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DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 
 

13 August 2013 

 

6.00 pm – 9.25 pm 

Council Chamber, Ebley Mill, Stroud 

 

Minutes 

3 
 

Membership: 
 
Ken Stephens** 
John Marjoram* 
Liz Ashton 
Dorcas Binns 
Rowland Blackwell 
Nigel Cooper 

P 
P 
P 
A 
P 
P 

David Drew 
Paul Hemming 
Haydn Jones 
Graham Littleton 
Stephen Moore 
Martin Whiteside 

A 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 

 
** = Chair * = Vice-Chair  A = Absent P = Present 
 
Other Members in attendance 
 
Molly Cato Mattie Ross 
 
Officers In attendance 
 
Head of Planning Senior Enforcement Officer 
Locum Legal Services Manager Conservation Officer 
Development Control Team Manager Democratic Services & Elections Officer 
Principal Planning Officer  Democratic Services & Elections Apprentice 
 
The Chair informed all present that following legal advice the two items on the wind 
turbines would be taken separately and all of the Parish Councils involved would be 
invited to speak.  Public speaking at the meeting for all Planning Scheduled Items 
would be extended to a total of 5 minutes instead of the usual 3 minutes for each 
slot.   
 
DC.020 APOLOGIES 
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Dorcas Binns and David Drew. 
 
The Head of Planning confirmed that the BBC television cameras would be filming for 
the second series of The Planners due to be televised in January 2014.  Anyone at 
the meeting may be caught on camera and appear on television. 
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Late pages had been circulated to all Members and were made available to members 
of the public prior to the commencement of the meeting. 
 
DC.021 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 

Councillors Application No/ 
Agenda Item 

Nature of Interest 
(where disclosed) 

Action taken in 
respect of 
disclosure 

Nigel Cooper Agenda Item 5 Councillor had met 
the Applicants, but 
did not have a 
personal or 
pecuniary interest 

Remained in the 
Chamber and took 
part in the 
discussion and 
voting. 

Paul Hemming S.12/0255/FUL 
S.12/0229/FUL 
 

Councillor knew 
persons who were 
for and against the 
application but did 
not have a personal 
or pecuniary interest 

Remained in the 
Chamber and took 
part in the 
discussion and 
voting. 

Graham Littleton S.12/0255/FUL Councillor knew two 
of the objectors but 
did not have a 
personal or 
pecuniary interest 

Remained in the 
Chamber and took 
part in the 
discussion and 
voting 

Ken Stephens S.12/0255/FUL 
S.12/0229/FUL 
S.13/1034/FUL 

Councillor knew the 
Applicant but did not 
have a personal or 
pecuniary interest 

Remained in the 
Chamber and took 
part in the 
discussion and 
voting. 

 
DC.022 MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED That the Minutes of the Development Control Committee meeting 

held on 9 July 2013 are accepted as a correct record.  
 
DC.023 PLANNING SCHEDULE 
 
Representations were received and taken into account by the Committee in respect 
of the following applications: - 
 

1. S.13/0779/FUL 2. S.12/0255/FUL 3. S.12/0229/FUL 

4. S.13/1034/FUL     

 
DC.024 ITEM 1 – APPLICATION FOR FULL PLANNING PERMISSION ON 

THE SITE FORMERLY KNOWN AS OVERDALE, SLAD ROAD, 
SLAD, GLOS (S.13/0779/FUL) 

 
The Principal Planning Officer outlined the above report drawing Members’ attention 
to the late papers and the additional representations that had been received following 
the receipt of the revised plans.  He reminded Members that the application had been 
deferred from July’s meeting and that a Tree Preservation Order had been placed 
upon the 3 Beech and 2 Scots Pine trees. 
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The Chair invited anyone wishing to speak in opposition to the application to address 
the Committee.  Robert Lewis the Chair of Painswick Parish Council outlined concerns 
regarding the application which had been considered on 3 separate occasions since 
March 2013.  Locally there was strong opposition to the 3-storey building in an Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty.  In 2009 planning permission had been granted for a 
modest 4 bedroomed house, of 3,650 sq ft which had been well received and there 
had been no objections.  The latest application was for an imposing 3-storey building 
sited high in the plot of 6,000 sq feet.  He cited Policies HN14 and NE8 of the Local 
Plan as reasons for refusal. 
 
Mr Clifford resided at Little Orchard and spoke on behalf of a large number of the 
objectors who resided in Slad.  He stated the planners had not accepted the original 
scheme and it had taken six months for the application to be accepted by Officers.  He 
also cited Policies HN14 and NE8 of the Local Plan as reasons for refusal of the 
dwelling which would also dwarf neighbouring properties.  No objections had been 
made to the original planning application because it had been for a 4 bed family home 
of generous proportions but was totally sustainable.  The current proposal was 
oversized and imposing and if granted would create a carbuncle; Stroud Magistrates 
Court was given as an example.  The property would be built and then the developer 
would move on. 
 
The Chair invited anyone wishing to speak in support of the application to address 
the Committee.  Mr Blakey, the Developer strongly disagreed with the objectors and 
thought that they had objected for objection sake.  He confirmed that he had been in 
discussions with Planning Officers regarding the scheme since December/January 
2013 and the proposed development was lower and sited further back on the site. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer confirmed that the height of the ridge was the same as 
the October 2009 permission.  In reply to questions he compared the differences in 
the scale and massing between the extant and proposed schemes.  There was a clear 
presumption in favour of development contained within the National Planning Policy 
Framework and the wider planning system.  He also highlighted the additional tree 
protection conditions that should be added to the recommendation in light of the 
recent Tree Preservation Order. 
 
A Motion to ACCEPT the Officer’s recommendation, together with the extra conditions 
for the tree protection was proposed by Councillor Haydn Jones and seconded by 
Councillor Rowland Blackwell. 
 
During debate Members recalled their site visit and commented that up to 12 houses 
could be built on the site.  Mention was also made of the strength of local objections.  
Some Members felt that the design was bland and if it were smaller would merge into 
the landscape, and that a better design should be submitted.  Others considered there 
was a substantial house next door and the proposed dwelling would not detract from 
the area.   
 
On being put to the vote, there were 6 votes for the Motion, 4 votes against, and 0 
abstentions; it was declared CARRIED. 
 
RESOLVED To PERMIT application S.13/0779/FUL for the reasons stated in 

these Minutes, together with the additional condition regarding tree 
protection. 
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DC.025 ITEM 2 – APPLICATION FOR FULL PLANNING PERMISSION FOR 
WIND TURBINE AT MOUNTENEYS FARM, CHASE LANE, 
WICKWAR, WOTTON-UNDER-EDGE (S.12/0255/FUL) 

 
The Principal Planning Officer outlined the application for a community scale wind 
turbine, change of use of improved pasture to access track, wind energy generator 
and the erection of a monitoring plant for a temporary period.  He provided a verbal 
update of additional representations received since the agenda was printed along with 
those which had been omitted from the Officer’s report and drew attention to the late 
pages regarding this site, including clarification of the final approved plans and noise 
condition amendments.  Members had visited the site recently. 
 
The Chair invited Councillor Paul Hemming, Vice-Chair of Kingswood Parish Council 
who would speak in opposition to the application, to address the Committee.  He 
confirmed that the Parish Council had met recently and had re-iterated the same 
objections as they had made to the application in April.  They had looked at all of the 
evidence and weighed up the benefits against the negative impact on the visual 
setting.  They concluded that granting permission would be contrary to Policy NE8 of 
the Local Plan.  A lot of people supporting the application would be unaffected by it 
because they were not local to the area.  The wind turbine would be an intrusion on 
the landscape and be visible for miles around.  The setting was unique being unspoilt 
by any tall or significant structures except the two monuments visible on the skyline. 
 
The Chair invited Mr Lucena who opposed the application to address the Committee.  
He confirmed he had lived in the area for over 45 years.  All five of the local Parish 
Councils had objected to the application which was in a very special area in a rural 
landscape setting.  In his opinion he thought that the Officer’s report was incorrect 
regarding discussions with Natural England where expert knowledge and expertise 
had not been sought.  He did not want this tranquil setting spoilt and cited Policy NE10 
of the Local Plan as a reason for refusing the application. 
 
The Chair invited Mr Clarke, the applicant to address the Committee.  He confirmed 
he had 25 years experience in working with gas and renewable industry.  The project 
would produce clean energy, provide power to approximately 600 homes and create 
up to 5 local jobs per turbine.  There had been no objections received from 
consultees, including English Heritage and no harm would come to the heritage 
assets.  The Council’s Local Plan did not contain a renewable energy policy.   
 
The Principal Planning Officer provided an update and confirmed that there was no 
additional correspondence on the late pages.  As a precautionary measure only, 
should problems arise in the future, a noise condition had been agreed.   
 
In reply to Members’ questions the following confirmation was given:- 
 

 The response of Natural England was indeed a three-fold one, relating to bats, 
birds and landscape.  Whilst their objection on bat impact had been withdrawn, 
their concerns and suggestions in respect of the other two matters remained. 

 A bat survey had been undertaken. 

 The wind turbine would be seen against a varied landscape, including various 
tree and hedge belts. 

 There was no evidence that lapwings feeding in the next field would be 
significantly affected. 
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 Figures of the wind turbine’s output had been produced by on site wind surveys 
and real-time figures from a similar turbine erected in the Forest of Dean. 

 The turbine would need to be painted very carefully to blend into the landscape 
and sky. 

 The proposal was not for a wind farm but a wind turbine linked to the energy 
needs of the adjacent community. 

 Government guidelines indicated a golden thread that renewable energy should 
be promoted through acceptable schemes. 

 
A Motion to ACCEPT the Officer’s recommendation, together with the extra conditions, 
as set out within the late pages regarding noise nuisance was proposed by Councillor 
John Marjoram and seconded by Councillor Stephen Moore. 
 
During debate Members noted the concerns of the Parish Councils and the local 
people.  The wind turbine, if granted would be noisy, intrusive in unspoilt countryside 
and interfere with the two local heritage assets.  Members had visited the site but their 
views differed.  Those in favour thought the landscape was unique, there were no 
residential dwellings in the nearby countryside and thought the turbine would merge 
into the landscape.  They considered the Officer’s report provided Members with a 
balanced argument and local people would be able to invest in the project and it 
provided community benefits. 
 
On being put to the vote, there were 6 votes for the Officer’s recommendation, 
together with the extra conditions, 4 votes against and 0 abstentions; it was declared 
CARRIED. 
 
RESOLVED To PERMIT application S.12/0255/FUL as set out within the report, 

subject to the conditions outlined in the late pages and the 
amendments outlined by the Officer. 

 
DC.026 ITEM 3 – APPLICATION FOR FULL PLANNING PERMISSION FOR 

WIND TURBINE, CHERRY ROCK FARM, WICKWAR ROAD, 
KINGSWOOD (S.12/0229/FUL) 

 
The Principal Planning Officer presented the application for full planning permission 
for the erection of a community scale wind turbine and change of use of grassland to 
access track and wind energy generator.  Erection of monitoring plant for a temporary 
period.  He confirmed that the updates were the same as the previous application. 
 
The Chair invited Councillor Paul Hemming, Vice-Chair of Kingswood Parish Council 
who would speak in opposition to the application, to address the Committee.  He 
confirmed his comments were the same as the previous application but also 
highlighted concerns from South Gloucestershire Council.  The local wildlife and 
environment would be adversely affected if the application was to be granted. 
 
The Chair invited Mr Lucena, who opposed the application to address the Committee; 
where he confirmed he would like his previous comments taken into account. 
 
The Chair invited Mr Clarke, the Applicant to speak in support of the application to 
address the Committee; where he confirmed that he had nothing to add to his 
previous comments. 
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Detailed plans where shown from various viewpoints which had also been seen during 
the recent site visit.  
 
A Motion to ACCEPT the Officer’s recommendation, together with the late pages and 
updates was proposed by Councillor John Marjoram and seconded by Councillor 
Graham Littleton. 
 
During debate a Member was of the opinion that this wind turbine would be more 
visible as it was on the top of the escarpment and stated that some of the letters in 
support of the application were from people who worked for renewable energy firms. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer stated that the community benefit arising from a 
proposal which sought to provide renewable energy was a material planning 
consideration but any financial benefit or investment opportunity offered to the 
community was not. 
 
On being put to the vote there were 6 votes for the Motion, 4 votes against, and 0 
abstentions; it was declared CARRIED. 
 
RESOLVED To PERMIT S.12/0229/FUL application as set out within the report, 

subject to the conditions outlined in the late pages and the 
amendments outlined by the Officer. 

 
At 7.55 pm the meeting adjourned and reconvened at 8.20 pm. 
 
 
DC.027 ITEM 4 – APPLICATION FOR FULL PLANNING PERMISSION SPA 

INN, OLDENDS LANE, STONEHOUSE, GLOS (S.13/1034/FUL) 
 
The Development Control Team Manager provided an update for the change of use 
from a public house to a single dwelling and erection of two pairs of semi-detached 
dwellings on the existing car park at the Spa Inn, Stonehouse.  The current landlord 
had been having problems meeting his bills and intended to close the premises on 
4 September 2013.  Members had visited the site recently. 
 
The Chair invited Ward Member, Councillor Mattie Ross to address the Committee.  
She explained that when sitting in the garden there was a view to Doverow Hill and 
Stonehouse Town Council had agreed that the change of use for housing was 
unsuitable.  There were also industrial units in close proximity causing noise pollution.  
The cottages nearby had been built many years ago.  The Spa Inn was one of only 3 
public houses, where there were originally 7 in total within Stonehouse.  No other 
public house existed nearby.  The Spa used to be a thriving establishment serving the 
local community and had been allowed to be run down.  It was felt that with good 
marketing and a good manager the establishment could be as successful as the 
Badger Inn at Eastington.  Policy SH15 was cited as a reason to refuse the permission 
because of the loss of amenity to the community.  An archaeological survey had been 
conducted because of the spa waters.  Members were urged to refuse the application 
because it would not be good for the community of Stonehouse. 
 
The Chair invited Mr John Lavin a local resident, opposing the application, to address 
the Committee.  He confirmed he had been a patron of the Spa Inn for the last 33 
years and requested that Committee reject the application.  The Spa Inn could be a 
success again, it had character and in the past had held regular charity events for The 
Shrubberies, a special needs school in Stonehouse. 



Development Control Committee 7 Minutes 

13 August 2013  Subject to approval at next meeting 

 
The Chair invited Mr Lloyd Stephens, the applicant to address the Committee.  He 
stated that his company owned 250 public houses in the south-west and brewed beer 
to sell in the pubs.  The Spa Inn was purchased in 1991 and initially traded well but 
had continued to decline since 2004/5.  The public had more choice and following a 
report from a specialist consultant it was found that there was insufficient space to 
cover today’s fixed overheads and business could no longer be sustained.  He asked 
the Committee to support his application.   
 
The Head of Planning confirmed that he had not been approached by the Stonehouse 
Parish Council or the community to register the Spa Inn as a community asset, as 
allowed under the Localism Act.  The property had been marketed on several 
occasions and interest had been shown, but no purchaser had come forward.  The 
community were aware of the application as it had been widely advertised. County 
Highways had raised no objections, subject to conditions.  
 
A Motion to ACCEPT the Officer’s recommendation, together with the late pages and 
revised condition 2 was proposed by Councillor Stephen Moore and seconded by 
Councillor Haydn Jones. 
 
During debate Members expressed differing views.  Some felt that the location was 
mainly industrial, not sustainable for housing and not an attractive spot.  The 
Environmental Health Officer had raised no objection to the application.  The applicant 
had advertised the pub for sale and it had subsequently become run down.  Some 
Members questioned whether the premises had in fact been properly marketed.   
 
The Head of Planning had proof of evidence that marketing had taken place which 
complied with the Council’s criteria for marketing of commercial premises.  It had been 
advertised on 14 February 2011, when 4 expressions of interest had been made, and 
a further advertisement in January 2012. 
 
On being put to the vote, there were 4 votes for the Officer’s recommendation and 
revised condition 2, 5 votes against, and 0 abstentions; it was declared LOST.   
 
Councillor Liz Ashton proposed and it was seconded by Councillor John Marjoram 
that the decision be deferred to enable further information on marketing to be made 
available to Members. 
 
On being put to the vote to defer the application, there were 5 votes for, 4 votes 
against and 1 abstention. 
 
RESOLVED To defer the item. 
 
DC.028 ITEM 5 – KNOWLE HOUSE, CRANHAM, GLOS GL4 8HR 
 
The Senior Enforcement Officer informed Members of a breach of listed building 
control and sought authority for enforcement action to remedy that breach.  Members 
were referred to the 4 options contained within the report.  A site visit had been made 
by Members. 
 
The Chair invited the co-owner of the property Dr W Knight to address the Committee.  
He confirmed he had co-operated with the Council’s Officers in trying to restore the 
building into a family home.  He had amassed evidence on the history of the house 
from 1939 onwards.  This evidence questioned the assumptions of the Conservation 
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Officer, especially on the significance of the internal sub-division.  He had strived to 
carry out works within guidelines.  However at critical times he had not been able to 
get a response from Conservation Officers and eventually had received contradictory 
advice.  The dry lining of the walls had been undertaken with space left for ventilation. 
The blocking of the first floor window was urgent to make the roof safe.   
 
A Motion to ACCEPT the Officer’s Option 4, was proposed by Councillor Nigel Cooper 
and seconded by Councillor Haydn Jones. 
 
During debate Councillor Nigel Cooper stated that the owners had bought a run down 
property and were doing their best to restore it within the rules for a Grade II Listed 
Building.  Whilst repairing the leaking roof, its dangerous condition was evident by the 
absence of rafters.  The owners involved Building Control because the roof needed to 
be insulated and raised.  They had sought advice and guidance which had resulted in 
revised plans.   
 
Members noted the owners had circulated photographic evidence, prior to the 
meeting.  This provided a good record of the history of the building. Members felt that 
the owners should decide whether to glaze the hall window and block up or unblock 
the openings in the kitchen.  Members were unanimous in their view that the owners 
had done a good job and the history of the building had been recorded.   
 
Members did not find the Officer’s justification for enforcement persuasive, particularly 
in the light of the information provided by the owner of the building. 
 
On being put to the vote, there were 9 votes for, 0 votes against, and 1 abstention; it 
was declared CARRIED. 
 
RESOLVED Not to take enforcement action. 
 
The meeting closed at 9.25 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chair 
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DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE METING 13 AUGUST 2013 
AMENDMENTS 
 
ITEM 1:  SITE OF PROPERTY FORMERLY KNOWN AS OVERDALE, SLAD 

ROAD,SLAD. S.13/0779/FUL 
 
EXTRA CONDITIONS IN RESPECT OF TREES: 
 
No development of any kind shall take place until a soft landscaping plan has been 
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The submitted plan shall 
include details of all trees which are to be retained on the site together with new 
planting proposed. 
 
Reason: 
In order to safeguard the rural character of this part of the Cotswold Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and to safeguard the retention of the existing protected 
trees in accordance with Policies NE8 and NE11 of the adopted Stroud District Local 
Plan, November 2005. 
 
All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall 
be carried out in the first complete planting and seeding seasons following the 
occupation of the buildings, or the completion of the development to which it relates, 
whichever is the sooner.  Any trees or plants which, within a period of five years from 
the completion of the development, die, are removed, or become seriously damaged 
or diseased, shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of similar size 
and species.  
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the visual amenities of the area. 
 
No development of any kind shall take place until a scheme of external landscaping 
including all surface finishes has been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. The submitted scheme shall include the use of geo-textile 
materials or similar for landscaping works proposed in the vicinity of the protected 
trees and those shown to be retained in compliance with the conditions attached to 
this permission. The development shall then be carried out in accordance with the 
approved scheme prior to the first occupation of the dwelling hereby permitted and 
shall be maintained as such thereafter. 
 
Reason: 
In order to safeguard the rural character of this part of the Cotswold Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and to safeguard the retention of the existing protected 
trees in accordance with Policies NE8 and NE11 of the adopted Stroud District Local 
Plan, November 2005. 
 
Notwithstanding the submitted plans, no development of any kind shall take place 
until further details of the proposed driveway and parking arrangements have been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The submitted 
scheme shall include details of all level alterations (indicated by existing and 
proposed spot levels), associated retaining structures (indicated by full elevations, 
construction and foundation details) and include the use of geo-textile materials or 
similar for works proposed in the vicinity of the protected trees and those shown to be 
retained in compliance with the conditions attached to this permission. The 
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development shall then be carried out in accordance with the approved plans and no 
other retaining structures or land level alterations shall take place. 
 
Reason: 
In order to safeguard the rural character of this part of the Cotswold Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and to safeguard the retention of the existing protected 
trees in accordance with Policies NE8 and NE11 of the adopted Stroud District Local 
Plan, November 2005. 
 
Prior to the commencement of the development hereby permitted details of the 
specification and positioning of fencing and of any measures to be taken for the 
protection of any retained tree from damage before or during the course of the 
development (Tree Protection Works) shall be submitted to and approved in writing 
by the Local Planning Authority. The details shall include fencing that complies with 
Figure 2 of BS5837:2012: 'Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction. 
Recommendations'. For the avoidance of doubt a retained tree means an existing 
tree that is to be retained in compliance with the conditions attached to this 
permission. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the health and amenity of the trees and to comply with Policy NE11 
of the Stroud District Local Plan, November 2005. 
 
No operations shall commence on site in connection with the development hereby 
approved (including any tree felling, tree pruning, and demolition work, soil moving, 
temporary access construction and/or widening or any operations involving the use of 
motorised vehicles or construction machinery) until the Tree Protection Works 
approved in compliance with condition  of this permission have been erected in 
strict accordance with the approved scheme. These works shall then be maintained 
for the duration of the development. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the health and amenity of the trees and to comply with Policy NE11 
of the Stroud District Local Plan, November 2005. 
 
No excavations for services, storage of materials or machinery, parking of vehicles, 
deposits or excavation of soil or rubble, lighting of fires or disposal of liquids shall 
take place within any area designated as being fenced off or otherwise protected in 
the approved tree protection works scheme. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the health and amenity of the trees and to comply with Policy NE11 
of the Stroud District Local Plan, November 2005. 
 
No development or other operations shall commence on site in connection with the 
development hereby approved, (including any tree felling, tree pruning, demolition 
works, soil moving, temporary access construction and or widening, or any 
operations involving the use of motorised vehicles or construction machinery) until a 
pre-start meeting with the Local Authority tree officer and the main contractor has 
been agreed and taken place. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the health and amenity of the trees and to comply with Policy NE11 
of the Stroud District Local Plan, November 2005. 
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ITEM 2: WIND TURBINE AT MOUNTENEYS FARM, CHASE LANE, 

WICKWAR. S.12/0255/FUL 
 
AMEND CONDITION 2 TO READ: 
 
‘(2) The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following approved plans: 
 
Site Location Plan received 27th February 2012. 
Site Location Plan 2 Drawing No.3115 MT 07 received 29th February 2012 
Site Location Plan 3 Drawing No.3115 MT 01 received 29th February 2012 
Block Plan Figure C.3.A (Page 17 of the Design and Access Statement) 
  
Reason: 
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning.’ 
 
EXTRA NOISE CONDITIONS AND ASSOCIATED GUIDANCE NOTES: 
 
14. The rating level of noise emissions from the wind turbine, (including the 
application of any tonal penalty) when determined in accordance with the attached 
Guidance Notes, shall not exceed 35dB LA90 (10 minute) at any dwelling for any 
relevant 10m height 10 minute mean above ground level measured integer wind 
speed of between 1-12m/s as identified in conditions 14-22 and the accompanying 
Guidance Notes. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
15. Prior to the First Export Date the wind farm operator shall submit to the Local 
Planning Authority for written approval a list of proposed independent consultants 
who may undertake compliance measurements in accordance with conditions 14-22 
and the accompanying Guidance Notes. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
16. Within 21 days from receipt of a written request of the Local Planning Authority, 
following a complaint to it alleging noise disturbance at a dwelling, the wind turbine 
operator shall, at its expense, employ a consultant approved by the Local Planning 
Authority, to assess the level of noise emissions from the wind turbine at the 
complainant’s property in accordance with the procedures described in the attached 
Guidance Notes. The written request from the Local Planning Authority shall set out 
at least the date, time and location that the complaint relates to. Within 14 days of 
receipt of the written request of the Local Planning Authority made under this 
condition, the wind farm operator shall provide the information logged in accordance 
with condition 21 to the Local Planning Authority in the format set out in Guidance 
Note 1(e). 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
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17. Prior to the commencement of any measurements by the independent consultant 
to be undertaken in accordance with these conditions, the wind turbine operator shall 
submit to the Local Planning Authority for written approval the proposed 
measurement locations identified in accordance with the Guidance Notes where 
measurements of noise and wind shall be obtained for compliance checking 
purposes. Measurements to assess compliance with the noise limit of this condition 
shall be undertaken at the measurement locations approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
18. Prior to the submission of the independent consultant’s assessment of the rating 
level of noise emissions in accordance with condition 19, the wind turbine operator 
shall submit to the Local Planning Authority for written approval a proposed 
assessment protocol setting out the following: 
 

(i) the range of meteorological and operational conditions (which shall include 
the range of wind speeds, wind directions, power generation and times of 
day) to determine the assessment of rating level of noise emissions; and 
 

(ii) a reasoned assessment as to whether the noise giving rise to the complaint 
contains or is likely to contain a tonal component. The proposed range of 
conditions shall be those which prevailed during times when the 
complainant alleges there was disturbance due to noise, having regard to 
the written request of the Local Planning Authority under condition 16, and 
such others as the independent consultant considers likely to result in a 
breach of the noise limits. The assessment of the rating level of noise 
emissions shall be undertaken in accordance with the assessment protocol 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
19. The wind turbine operator shall provide to the Local Planning Authority the 
independent consultant’s written assessment of the rating level of noise emissions 
undertaken in accordance with the Guidance Notes within 2 months of the date of the 
written request of the Local Planning Authority made under condition 16. The 
assessment shall include all data collected for the purposes of undertaking the 
compliance measurements, such data to be provided in the format set out in 
Guidance Note 1(e) of the Guidance Notes. The instrumentation used to undertake 
the measurements shall be calibrated in accordance with Guidance Note 1(a) and 
certificates of calibration shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority with the 
independent consultant’s assessment of the rating level of noise emission. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
20. Where a further assessment of the rating level of noise emissions from the wind 
farm is required pursuant to paragraph 4(c) of the attached Guidance Notes, the wind 



Development Control Committee 13 Minutes 

13 August 2013  Subject to approval at next meeting 

farm operator shall submit a copy of the further assessment within 21 days of 
submission of the independent consultant’s assessment pursuant to condition 19.  
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
21. The wind farm operator shall continuously log power production, rotational speed, 
nacelle wind speed, nacelle wind direction and nacelle orientation at the wind turbine 
all in accordance with Guidance Note 1 (d). 10m height wind speeds averaged over 
10 minute periods shall be measured at a location approved by the Local Planning 
Authority for comparison with noise levels, for the duration of the noise level 
compliance check survey required by the local planning authority. Rainfall shall also 
be measured during any measurement regime at a location previously approved by 
the Local Planning Authority. These data obtained shall be retained for the life of the 
planning permission. The wind farm operator shall provide this information in the 
format set out in Guidance Note 1(e) to the Local Planning Authority on its request, 
within 14 days of receipt in writing of such a request. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
22. In the event that following compliance with conditions 15 – 20, the measurements 
indicate that condition 14 has been breached the wind farm operator shall provided 
within 21 days of a written request from the Local Planing Authority to do so a 
scheme shall be designed to mitigate the breach and to prevent its future recurrence. 
This scheme shall specify the timescales for implementation. The scheme shall be 
implemented as approved by the Local Planning Authority and according to the 
timescales within it. The scheme as implemented shall be retained thereafter in 
accordance with the approved details and timetable. For the purposes of this 
condition, a “dwelling” is a building which is lawfully used as a dwelling house and 
which exists or had planning permission at the date of this consent. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
Guidance Notes for Noise Conditions 
These notes are to be read with and form part of the noise conditions. They further 
explain the conditions and specify the methods to be deployed in the assessment of 
complaints about noise emissions from the wind farm. The rating level at each integer 
wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the wind farm noise level as determined from the 
best-fit curve described in Note 2 of these Guidance Notes and any tonal penalty 
applied in accordance with Note 3. Reference to ETSU-R-97 refers to the publication 
entitled “The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms” (1997) published by 
the Energy Technology Support Unit (ETSU) for the Department of Trade and 
Industry (DTI). 
 
Note 1 
(a) Values of the LA90,10-minute noise statistic required for condition 1 should be 
measured at the complainant’s property, using a sound level meter of EN 60651/BS 
EN 60804 Type 1, or BS EN 61672 Class 1 quality (or the equivalent UK adopted 
standard in force at the time of the measurements) set to measure using the fast time 
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weighted response as specified in BS EN 60651/BS EN 60804 or BS EN 61672-1 (or 
the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). This 
should be calibrated in accordance with the procedure specified in BS 4142: 1997 (or 
the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). 
Measurements shall be undertaken in such amanner to enable a tonal penalty to be 
applied in accordance with Guidance Note 3. 
 
(b) The microphone should be mounted at 1.2 - 1.5 metres above ground level, fitted 
with a large diameter (150mm or larger) windshield or suitable equivalent approved 
by the Local Planning Authority, and placed outside the complainant’s dwelling. 
Measurements should be made in “free field” conditions. To achieve this, the 
microphone should be placed at least 3.5 metres away from the building facade or 
any reflecting surface except the ground at the approved measurement location. In 
the event that the consent of the complainant for access to his or her property to 
undertake compliance measurements is withheld, the wind farm operator shall submit 
for the written approval of the Local Planning Authority details of the proposed 
alternative representative measurement location prior to the commencement of 
measurements and the measurements shall be undertaken at the approved 
alternative representative measurement location. 
 
(c) The LA90, 10-minute measurements should be synchronised with measurements 
of the 10-minute arithmetic average wind speed and with operational data logged in 
accordance with Guidance Note 1(d), including the power generation data from the 
turbine control systems of the wind farm. 
 
(d) To enable compliance with the conditions to be evaluated, the wind farm operator 
shall continuously log arithmetic mean wind speed in metres per second (m/s), 
arithmetic mean wind direction in degrees from north and rainfall data in each 
successive 10-minute periods by direct measurement at the meteorological 
monitoring location approved by the Local Planning Authority. The correlation of wind 
speeds with the measured noise levels should comply with Guidance Note 1(c) and 
1(d) and should be determined as valid in accordance with Note 2(b). The wind farm 
operator shall continuously log arithmetic mean nacelle anemometer wind speed, 
arithmetic mean nacelle orientation, arithmetic mean wind direction as measured at 
the nacelle, the revolutions per minute of the blades and arithmetic mean power 
generated during each successive 10-minute period for each wind turbine on the 
wind farm. All 10- minute periods shall commence on the hour and in 10-minute 
increments thereafter synchronised with Greenwich Mean Time. 
 
(e) Data provided to the Local Planning Authority in accordance with conditions (19) 
(20) and (21) of this noise condition shall be provided in comma separated values in 
electronic format with each data set adequately described for identification of the 
data. 
 
Note 2 
(a) The noise measurements should be made so as to provide not less than 20 valid 
data points as defined in Note 2 paragraph (b).  Where more than 80 valid data points 
are obtained, data shall be separated into sets of not more than 40 data points and 
not less than 20 data points based on the nearness of their occurrence to the 
meteorological conditions reflected during complaints of noise.  The data points 
should be chronologically ordered according to the meteorological conditions. 
 
(b) Valid data points are those measured in the conditions set out in the assessment 
protocol approved by the Local Planning Authority under condition 19 of the noise 
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condition but excluding any periods of rainfall measured at the approved 
meteorological measurement location provided in accordance with the planning 
permission on the wind farm site. 
 
(c) Values of the LA90,10-minute noise measurements and corresponding values of 
the 10- minute ten metre height wind speed for those data points considered valid in 
accordance with Note 2 paragraph (b)shall be plotted on an XY chart separately for 
each data set with noise level on the Y-axis and wind speed on the X-axis. A least 
squares, “best fit” curve of the lowest practicable order as deemed appropriate by the 
independent consultant (but which may not be higher than a fourth order) should be 
fitted to the data points and define the wind farm noise level at each integer speed for 
each data set. 
 
Note 3 
(a) Where in accordance with the approved assessment protocol under condition 18, 
noise emissions at the location or locations where compliance measurements are 
being undertaken contain or are likely to contain a tonal component, a tonal penalty is 
to be calculated and applied using the following rating procedure. 
 
(b) For each 10-minute interval for which LA90,10-minute data have been determined 
as valid in accordance with Note 2 a tonal assessment shall be performed on noise 
emissions during 2 minutes of each 10-minute period. The 2-minute periods should 
be spaced at 10-minute intervals provided that uninterrupted uncorrupted data are 
available (“the standard procedure”). Where uncorrupted data are not available, the 
first available uninterrupted clean 2-minute period out of the affected overall 10-
minute period shall be selected. Any such deviations from standard procedure shall 
be reported. 
 
(c) For each of the 2-minute samples the tone level above audibility (Lta), shall be 
calculated by comparison with the audibility criterion given in Section 2.1 on pages 
104 -109 of ETSU-R-97. 
 
(d) The tone level above audibility (Lta) shall be plotted against wind speed for each 
of the 2-minute samples. Samples for which the tones were below the audibility 
criterion or no tone was identified, a value of zero audibility shall be substituted. 
 
(e) A least squares “best fit” linear regression shall then be performed to establish the 
average tone level above audibility for each integer wind speed derived from the 
value of the “best fit” line fitted to valueswithin ± 0.5m/s of each integer wind speed. If 
there is no apparent trend with wind speed then a simple arithmetic mean shall be 
used. This process shall be repeated for each integer wind speed for which there is 
an assessment of overall levels in Note 2. 
 
(f) The tonal penalty is derived from the margin above audibility of the tone according 
to the figure below. 
 
Note 4 
(a) If a tonal penalty is to be applied in accordance with Note 3 the rating level of the 
turbine noise at each wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the measured noise level 
as determined from the best fit curve described in Note 2 and the penalty for tonal 
noise as derived in accordance with Note 3 above at each integer wind speed within 
the range set out in the approved assessment protocol under paragraph (E) of the 
noise condition. 
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(b) If no tonal penalty is to be applied then the rating level of the turbine noise at each 
wind speed is equal to the measured noise level as determined from the best fit curve 
described in Note 2. 
 
(c) In the event that the rating level is above the limit in the noise condition the 
independent consultant shall undertake a further assessment of the rating level to 
correct for background noise so that the rated level relates to wind turbine noise 
emission only. 
 
(d) The wind farm operator shall ensure that all the wind turbines in the development 
are turned off for such period as the independent consultant or the Local Planning 
Authority requires to undertake the further assessment or for any independent 
assessment by the planning authority. The further assessment shall be undertaken in 
accordance with the following steps: 
 
i. Repeating the steps in Note 2, with the wind farm switched off, and determining the 
background noise and wind farm noise at each integer wind speed within the range 
set out in the approved assessment protocol under condition 19 of the noise 
condition. 
 
ii. The wind farm noise at this speed shall then be calculated where the measured 
level with turbines running but without the addition of any tonal penalty: 
 
iii. The rating level shall be re-calculated by adding the tonal penalty (if any is applied 
in accordance with Note 3) to the derived wind farm noise at that integer wind speed. 
 
iv. If the rating level after adjustment for background noise contribution and 
adjustment for tonal penalty (if required in accordance with note (iii) above) at any 
integer wind speed lies at or below 35dB LA90 (10 minute) then no further action is 
necessary. If the rating level at any integer wind speed exceeds the value in the 
condition for any data set then the development fails to comply with the condition. 
 
ITEM 3: WIND TURBINE, CHERRY ROCK FARM, WICKWAR ROAD, 

KINGSWOOD. 
 
AMEND CONDITION 2 TO READ: 
 
‘(2) The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following approved plans: 
 
Site Location Plan received 28th February 2012. 
Site Location Plan 2 Drawing No.3115 CR 07 
Site Location Plan 3 Drawing No.3115 CR 01 
Block Plan Figure C.3.A (Page 17 of the Design and Access Statement) 
  
Reason: 
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning.’ 
 
EXTRA NOISE CONDITIONS AND ASSOCIATED GUIDANCE NOTES: 
 
14. The rating level of noise emissions from the wind turbine, (including the 
application of any tonal penalty) when determined in accordance with the attached 
Guidance Notes, shall not exceed 35dB LA90 (10 minute) at any dwelling for any 
relevant 10m height 10 minute mean above ground level measured integer wind 
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speed of between 1-12m/s as identified in conditions 14-22 and the accompanying 
Guidance Notes. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
15. Prior to the First Export Date the wind farm operator shall submit to the Local 
Planning Authority for written approval a list of proposed independent consultants 
who may undertake compliance measurements in accordance with conditions 14-22 
and the accompanying Guidance Notes. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
16. Within 21 days from receipt of a written request of the Local Planning Authority, 
following a complaint to it alleging noise disturbance at a dwelling, the wind turbine 
operator shall, at its expense, employ a consultant approved by the Local Planning 
Authority, to assess the level of noise emissions from the wind turbine at the 
complainant’s property in accordance with the procedures described in the attached 
Guidance Notes. The written request from the Local Planning Authority shall set out 
at least the date, time and location that the complaint relates to. Within 14 days of 
receipt of the written request of the Local Planning Authority made under this 
condition, the wind farm operator shall provide the information logged in accordance 
with condition 21 to the Local Planning Authority in the format set out in Guidance 
Note 1(e). 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
17. Prior to the commencement of any measurements by the independent consultant 
to be undertaken in accordance with these conditions, the wind turbine operator shall 
submit to the Local Planning Authority for written approval the proposed 
measurement locations identified in accordance with the Guidance Notes where 
measurements of noise and wind shall be obtained for compliance checking 
purposes. Measurements to assess compliance with the noise limit of this condition 
shall be undertaken at the measurement locations approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
18. Prior to the submission of the independent consultant’s assessment of the rating 
level of noise emissions in accordance with condition 19, the wind turbine operator 
shall submit to the Local Planning Authority for written approval a proposed 
assessment protocol setting out the following: 
 

(i) the range of meteorological and operational conditions (which shall include 
the range of wind speeds, wind directions, power generation and times of 
day) to determine the assessment of rating level of noise emissions; and 
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(ii) a reasoned assessment as to whether the noise giving rise to the complaint 
contains or is likely to contain a tonal component. The proposed range of 
conditions shall be those which prevailed during times when the 
complainant alleges there was disturbance due to noise, having regard to 
the written request of the Local Planning Authority under condition 16, and 
such others as the independent consultant considers likely to result in a 
breach of the noise limits. The assessment of the rating level of noise 
emissions shall be undertaken in accordance with the assessment protocol 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
19. The wind turbine operator shall provide to the Local Planning Authority the 
independent consultant’s written assessment of the rating level of noise emissions 
undertaken in accordance with the Guidance Notes within 2 months of the date of the 
written request of the Local Planning Authority made under condition 16. The 
assessment shall include all data collected for the purposes of undertaking the 
compliance measurements, such data to be provided in the format set out in 
Guidance Note 1(e) of the Guidance Notes. The instrumentation used to undertake 
the measurements shall be calibrated in accordance with Guidance Note 1(a) and 
certificates of calibration shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority with the 
independent consultant’s assessment of the rating level of noise emission. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
20. Where a further assessment of the rating level of noise emissions from the wind 
farm is required pursuant to paragraph 4(c) of the attached Guidance Notes, the wind 
farm operator shall submit a copy of the further assessment within 21 days of 
submission of the independent consultant’s assessment pursuant to condition 19.  
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
21. The wind farm operator shall continuously log power production, rotational speed, 
nacelle wind speed, nacelle wind direction and nacelle orientation at the wind turbine 
all in accordance with Guidance Note 1 (d). 10m height wind speeds averaged over 
10 minute periods shall be measured at a location approved by the Local Planning 
Authority for comparison with noise levels, for the duration of the noise level 
compliance check survey required by the local planning authority. Rainfall shall also 
be measured during any measurement regime at a location previously approved by 
the Local Planning Authority. These data obtained shall be retained for the life of the 
planning permission. The wind farm operator shall provide this information in the 
format set out in Guidance Note 1(e) to the Local Planning Authority on its request, 
within 14 days of receipt in writing of such a request. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
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22. In the event that following compliance with conditions 15 – 20, the measurements 
indicate that condition 14 has been breached the wind farm operator shall provided 
within 21 days of a written request from the Local Planing Authority to do so a 
scheme shall be designed to mitigate the breach and to prevent its future recurrence. 
This scheme shall specify the timescales for implementation. The scheme shall be 
implemented as approved by the Local Planning Authority and according to the 
timescales within it. The scheme as implemented shall be retained thereafter in 
accordance with the approved details and timetable. For the purposes of this 
condition, a “dwelling” is a building which is lawfully used as a dwelling house and 
which exists or had planning permission at the date of this consent. 
 
Reason: 
In the interests of the amenity of nearby residents and in accordance with advice 
contained within section 11 of the NPPF. 
 
Guidance Notes for Noise Conditions 
These notes are to be read with and form part of the noise conditions. They further 
explain the conditions and specify the methods to be deployed in the assessment of 
complaints about noise emissions from the wind farm. The rating level at each integer 
wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the wind farm noise level as determined from the 
best-fit curve described in Note 2 of these Guidance Notes and any tonal penalty 
applied in accordance with Note 3. Reference to ETSU-R-97 refers to the publication 
entitled “The Assessment and Rating of Noise from Wind Farms” (1997) published by 
the Energy Technology Support Unit (ETSU) for the Department of Trade and 
Industry (DTI). 
 
Note 1 
(a) Values of the LA90,10-minute noise statistic required for condition 1 should be 
measured at the complainant’s property, using a sound level meter of EN 60651/BS 
EN 60804 Type 1, or BS EN 61672 Class 1 quality (or the equivalent UK adopted 
standard in force at the time of the measurements) set to measure using the fast time 
weighted response as specified in BS EN 60651/BS EN 60804 or BS EN 61672-1 (or 
the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). This 
should be calibrated in accordance with the procedure specified in BS 4142: 1997 (or 
the equivalent UK adopted standard in force at the time of the measurements). 
Measurements shall be undertaken in such amanner to enable a tonal penalty to be 
applied in accordance with Guidance Note 3. 
 
(b) The microphone should be mounted at 1.2 - 1.5 metres above ground level, fitted 
with a large diameter (150mm or larger) windshield or suitable equivalent approved 
by the Local Planning Authority, and placed outside the complainant’s dwelling. 
Measurements should be made in “free field” conditions. To achieve this, the 
microphone should be placed at least 3.5 metres away from the building facade or 
any reflecting surface except the ground at the approved measurement location. In 
the event that the consent of the complainant for access to his or her property to 
undertake compliance measurements is withheld, the wind farm operator shall submit 
for the written approval of the Local Planning Authority details of the proposed 
alternative representative measurement location prior to the commencement of 
measurements and the measurements shall be undertaken at the approved 
alternative representative measurement location. 
 
(c) The LA90, 10-minute measurements should be synchronised with measurements 
of the 10-minute arithmetic average wind speed and with operational data logged in 
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accordance with Guidance Note 1(d), including the power generation data from the 
turbine control systems of the wind farm. 
 
(d) To enable compliance with the conditions to be evaluated, the wind farm operator 
shall continuously log arithmetic mean wind speed in metres per second (m/s), 
arithmetic mean wind direction in degrees from north and rainfall data in each 
successive 10-minute periods by direct measurement at the meteorological 
monitoring location approved by the Local Planning Authority. The correlation of wind 
speeds with the measured noise levels should comply with Guidance Note 1(c) and 
1(d) and should be determined as valid in accordance with Note 2(b). The wind farm 
operator shall continuously log arithmetic mean nacelle anemometer wind speed, 
arithmetic mean nacelle orientation, arithmetic mean wind direction as measured at 
the nacelle, the revolutions per minute of the blades and arithmetic mean power 
generated during each successive 10-minute period for each wind turbine on the 
wind farm. All 10- minute periods shall commence on the hour and in 10-minute 
increments thereafter synchronised with Greenwich Mean Time. 
 
(e) Data provided to the Local Planning Authority in accordance with conditions (19) 
(20) and (21) of this noise condition shall be provided in comma separated values in 
electronic format with each data set adequately described for identification of the 
data. 
 
Note 2 
(a) The noise measurements should be made so as to provide not less than 20 valid 
data points as defined in Note 2 paragraph (b). Where more than 80 valid data points 
are obtained, data shall be separated into sets of not more than 40 data points and 
not less than 20 data points based on the nearness of their occurrence to the 
meteorological conditions reflected during complaints of noise. The data points 
should be chronologically ordered according to the meteorological conditions. 
 
(b) Valid data points are those measured in the conditions set out in the assessment 
protocol approved by the Local Planning Authority under condition 19 of the noise 
condition but excluding any periods of rainfall measured at the approved 
meteorological measurement location provided in accordance with the planning 
permission on the wind farm site. 
 
(c) Values of the LA90,10-minute noise measurements and corresponding values of 
the 10- minute ten metre height wind speed for those data points considered valid in 
accordance with Note 2 paragraph (b)shall be plotted on an XY chart separately for 
each data set with noise level on the Y-axis and wind speed on the X-axis. A least 
squares, “best fit” curve of the lowest practicable order as deemed appropriate by the 
independent consultant (but which may not be higher than a fourth order) should be 
fitted to the data points and define the wind farm noise level at each integer speed for 
each data set. 
 
Note 3 
(a) Where in accordance with the approved assessment protocol under condition 18, 
noise emissions at the location or locations where compliance measurements are 
being undertaken contain or are likely to contain a tonal component, a tonal penalty is 
to be calculated and applied using the following rating procedure. 
 
(b) For each 10-minute interval for which LA90,10-minute data have been determined 
as valid in accordance with Note 2 a tonal assessment shall be performed on noise 
emissions during 2 minutes of each 10-minute period. The 2-minute periods should 
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be spaced at 10-minute intervals provided that uninterrupted uncorrupted data are 
available (“the standard procedure”). Where uncorrupted data are not available, the 
first available uninterrupted clean 2-minute period out of the affected overall 10-
minute period shall be selected. Any such deviations from standard procedure shall 
be reported. 
 
(c) For each of the 2-minute samples the tone level above audibility (Lta), shall be 
calculated by comparison with the audibility criterion given in Section 2.1 on pages 
104 -109 of ETSU-R-97. 
 
(d) The tone level above audibility (Lta) shall be plotted against wind speed for each 
of the 2-minute samples. Samples for which the tones were below the audibility 
criterion or no tone was identified, a value of zero audibility shall be substituted. 
 
(e) A least squares “best fit” linear regression shall then be performed to establish the 
average tone level above audibility for each integer wind speed derived from the 
value of the “best fit” line fitted to valueswithin ± 0.5m/s of each integer wind speed. If 
there is no apparent trend with wind speed then a simple arithmetic mean shall be 
used. This process shall be repeated for each integer wind speed for which there is 
an assessment of overall levels in Note 2. 
 
(f) The tonal penalty is derived from the margin above audibility of the tone according 
to the figure below. 
 
Note 4 
(a) If a tonal penalty is to be applied in accordance with Note 3 the rating level of the 
turbine noise at each wind speed is the arithmetic sum of the measured noise level 
as determined from the best fit curve described in Note 2 and the penalty for tonal 
noise as derived in accordance with Note 3 above at each integer wind speed within 
the range set out in the approved assessment protocol under paragraph (E) of the 
noise condition. 
 
(b) If no tonal penalty is to be applied then the rating level of the turbine noise at each 
wind speed is equal to the measured noise level as determined from the best fit curve 
described in Note 2. 
 
(c) In the event that the rating level is above the limit in the noise condition the 
independent consultant shall undertake a further assessment of the rating level to 
correct for background noise so that the rated level relates to wind turbine noise 
emission only. 
 
(d) The wind farm operator shall ensure that all the wind turbines in the development 
are turned off for such period as the independent consultant or the Local Planning 
Authority requires to undertake the further assessment or for any independent 
assessment by the planning authority. The further assessment shall be undertaken in 
accordance with the following steps: 
 
i. Repeating the steps in Note 2, with the wind farm switched off, and determining the 
background noise and wind farm noise at each integer wind speed within the range 
set out in the approved assessment protocol under condition 19 of the noise 
condition. 
 
ii. The wind farm noise at this speed shall then be calculated where the measured 
level with turbines running but without the addition of any tonal penalty. 



Development Control Committee 22 Minutes 

13 August 2013  Subject to approval at next meeting 

 
iii. The rating level shall be re-calculated by adding the tonal penalty (if any is applied 
in accordance with Note 3) to the derived wind farm noise at that integer wind speed. 
 
iv. If the rating level after adjustment for background noise contribution and 
adjustment for tonal penalty (if required in accordance with note (iii) above) at any 
integer wind speed lies at or below 35dB LA90 (10 minute) then no further action is 
necessary. If the rating level at any integer wind speed exceeds the value in the 
condition for any data set then the development fails to comply with the condition. 
 


