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Summary – This report concerns a proposal for two wind turbines and associated 
works at North Pickenham Airfield.  Key issues relate to the visual implications of the 
scheme, local amenity, aviation, telecommunications, ecology and traffic.  It is 
recommended that the application is approved. 

 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
This report concerns a full planning application for two new wind turbines at North 
Pickenham Airfield, North Pickenham to accompany the existing 8 turbines.  The 
proposed turbines are to have a hub height of 80m and a rotor diameter of 90m, 
resulting in a maximum tip height of 125m.  They have an operational lifetime of 25 
years and would be decommissioned, unless a further consent is granted for their 
retention.  They are to be located to the east of the existing group of eight turbines.  It 
should be noted however that they are submitted by a different company to those 
currently operating.  The turbines each require accompanying substations which 
consist of a freestanding single storey building with a footprint of 1.6m by 5.6m and 
sit immediately beneath the turbines. The proposal also necessitates new site tracks, 
hardstanding areas, underground cabling and a temporary construction compound 
within the site. 
 

2. KEY DECISION 
 
This is not a key decision. 

 
3. COUNCIL PRIORITIES 

 
The following Council priorities are relevant to this report: 
- A safe and healthy environment 
- A well planned place to live and work 

 
4. SITE HISTORY 

 
3PL/2007/0013/F  Erection of 50m guy rope mast & equipment to measure wind 
speed & direction (Temporary period of 12 months)  Temporary Approval. 
3PL/2004/0465/F Construction of windfarm comprising of 8 2MW turbines.  
Temporary Approval.  
3PL/1996/0850/FConstruction of a shower block with adjacent parking and 
landscaping works.  Approved. 
3PL/1992/1186/HS  Storage of propane gas in connection with poultry rearing.  
Approved. 



3PL/1990/0889/F  Formation of vehicular access.  Approved. 
 
5. CONSULTATIONS 
 
North Pickenham Parish Council - No objection. 
 
Highway Authority (Norfolk County Council) - No objection to revised routing, 
planning conditions are required. 
 
Highways Agency - No objection. 
 
Environment Agency - No objection subject to planning conditions. 
 
MOD - No objection. 
 
Norfolk Landscape Archaeology - No objection. 
 
Natural England - No objection. 
 
NATS National Air Traffic Services - No objection. 
 
Council's Countryside Officer - No objection 
 
Council's Planning Policy Officer - Object on the grounds that the 2 new turbines 
would be likely to alter the character of the wider scheme and break away from a 
development that broadly comprises 2 linear forms to a less formal scattered 
arrangement of turbines.  The proposal is likely to result in increasingly cluttered 
views from key viewpoints where there are mixed views of turbines, 
telecommunications tower and the proposed permanent anemometer. 
 
Norwich Airport - no response received 
 
RSPB - No response received 
 
North Pickenham Windfarm Partnership - Object on the following grounds: 
The proposal would result in a reduction in the output of the existing windfarm, 
There are insufficient separation distances, 
The grid connection has not been fully addressed 
 
A number of neighbour/ local resident representations have been received 
including support for the proposal and objections on the following grounds: 
Historically it was suggested that there would be no more turbines, the proposal 
is a blot on the landscape, the turbines are produced abroad, only viable after 
significant government subsidy, they produce no power if there is no wind, other 
alternative energy sources should be used namely tidal and coal and 
housebuyers do not want to live in areas where there are turbines. 
 
6. POLICY 
 
Renewable Energy proposals such as this are specifically covered in PPS22: 
Renewable Energy and its companion guide.  There also other national planning 
guidance documents which are specifically relevant namely PPS1: Sustainable 
Development, PPS7: Sustainable Development in Rural Areas, PPS24: Planning 
and Noise & PPS9: Biodiversity & Geological Conservation. 
 



At local level, the Council's Adopted Core Strategy contains the following relevant 
policies: 
 
CP11 Protection and Enhancement of the Landscape 
 
DC1 Amenity 
DC15 Renewable Energy  
 
The Council also jointly commissioned a Landscape Assessment, Evaluation and 
Guidance Report with Kings Lynn and West Norfolk Council for Wind Turbine 
Development. 
 
7. ASSESSMENT 
 
It is evident that both national and local planning policy is generally supportive of 
all renewable energy proposals, and they should be encouraged unless there are 
specific concerns relating to a proposal, for example visual harm.  The following 
is an assessment of the specifics of this proposal 
 
Impact upon the character and appearance of the countryside 
 
There is currently a group of 8 wind turbines immediately to the west of those 
proposed here, it is considered that whilst under the control of an alternative 
operator, the proposed turbines are very much seen as an "extension" to the 
existing wind farm in visual terms. 
 
The consultation process has brought forward concern with regard to the visual 
implications of the scheme, including the Planning Policy Officer.   
In landscape terms the site is classified as "Plateau Farmland Landscape 
Character Area" in the co-commissioned landscape assessment document and 
such this landscape type is considered to be capable of accommodating upto 12 
turbines.  The total number in this case would be 10.  In terms of the grouping of 
the turbines, it is considered that the separation distances are consistent with the 
existing, and the pattern continues to be sufficiently tightly grouped.  
Furthermore, The height of the proposed turbines are also consistent with the 
existing ones.   
 
In visual terms, the proposal is considered to be appropriate to the landscape and 
represents an acceptable extension of the current grouping. 
 
Impact upon residential amenity 
 
Noise 
The applicant has undertaken noise surveys which from part of the current 
submission.  These have been assessed by the Council's Environmental Health 
Department who have resolved that there are no objection in noise terms subject 
to conditions.  Significant dialogue has taken place between the Council and 
Engena so as to secure appropriate conditions. 
 
Shadow flicker 
A shadow flicker assessment has been undertaken by the applicant and this has 
concluded that only a limited amount of shadow flicker could occur (a maximum 
of approx 28 minutes on 71 days within a single year) and as such mitigation can 
be provided to overcome this.  The method to achieve this would be have a 
control system that identifies the times when this occurs which would then in turn 



switch off the turbine.  This is considered acceptable by the Council's 
Environmental Health Officer subject to an appropriately worded planning 
condition being used.                              
 
Outlook 
It is considered that the turbines are sufficiently distanced fro m any local 
residents which coupled with the current wind farm means that outlook would not 
be significantly compromised. 
 
Transport and Traffic 
 
Both the Highway Authority and Highways Agency were consulted given the 
potential for significant impact upon local road infrastructure as a consequence of 
the construction process.  They have both confirmed that the level of vehicle 
movements associated with the proposal, the routes proposed and the type of 
movements (abnormal loads) are acceptable in planning terms subject to 
conditions.     
 
Ecology/Wildlife 
 
The Ecological Assessment submitted as part of the application has been 
assessed by the Countryside Officer and Natural England who have concluded 
that they have no objections.  Furthermore, the proposal puts forward site 
biodiversity enhancements in the form of the restoration of 375m of defunct 
hedging and a total of 175m of new hedgerow which are considered beneficial to 
local biodiversity. 
 
Aviation/Radar 
  
The applicant has assessed the impact upon both civil and military aviation. 
 
In terms of civil aviation, Norwich Airport have been consulted and as yet no 
response has been received.  It should be noted that the applicant undertook 
consultations with the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) in 2007, prior to the 
submission of any formal application, and they in turn suggested that Norwich 
Airport should be consulted.  Norwich Airport responded direct to the applicant to 
confirm that they have no objections to the proposal, a copy of this 
correspondence forms part of the applicant's current submission. 
 
In terms of military aviation, Defence Estates have confirmed that they have no 
objections to the current proposal.   
 
Furthermore, National Air Traffic Services (NATS) have been consulted who have 
confirmed that they have no safeguarding objections to the proposal.  
 
Archaeology 
 
The archaeological assessment submitted has been assessed by Norfolk 
Landscape Archaeology who have confirmed that they have no objections to the 
proposal. 
 
Telecommunications 
 
The applicant has undertaken significant discussions with the various 
telecommunication providers and all but one have confirmed that they have no 



objections, the one outstanding operator was contacted with further technical 
analysis which indicated that there was unlikely to be any significant effect and 
they have not responded despite in excess of 12 months having passed since 
they were contacted.   
 
In terms of terrestrial television interference, it is evident that the no significant 
additional harm would occur beyond that already caused by the existing 
windfarm.  Furthermore , it should be noted that the switch over to digital 
television takes place in 2011 which is likely to happen before the turbines are 
constructed.  A planning condition has been requested by the Environmental 
Health Department to ensure that interference is not compromised. 
 
It is considered that no significant harm would occur to telecommunications. 
 
In response to concerns raised by third parties set out above, the following points 
should be stressed: 
 
The separation distances proposed in this application are consistent with the 
existing windfarm which is not believed to be inefficient and as such it is not 
unreasonable to assume that the current levels of efficiency would not continue.  
Furthermore they are positioned downwind of the prevailing south-westerly 
winds. 
 
The fact that the turbines are manufactured outside of the UK, historic 
assurances that no further turbines would be built, their reliability on government 
subsidy and other energy sources being preferable are not material 
considerations in the determination of this application. 
 
Equally, the effect on house prices and the undesirability of living in an area with 
turbines are not planning matters per se, however, residential amenity is.  It is 
considered that this has been fully assessed above. 
 
8. RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is recommended that the application be approved temporarily for an operational 
period of 25 years , subject to conditions. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
   

     


