Dear SHCG Supporter,
                                                                                                                                   5.11.10
REEVES HILL WIND FARM: Consultation on Further Supplementary Environmental Information  

This report deals with extra information requested by the Council since February 2009 and will lead to a new decision on whether to grant planning permission.  To see the report and maps click here.
Now the “Regional Spatial Strategy” has gone, locals ought to have more of a say about their patch!

The Landscape Enhancement Fund 

This is supposed to compensate for the damage to landscape caused by four giant 105M turbines.  The fund of £10,000 a year for 10 years then £5.000 for 4 years (total £120,000) is for improvement work (hedging and trees etc.) within 5km of the site. Much of this derisory sum will disappear in administrative costs.  The remainder will buy a few minor works and, in any case, many landowners are already funded for this kind of improvement. 

· We are not told who will administer the fund but it seems that it will be the Developer. 

·  The request about monitoring and evaluation is not answered: the report just says “a monitoring and evaluation mechanism will need to be established”.
·  Natural England and the Council have agreed with the Developer to exchange our beautiful, unspoilt Border landscape for a small fund probably to be managed by the Developer. There is a conflict of interests and the safeguards are not good enough.
Hydrology
Groundwater has now been reclassified as of “high importance” instead of “low” importance” because they have been obliged to recognize the many private water supplies. But they have not shown that “the proposed development would have minimal impact on the water environment”.

· Precautionary investigations to find if the turbine foundations will breach the aquifer are to be left until after the application is decided.

· No guarantees that the proposed mitigation measures to protect private water supplies will be effective.
· No thought about increased risk of local flooding and damage to roads below from paving over substantial areas. They haven’t even mentioned the widening of the road over the hill. 
Visual Impact
Disappointingly, the Council only asked for justification of the distances used in the original analysis.  They grouped all “visual receptors within 3km” together and then wriggled out of discussing any details.

· No survey of the impact on any individual properties, contravening accepted best practice.

· No discussion of amenity of road over Stonewall Hill for daily activities: walking, riding, access.

· The Council have accepted this blanket approach so ignoring the huge negative impact on locals.
Please write making sure that you say everything in your own words, using these and any other points that apply specially to your own situation or worry you when reading the report.

Please head your letter: Objection to Planning Application DCNW08/1289/F , and send it to:

Mr. Philip Mullineux, 


Herefordshire Planning Dept., 


Blueschool House, 


Blueschool Street, 


Hereford, HR1 2ZB    or    pmullineux@herefordshire.gov.uk           before 15th November

Many, many thanks for all your support so far.
Stephen Hugh-Jones      Chairman, Stonewall Hill Conservation Group    sh116@cam.ac.uk 
