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	Public Meeting on the Bachan Burn Wind Far Proposal, 13 March 2015
Douglas  McCallum Presentation

	Save Cowal’s Hills
	


I am here on behalf of the local community group “Save Cowal’s Hills” and my task is to explain why so many people object to the windfarm proposal.  So, mine is an “over-view” presentation, and people in the audience tonight will no doubt elaborate on individual points and provide more detail.
When I first found out about the proposal, I was shocked and appalled.  The site is barely one kilometer from my house; the rows of turbines would be directly above where I live.  Even more shocking, however, was the very idea of placing a large windfarm on top of the hills above Dunoon and south Cowal.  Indeed, it is such a grotesque idea I could scarcely believe it was being seriously proposed. 
But it is being seriously proposed.  The latest information is that 17 turbines of 119 m. (390 ft) are proposed to be built on publicly-owned (Forestry Commission) land, on a site stretching from Bishop’s Glen to Innellan.  This is a gigantic industrial-scale development which cannot fail to fundamentally alter the landscape and indeed the character of the whole area.
Let me summarise some of our key objections.

1. 
First and foremost, consider the impact on the landscape. These enormous turbines would totally dominate views in and of the area.  They would be hugely prominent on the hill-tops, easily visible from just about everywhere, from Dunoon to Bute, from Gourock to Largs, and certainly from the sea and road routes into Cowal.  Without question, our scenic landscape would be totally transformed, from one of natural beauty to one of ceaseless industrial activity.  At the 2009 Inquiry which rejected an earlier and smaller windfarm proposal, the Reporter said:
“Because of its conspicuous position on the spine of a peninsula the wind farm would have unacceptable adverse impacts on visual amenity.”

The present proposal is bigger and even more conspicuous, so surely its adverse impacts on the landscape would be even more unacceptable.
2. 
Then consider the effect of this changed landscape on Cowal’s core economic base: tourism.  Visitors have come to this area for generations, drawn by its natural beauty and the wonderful combination of sea and mountain.  Dunoon is a designated National Park Gateway town, where visitors expect to see outstanding landscape; will they just to look at landscapes totally dominated by giant wind turbines?  Certainly, tourism businesses in Dunoon and Cowal are worried about this threat to their livelihoods.  (Mr James Fraser will address this issue much more thoroughly in his presentation.)
3. 
It is not only tourists who would be affected.  Dunoon and Cowal have a steady in-flow of people moving into the area, mostly drawn by its scenic beauty and landscape.  Without these in-comers the area’s population could fall, and both the local economy and housing market could suffer.  How many of these people – who generally have a wide range of choice about where to move – would still come to the area if the landscape were dominated by industrial wind turbines?  And it is not just Dunoon and Cowal that could be affected in this way.  Consider the coastal communities from Gourock all the way to Largs; would people still wish to move there once their view across the water was totally dominated by wind turbines?
4. 
The project site is far too close to populated areas; we estimate that nearly 500 homes would be within 2 kms of the site boundary, as well as farms and businesses.  Within 5 kms the number would be much greater – including most of Dunoon and even the edge of Weymss Bay.  While the present proposal is just within the current Government guidelines, it is widely felt that these guidelines are far too permissive.  Indeed, set-back distances of 3 kms, 5 kms, or even more are being proposed or implemented elsewhere in the world, precisely to protect people from the potential damage to lives and property.  
5. 
There is rapidly accumulating evidence, from around Britain and around the world, of serious consequences from living too close to giant wind turbines.  The noise created by air flows and turbulence around moving turbines can make life in near-by houses unbearable; in some cases people have been deprived of sleep and rest, ultimately being forced to sell out (at a loss) and move away.  There is also a serious issue of light flicker from sunlight reflecting off rotating turbine blades; this may have effects ranging from constant annoyance to ill-health.  There is evidence as well of a loss of value of homes which are seen as too close to wind turbines; more difficult to measure but possibly even more damaging, proximity to turbines can make it very difficult to sell homes at any price.  
6. 
There would inevitably be damage to animal and plant life, not just through the loss of habitat, but particularly through the effects of noise, vibration, light flicker, and – for birds – the lethal impact of moving turbine blades.  
7. 
There would be potentially serious impacts from construction of the proposed windfarm.  These include felling of hundreds or even thousands of trees, carving out large tracks for site access, removing peat cover, disrupting to ground and surface water systems, heavy vehicle movements on local roads, noise, etc.
8. 
Three proposals for wind farm developments on the Cowal Hills were made earlier, smaller projects somewhat further west. Two of these were duly considered in the full official procedure and rejected at Two Public Inquiries in 2009.  Unsurprisingly, people now ask, “Why are we threatened yet again, this time by a wind farm proposal even bigger and closer than the ones rejected earlier?”  How many times must we spend our time, money and energy to defend ourselves and our community? 
9. 
Finally, many people are unhappy with the governmental process of dealing with this windfarm proposal.  Because of its size, over 50 MW, the proposal will be decided upon as a so-called Section 36 Application by Scottish Government, with Argyll & Bute Council being reduced to the role of “consultee”.  This is felt by many to be an evasion of local democracy.  There is disquiet as well over the role of Forestry Commission Scotland; it is public land managed by the Forestry Commission which is to be used for the windfarm and FCS are yoked together with the private developer PNEwind in making the proposal.  

If this, or any similar, windfarm is built on the Cowal Hills, what sort of legacy will we be leaving for our children and grand-children?  When this technology is obsolete and the turbines stop turning, who will pay to remove them from our hill-tops?  Or will they remain there, blighting the landscape, as an enduring testament to short-sightedness?

We hope you will agree with “Save Cowal’s Hills” that this highly inappropriate proposal (the wrong project in the wrong place) be opposed strenuously and that PNE wind would be best advised to withdraw it at an early date. 
