disturbance etc. 

For the last couple of winters, some of the Whoopers have been travelling over to Kilmolash 
(Grid ref. 52.105, -7.802) during the day, where they have been feeding on the remnants of sugar 
beet in fields there. Numbers vary on different days from just a few to over 60. At dusk, they take 
a route along the River Finisk, and then along the Blackwater. 

There is a potential risk that their flight from foraging routes would bring the whooper swans 
within the vicinity of the wind farm site and imminent threat of loss and collision with turbine 
blades. 

!

Count Unit Code Subsite Ss_Grid

0M396 Ballynerroon W931992

0M397 Blackwater Lodge W982991

0MS05 Ballinlovane W957995

0LS09 Inchinleama W915993

0LS90 Careysville W858995
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The wind farm is located between the flight paths of Blackwater Callows SPA and Blackwater 
Estuary SPA, as well as Blackwater Callows SPA and Ballymacoda SPA and wind turbines form a 
collision risk for multiple SCIs of these European sites.  

Bird surveys undertaken for the project highlight this as does the AA Screening and NIS for the 
project.   Mitigation provided in the NIS for the operation phase is insufficient. Designation of the 
above-mentioned European sites (as with other European sites) is to maintain/restore their SCIs 
(QIs). The mitigation provided in the NIS for the operation stage is for bird surveys which will not 
prevent effects to SCIs within the first year but monitor collision resulting in a year lag in action. 
Also the surveys will not measure disturbance/avoidance of SCIs. The present location of     the 
turbines could effect the SCIs of all three SPAs. This is a signifiacnt adverse impact. Protected 
wetland birds, and migrating birds are under significant pressure (land take, 
hunting,development, disturbance, pollution, collision, climate change) and the wind farm will 
have a cumulative effect on birds that under Annex I of the EU Birds Directive and EU Habitats 
Directive should be protected.  

The daily flights of whooper swans between foraging and roost sites are at around dawn and 
dusk in low light levels.  All swan species are vulnerable to collision with overhead lines and 
turbines.  Populations of long-lived birds such as swans are sensitive to mortality.  The altitude of 
such flights varies between 5m and 45m thus bringing them into risk from collision with turbine 
blades and connecting power lines.   

Any mortality of Whooper Swans is critical to the overall population and would have an adverse 
impact on the integrity of the Blackwater Callows SPA.  

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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6. Environmental Impact Assessment 
  !
The failure to submit adequate plans impedes the carrying out of an adequate EIAR.  The Haul 
route has not been included as part of the planning application which results in project splitting. !
The EIAR Directive Schedule 6 Article 2(a)(ii) of the Planning and Development Regulations as 
amended requires a description of the characteristics of the whole proposed development.   

!
Deficiencies in Landscape and Visual Impact assessment 
For a proposal of this size and scale, fifteen viewpoints provides inadequate coverage and the 
viewpoint location map (Figure 12-12) clearly demonstrates that an entire quarter to the north-
east, the eastern bank of the Blackwater and some areas on the western Cork side are not 
represented.  While Scenic and Transport routes are important, they are represented by 10 of the 
15 viewpoints.  There is a complete imbalance here leaving only 5 views to represent settlements 
and the local community.  There are no viewpoints, which represent the visual impact on the 
residential amenity of the many groups of dwellings around the two sites.   

At the pre-planning meeting Cork County Council specifically requested that an assessment of 
impact on residential amenity be included to ‘also consider the visual amenity of the relevant 
dwellings’ i.e., those located in the area. The application has not fulfilled this request. 

The calculations of the residential properties adversely affected are as follows: 

!
Fifteen The inclusion of only five viewpoints does not adequately assess the impact of the 244 
properties within 3,000m of the proposed development. We content that on this basis the 
landscape and visual impact assessment is seriously deficient.  

!
Inadequate Noise Assessment 
The proposed turbine size and blade diameter and hub height will result in significant adverse 
impact in terms of noise impact, which is not captured in the EIAR.  

There are 244 houses within 3km of the turbines, with the nearest dwelling 700m distant.  A full 
and detailed survey of the residential catchment within 3km is reasonable as the noise 
catchment extends significantly where amplitude modulation and low frequency noise occurs. 

The evidence from the existing wind farms in the area is that noise is a significant and intrusive 

Turbine 
Cluster

No. of 
150m 

turbines

No. of 
properties on 

700 metre - 
margin.

No. of properties 
within 1500 metre 

- margin

No. of properties 
within 3000 metre - 

margin

Western Cluster        6                6               31                244

Eastern Cluster       11              16               59 

      17              22               90                244
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impact, which has resulted in significant sleep deprivation, and adverse impact on residential 
amenity. 

This empirical evidence needs to be considered at the planning stage and it is incumbent on the 
competent authority to vindicate the property rights and the residential amenity of residents 
located within the zone of noise impact from the development. 

A full evaluation of the impact of the turbines on residential amenity is necessary as there is a 
need for an integrated approach to the consideration of amenity impacts which evaluates noise, 
landscape impacts, visual dominance, shadow flicker and rotational impact of the blade 
movement on residential amenity. 

!
Shadow Flicker 

The applicant has assessed 93 properties within a 1.33km distance of which 50 properties may 
require a mitigation strategy (See Figure 6-3 and Table 6-1).  Even though this is based on a 
worst-case scenario this is a very high number of properties.  Table 6-1 is particularly interesting 
because for the first time they give us actual distances from turbines to properties.  There are 18 
properties at distances between 700 and 800 metres, 4 of those properties at 705, 707, 710 and 
714 metres.  

They then go on to apply mitigation in the form of a reduction in the predicted sunshine hours 
and conclude that the DoEHLG total annual guideline limit of 30 hours annually or 30 minutes 
per day will only be exceeded at 4 properties, and although they don’t give those actual 
properties, it can probably be assumed it is those closest given above.  

If shadow flicker occurs the onus will be on the residents to record the occurrence and complain 
to the operator before any action will be initiated in the form of ‘switch off ’ periods or screening 
measures.  

There is potential for shadow flicker onto the R634 route from the close turbines particularly in 
the mornings from low sun rising in the east. It is a significant point of concern, which could give 
rise to a potential traffic hazard. 

!
Decommissioning  

Decommissioning has been inadequately considered in the EIAR and this may breach the Waste 
Directive. The decommissioning of wind farms and their associated infrastructure including the 
grid connection and substation is of significant environmental impact of itself. It has significant 
implications for CO2 emissions.  

The grid connection and substation contain hazardous and toxic materials requiring specialist 
handling. The final disposal solution has not been identified or assessed.  

There is a significant waste problem generated in terms of the difficulty of finding sustainable 
solutions for the disposal of the turbine blades. They are not easily crushed recycled or 
repurposed.  

The Waste Directive sets out a hierarchy for prevention recycling recovery and only as a last 
resort disposal of waste.  The final waste and disposal of the turbine blades has not been 
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factored into the EIAR and compliance with the Waste Directive 2008/98 EC has not been 
addressed. The quantity of landfill necessary to take the decommissioned blades is a significant 
environmental issue and should have been quantified. 

!
!
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