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RIDDLESWORTH
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Rev D Blackledge
Gardeners Cottage Hall Lane

Sheppard & Co
7 Brentgovel Street Bury St Edmunds

Erection of 6kW wind turbine (Retrospective) 
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 RECOMMENDATION : APPROVAL 

1. Visual amenity
2. Noise

 KEY ISSUES

The proposal seeks retrospective permission for the erection of 6kW wind turbine.
The turbine is 15m in height from ground level to hub and the blades are 3m in length. The
proposal includes a small control building.  It is 3m long, 1.6m deep and 2.8m to ridge height.  It is
clad in timber weather boarding and tiled with clay pantiles.
The application was originally submitted on the basis that the turbine would be in addition to a
15kW turbine which, although not installed, has the benefit of planning permission.  However, the
proposal has since been revised and a Section 106 agreement has been drafted to secure the
installation of one turbine only.

Riddlesworth Hall is located in a rural location to the south of the Thetford to Diss Road.  The
turbine is located in a paddock approximately 260m north east of the main hall building.   The
control building is located within the walled garden adjacent the Bothys which have been
converted to residential use.  The turbine is located approximately 106m north of The Rectory and
46m from its boundary.  The nearest residential property is 60m to the north.

 DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT

 SITE AND LOCATION
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Planning permission was granted in 2005 for the erection of a 15kW turbine in the north east
corner of the paddock some 109m away from the proposed turbine.  The base has been
constructed but the turbine has not been erected.
A retrospective application for the erection of a 6kW turbine was submitted under reference
3PL/2009/0524/F.  The application was withdrawn.

 RELEVANT SITE HISTORY

The following National Planning Guidance and/or Saved Policies of the Breckland Local Plan and
those of the Submission Core Strategy and Development Control Policies Development Plan
Document have been taken into consideration in the determination of this application:
PPS22:  Renewable Energy
CP12:  Energy
DC1:  Protection of Amenity

 POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

RIDDLESWORTH P C    
I write to object to the above retrospective application for a 6kw wind turbine which has been
erected without planning permission Ref. 3PL/2009/1150/F.
When Mr. Blackledge originally applied for a 15kw wind turbine the Parish Meeting and others
opposed the application on the grounds of unacceptable noise levels and the visual aspects.
Some medical aspects were also raised.  
Mr. Blackledge, for reasons he knows best, decided, despite the fact that Breckland Council gave
him permission to build as per the first application, to erect a smaller wind tubine in a different
place; a place much closer to this objecting neighbours.
This reckless act has backfired because the near neighbours who objected to the first application
now have actual experience of having a wind turbine nearby.
The indisputable facts are:
1)  the wind turbine is noisy and disturbing when it is running and especially so when the wind
causes the turbine to alter its speed and direction to the wind.  The background noise in this part
of Riddlesworth is extremely low.  Anything mechanical and unusual is distinctly heard.
2)  the wind turbine is damaging to the beauty of this part of Riddlesworth Park.  It can be seen,
and has been commented on by people from Knettishall in Suffolk and nearby Gasthorpe and
from the western part of Riddlesworth
3)   a recent medical report confirms that in some instances Tinitus can be caused and
exacerbated by nearby wind turbines.
4)  as stated in this retrospective application for the 6kw turbine the 15kw wind turbine will also be
erected.  If this restrospective application is accepted by Breckland Council there will in time be
two wind turbines very close to each other approximately 75 metres apart.  Near neighbours to
this "power" venture will have to endure even more noise and disturbance than they suffer at
present.
I trust Breckland Planning Council will take heed of the local people who are being affected by
this project which may produce dubious and variable amounts of electricity.

 CONSULTATIONS

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICER - raises objection to the retention of the proposed turbine
in addition to the approved turbine on the grounds that the applicant could not adequately
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Letters of objection have been received regarding the noise from the turbine and the visual
impact:-
- Noise from the turbine is audible in the rear garden of the adjacent dwelling
- The turbine is visible from the south of the site and impacts on the setting of the Listed Buildings
of Riddlesworth Hall, the church and The Rectory.

 REPRESENTATIONS

* The application has been referred to the Development Control Committee at the request of the
Ward Representative.
* The applicant has clarified that, due to technical and administrative reasons, it was not possible
to erect the 15kW unit and therefore it was decided to erect a 6kW unit.  A smaller turbine has
been erected close to the walled garden to the west of the Princess Diana study centre and
closer to The Rectory.  The proposal seeks permission for the retention of the unauthorised
turbine.
* The proposal was originally submitted to seek the retention of the turbine in addition to the
approved 15kW turbine.  However, the applicant was unable to demonstrate to the satisfaction of
the Environmental Health Officers that the noise generated from both the approved 15kW turbine
and the proposed 6kW turbine would not have a detrimental effect on the neighbouring property.
* The proposal has subsequently been revised.  The applicant has entered into a Section 106
agreement to ensure that only one turbine is installed on the site. The agreement provides for the
removal of the proposed 6kW turbine should the applicant erect the previously approved 15kW
turbine.
*The Parish Council have raised objection on the grounds of noise disturbance, visual impact on
the landscape and health issues. 
* The Environmental Health Officers have visited the site on several occasions to take noise
readings and have also taken readings from within the curtilage of the Rectory.  It is
acknowledged that, due to the low background noise levels, the turbine can be heard in the
northern part of the garden but the noise is below a level where a recommendation of refusal can
be substantiated.
* In landscape terms and impact on the Listed Buildings the principle of one turbine within the
paddock has already been established. The site is well screened from the north east and west but
is visible from the south.  The current proposal is unlikely to have a significant adverse impact
above what has previously been approved.
* The impact on the amenity of the adjoining residents has been considered but noise readings
taken would indicate that a recommendation of refusal cannot be justified in this instance.  The
Section 106 agreement would ensure only one turbine is erected on the site.

 ASSESSMENT NOTES

demonstrate that the noise from two turbines would not detrimentally impact on the amenity of the
adjoining residents.
Following the revision to the proposal, the Environmental Health Officer has confirmed that the
comments on the previous application for the retention of the 6kW mast only still stand.  These
comments were that a recommendation of refusal could not be justified.
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Planning Permission

3007
3046
3992
3998
4000
3996

Full Permission Time Limit (3 years)
In accordance with submitted plans
Non-standard note re: S106
NOTE: Reasons for Approval
Variation of approved plans
Note - Discharge of Conditions

 RECOMMENDATION

 CONDITIONS




