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B
enefits

D
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G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

1
-

N
o

N
one

U
gly

N
o

N
one

U
gly. N

o good to anybody except to
m

ake m
oney.

2
E

X
34

Y
es

Friendly. L
ess

pollution. W
ill have

to find another w
ay

to generate pow
er.

N
one but w

ill
not be living
close to it.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricity.
D

on’t w
ant com

m
unity benefit

adm
inistered from

 B
arnstaple.

W
ould be great if N

orth D
evon could

lead the w
ay in advancing

environm
entally friendly everything.

3
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean renew

able
energy.  L

ess
dependence on
im

ported fossil fuel.

N
egative public

opinion.
N

im
byism

.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

G
ood luck.

4
E

X
34

Y
es

C
ut out pollution and

nuclear.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
A

 good plan for the future.

5
E

X
34

Y
es

C
ut global w

arm
ing.

N
one

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

A
nything that gets rid of fossil fuels

is O
K

 by m
e.

6
E

X
34

N
o

-
B

lot on the
landscape..

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

D
on’t even think about it.  T

here
m

ust be other w
ays.

7
-

N
o

-
T

here w
ill be

m
assive

num
bers once

perm
ission is

granted for one
site.

N
o

C
osts alw

ays rise. G
rants are

already available. Funds pay
adm

inistrators first C
an’t restore the

countryside once it is defiled.

D
evon should concentrate on w

ave
pow

er to m
eet renew

able energy
targets.

8
E

X
34

N
o

N
one.  T

he visual
pollution counteracts
any benefits.

V
isual pollution

in unspoilt area
N

o
N

ot interested.
W

hy do you persist in trying to ruin
our gorgeous part of the w

orld? O
h

yes m
oney!

9
E

X
34

Y
es w

ith
reservati
ons.

Free and readily
available m

ost of the
year.  R

elatively
cheap and easy to
erect.

U
nsightly.  N

ot
convinced
consum

er w
ill

reap the benefit.

N
o

C
heaper electricity for those only in

the area of visual influence.
H

ope doesn’t spread.  E
nough

ugliness in the cities.  T
he end never

justifies the m
eans.  A

re there any in
South D

evon?

10
E

X
31

N
o

N
one. T

idal and
w

ave w
ould be less

obtrusive and m
ore

efficient.

V
ision and

sound, relying
on the w

ind as
opposed to
regular tides.

N
o

N
ot building them

 here w
ould be

benefit enough
L

ook at w
ave and tidal instead.

M
akes m

ore sense than these ugly
giants.
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G
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C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

efficient.
opposed to
regular tides.

11
E

X
31

N
o

-
-

N
o

-
W

hy spoil the beauty of N
 D

evon
w

hen w
e have the B

ristol C
hannel for

pow
er.

12
E

X
31

N
o

U
nreliable w

eather
therefore no benefit.

N
o

-
-

-

13
E

X
33

N
o

-
Sound and spoil
view

s.
N

o
G

rants for energy conservation,
solar and w

ater pow
er

I pick up high-pitched sounds.

14
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

V
isual pollution

and noise.
N

o
-

W
ind farm

s are to m
ake m

oney w
ith

no thoughts for the com
m

unity.
15

E
X

33
Y

es
U

se available natural
energy w

ith no w
aste

products.

B
linkered

opposition to
change.  W

e
have to m

ove
forw

ard.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity

W
ind and w

ave pow
er should be

w
idely used in the future.

16
E

X
34

Y
es

Inexhaustible, clean
and no w

aste
N

one
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity. T

oo m
uch

m
oney is w

asted if it w
as a

com
m

unity fund

T
otally in favour.

17
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

E
yesore and

noisy.
Previous
application
refused at great
cost to local
people.

N
o

M
any W

est D
ow

n people spent a lot
of m

oney to throw
 out previous

application and this one should
never have been subm

itted.

If granted it w
ould devalue property?

W
hy not site them

 near your house?
W

hy are you w
asting taxpayers

m
oney again?

18
E

X
33

Y
es

N
ot using fossil fuel

and environm
entally

friendly.

N
one

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
B

ehind w
ind turbines all the w

ay.
T

hink they look quite nice.

19
E

X
34

Y
es

R
enew

able, free and
save carbon
em

issions.

N
ot consistent

supply.
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity, com

m
unity fund

open to m
isuse.  G

rants for
alternative energy.

W
e are living on the top of the

adjacent hill but w
ould be happy to

see turbines.  W
hy so big though?



A
ppendix V

II3

R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
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m
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C
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m
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20
E

X
34

N
o

Som
e reduction in

atm
ospheric

pollution.

U
neconom

ic.
V

iable only
because of
governm

ent
subsidies.

N
o

T
he offer of com

m
unity benefits

suggests your adm
ission that local

am
enities are being spoiled and this

is an offer of an inducem
ent (or

bribe?). Such benefits w
ill com

e
indirectly from

 the taxpayer.

W
ind generated electric pow

er is, at
best, a stopgap solution and not long-
term

 policy.  T
he U

SA
 has now

abandoned m
any w

ind farm
s as being

non-viable concerns.

21
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean environm

ent.
N

one
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

Sooner that it is in operation the
better.

22
E

X
34

Y
es

Free, w
ill not run out,

not dam
age the

environm
ent or

anyone’s health.

N
ot pleasant for

those in the
im

m
ediate area

to look at.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation.

B
etter to do som

ething now
 than w

ait
for the energy source to run out for
future generations.

23
E

X
34

Y
es

N
one. U

neconom
ic.

N
o security of

supply, ugly,
noisy and
uneconom

ic

Y
es

W
hat com

m
unity benefit?

W
ithout subsidy you w

ould not be
using w

ind pow
er.

24
E

X
34

Y
es

E
nvironm

entally
friendly

-
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation.
W

e cannot understand any of the
objections to this site. .  N

. D
evon

should be please to be hosting this
technology.

25
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

Sight and sound.
N

o
-

D
epreciation of property value and

blot on the landscape.
26

E
X

34
Y

es
T

aking nothing from
the environm

ent, no
increase in pollutants,
benign technology.

A
ny draw

backs
are principally
psychological.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation.

A
s a supporter of w

ind pow
er I see

only positive outcom
es. I’m

 ready to
accept any visual effects as a
consequence of the w

ay w
e live.

27
E

X
34

Y
es

Free and
environm

entally
friendly and not too
unsightly.

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

W
ith the am

ount of w
ind that com

es
of the sea I w

ould have though that it
w

ould have been done years ago.

28
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean and renew

able
M

ay spoil view
s

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
W

e need to reduce em
issions from

pow
er stations that add to global

w
arm

ing and I think this is one of the
better w

ays of doing it even though
they m

ay cause eyesore to som
e.
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B
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D
raw
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G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

they m
ay cause eyesore to som

e.
29

E
X

34
Y

es
Safe and environm

ent
friendly.

N
o w

ind equates
to no pow

er.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity. In a pow
er

failure could w
ind sourced pow

er be
directly sw

itched to nearby
residents?

A
t last.  D

evon is desperately behind
the tim

es w
here w

ind sourced pow
er

is concerning.  I hope this is
successful.

30
E

X
33

Y
es

Free and clean.
N

oise and view
s

for som
e.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation.

I think you are aim
ing too high.  10

turbines are enough and they w
ill be

too high for som
e people.  W

ill the
height m

ean less noise? M
aybe aim

for 10 m
ore at either B

erry D
ow

n or
near B

lackm
oor G

ate.
31

E
X

34
N

o
N

one
N

oise and visual
am

enity.
N

o
A

t w
hat price?

O
ther sources should be explored in

depth before these.
32

E
X

34
Y

es
E

nvironm
entally

friendly.
People

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation.

-

33
E

X
33

N
o

N
one

V
isibility and

sm
all returns

N
o

-
T

his is the easy w
ay out for a very

m
odest supply of pow

er.  C
ontinue

looking at w
ave and  tidal pow

er
34

E
X

33
Y

es
Free and no w

aste.
V

isual am
enity

and noise.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

35
E

X
34

N
o

M
ain benefits

outw
eigh visual

am
enity.

Spoil
countryside w

ith
invasive
turbines,
eyesore and
noisy

N
o

-
N

o reference to devaluation of
property in the leaflet. T

oo high and
m

ay affect epileptic people or
harm

ful to birds, bats or T
V

/radio
reception.  W

ant no change.

36
E

X
33

Y
es

N
atural resource.

N
one

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation &

cheaper electricity.
B

ring on the w
ind and w

ave pow
er.

37
E

X
31

N
o

Farm
er/landow

ner of
the site and
m

anufacturer of
turbines

Proliferation of
turbines after
the grant of
perm

ission.
M

inim
al pow

er
generated for
m

axim
um

disruption
(visually and
practically).

N
o

N
ot building them

 here w
ould be

benefit enough.
W

ind is interm
ittent and unreliable

w
hose energy cannot be stored

needing conventional backup.
V

isually unattractive w
ith a negative

im
pact on a num

ber of local qualities.
N

orth D
evon is a tourist attraction.
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D
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C
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m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

generated for
m

axim
um

disruption
(visually and
practically).

N
orth D

evon is a tourist attraction.

38
E

X
33

N
o

Profit to developers.
H

igh cost and
spoil
countryside

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

H
orrifies that after all our battles

against w
ind farm

s up they com
e

again.  Solar energy should be
sponsored.  C

ornw
all and W

ales are
already spoiled.

39
E

X
33

N
o

N
one

U
gly and spoil

view
s

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
-

40
E

X
34

N
o

C
heapness

Inconsistency
N

o
N

o benefit.
W

ind pow
er has to be supported at

all tim
es.  W

ave pow
er does not.

41
E

X
34

N
o

N
atural resource that

w
ill not run out.

B
lot on the

landscape.
N

o
C

om
m

unity fund and grants from
energy conservation.

I believe in using natural resources
that are out of sight i.e. tidal.

42
E

X
34

N
o

V
ery little.

N
oisy, ugly and

spoil landscape.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
A

lthough other form
s of renew

able
energy should be speeded up I m

ay
not be able to see the m

asts.  I feel
for the people w

ho w
ill be troubled

by the sight and sound of them
.

43
E

X
33

Y
es

N
on-polluting,

renew
able and

natural.

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

G
reat idea. T

he w
ind turbines w

ill
look m

uch m
ore graceful than a

pow
er station or pylon.

44
E

X
34

Y
es

R
eduction of carbon

dioxide em
ission –

very low
 usage of

unsustainable natural
resources

V
isibility and

noise
Y

es
grants from

 energy conservation
C

heers

45
E

X
31

Y
es

A
voids use of fossil

fuels except the fuel
to m

ake the turbines.

Injury to
w

ildlife
Y

es
C

heaper electricity. Spend the
m

oney on m
ore w

ave energy
system

, m
uch as the one off

L
ym

ton.

W
ent to the public inquiries at the

farm
s at C

rackaw
ay and w

as
astounded about the ignorance of the
Inspector.

46
E

X
33

N
o

N
ext to none. V

ery
lim

ited and narrow
band of w

ind speed
usage.

V
isual am

enity
and noise.

N
o

-
A

bandon the crackpot idea.  Perhaps
C

hequers w
ould be a good site.
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B
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D
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G
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C
om

m
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C
om

m
ents

lim
ited and narrow

band of w
ind speed

usage.

and noise.
C

hequers w
ould be a good site.

47
E

X
34

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

N
one

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-
48

-
-

-
-

-
-

49
E

X
34

N
o

-
-

-
-

T
he future is using the barrage on the

Severn &
 T

orridge.
50

E
X

34
N

o
N

one. Spoiling the
countryside to m

ake
m

oney.

N
oise but

m
ainly eyesore.

N
o

N
one.  R

esidents should pay for
their heating bills etc from

 their
incom

e or cut back on expenses.

D
o not spoil lovely D

evon to m
ake

m
oney.  T

hat is the real reason
behind w

ind farm
s.

51
E

X
33

Y
es

N
atural resource and

save fossil fuels
N

oise
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
I w

ould expect m
oney generated to

be used to invest in R
&

D
 to develop

quieter and m
ore efficient turbines.

52
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o pollution.

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

T
he people w

ho claim
 to care

E
X

34about the environm
ent w

ill
probably stop it.

53
E

X
34

Y
es

R
educe air pollution

and conserve
resources.  Free.

V
isual im

pact.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
W

hy does over 60%
 of production

need to be in N
orth D

evon?  It should
be equally shared w

ith the rest of the
county.

54
E

X
33

N
o

Free and
green.

N
o use w

ithout
w

ind so
inefficient.
U

gly, despoil
countryside,
noisy.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund.

C
om

pensation to hom
eow

ners w
ho

experience loss in property value
due to w

ind farm
.

M
ore research should be done into

w
ave and tidal pow

er as a constant
source of energy.

55
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

U
nsightly,

constant noise
and detrim

ental
to tourism

.

N
o

-
T

here is no substantial evidence that
benefits w

ill be resultant from
 such

projects.

56
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean and

efficient so long
as is not too close it
does not interfere
w

ith the
environm

ent.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fun

G
rants for energy conservation.

C
heaper electricity.

It is a good location w
ith little effect

on m
any people.
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avour
ofw
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B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

w
ith the

environm
ent.

57
E

X
33

N
o

-
-

N
o

-
I object because of the noise and the
spoiling of a beautiful scenic view

.

58
E

X
34

N
o

W
ave and w

ind m
ore

efficient than
turbines.

E
verything,

turbines are
inefficient and
ugly.
V

isual im
pact

outw
eighs any

benefits.

N
o

It w
ould be m

ore effective to supply
the area w

ith low
 energy light bulbs.

It is far too peaceful and. beautiful, as
last tw

o inquiries illustrated. T
he

only people to profit are you, D
evon

W
ind Pow

er, not the com
m

unity or
the environm

ent.

59
E

X
33

N
o

It is a good resource
but no benefit the
w

ay com
panies

harness it.

Intrusive nature
of turbines and
low

 %
 of

efficient energy
produced.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

If local com
m

unity are to be
listened to, a m

eeting should be held
and votes taken as to w

hat is
w

anted.

W
ind pow

er is not a viable option but
w

ill go ahead regardless of w
hat

com
m

unities decide because it is
politically m

otivated.

60
E

X
33

M
aybe

N
on-foreseeable at

present (unless at
sea).

N
oise, blot on

the landscape
and ruins a
beautiful
landscape w

hich
is fam

ous.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
C

om
pensation for houses in the

im
m

ediate vicinity w
here house

values w
ill drop. N

o-one lives near
a w

ind farm
 from

 choice.

W
hy is Fullabrook the w

indiest
place, do they have to be so huge or
so m

any? T
hey w

ill cause
devastation to the land over a w

ide
area.

61
-

N
o

U
seless, m

inim
al

output.
E

conom
y of N

D
evon seriously

affected.
T

ourism
 ruined

N
o

T
here w

ill no little com
m

unity
benefit.

T
he m

oney should be invested in off-
shore and estuary H

.E
.P.

62
E

X
34

N
o

C
lean and renew

able
w

hen the w
ind blow

s.
N

o w
ind, no

energy
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund,
grants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

W
e have dearest electricity in the

country it w
ill never be cheap.

W
ind farm

s at sea are the answ
er.

63
E

X
31

N
o

Personal financial
gain of those
installing/ow

ning
sites obtaining
governm

ent finance.

D
ubious

efficiency.,
M

arine w
ind

farm
s proven to

be m
ost

efficient.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

L
ocally this w

ould be unlikely to
affect m

e adversely but I feel
investm

ent should be m
ade in m

arine
w

ind and w
ave installations.
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B
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D
raw
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G
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C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

sites obtaining
governm

ent finance.
farm

s proven to
be m

ost
efficient.

w
ind and w

ave installations.

64
E

X
34

Y
es

Saving fossil fuel.
Stop air pollution.

V
isible im

pact
on landscape.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

C
heaper electricity.

-

65
E

X
33

N
o and

not
A

O
N

B
’s

-
D

isadvantages
outw

eigh any
advantages.

N
o

-
T

he benefits are not big enough to
com

pensate for the detrim
ental

effects on tourism
. T

he ones on the
Pennines approaching B

urnley are an
eyesore.

66
E

X
34

Y
es

G
reen source.

V
isual im

pact.
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation.
C

heaper electricity.
T

he country has to start using this
form

 of green energy (so long as they
are not connected to the grid by
pylons)

67
E

X
31

N
o

N
ot w

orth spoiling
the countryside so no
benefits.

Spoils
countryside and
disturbance for
nearby
residents.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

-

68
E

X
34

-
-

V
isual im

pact.
V

isitors from
 far

and w
ide

affected not just
im

m
ediate

vicinity.

N
o

-
T

his is the w
rong area, too close to

the coastal area of w
hich too few

 are
still unspoiled.

69
E

X
31

Y
es

N
on-polluting, no

long-term
 harm

ful
effects and good use
of farm

land.

Public opinion.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
If no-one objects to pylons spoiling
the landscape how

 can they object to
w

ind turbines.

70
E

X
34

Y
es

-
V

isual intrusion,
noise, loss of
habitat for
w

ildlife and
harm

ful to birds.

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion, noise, loss of habitat
for w

ildlife and harm
ful to birds.
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m
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C
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71
E

X
34

N
o

-
T

oo erratic.
-

-
-

72
E

X
34

Y
es

Stop pollution.
V

isual intrusion.
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation
T

hey w
ould blend in w

ith the
landscape if they w

ere painted green.
73

E
X

34
N

o
-

-
-

-
W

ave and tidal pow
er is the best and

less intrusive solution for alternative
energy.

74
E

X
34

Y
es

R
educe em

issions for
greenhouse gases.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
N

o
-

N
orth D

evon has been singled out as
an area of tranquillity.  Please keep it
that w

ay.  T
he turbines w

ould be
better out at sea and w

e should be
prepared to w

ait for this to be
developed and not spoil our ow

n
landscape in the m

eantim
e.

75
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

M
any. A

s
discussed three
tim

es previously

N
o

-
T

hree tim
es w

e have fought w
ind

turbines; ugly concrete and steel
structures, useless and only profit for
the developers.

76
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean, non-depletion

of the earth’s
resources.

Initial change in
the natural
landscape.

-
C

heaper electricity but for those
w

ithin 1-2m
iles

-

77
E

X
33

Y
es

G
ood for the

environm
ent.

N
othing

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-

78
E

X
33

Y
es

D
oes not contribute

to global w
arm

ing.
Sustainable natural
source.

U
nnatural

landm
ark.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

R
egularly visit W

harfdale above
Ilkley w

here the local population
have happily accepted w

ind turbines
in place now

 2-3 years.
79

E
X

34
N

o
N

one here.
U

nsightly w
ould

you like one on
your doorstep.
T

oo noisy.

N
o

-
B

eing born and bred in W
est D

ow
n

this w
ill look alm

ost as ugly as you
assholes trying sell it.

80
E

X
33

Y
E

S
-

M
aybe a little

noise but w
e

m
ust not be left

behind.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

W
e have to chose som

e other form
 of

energy and as it is cleaner than m
ost,

I think it is interesting.
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no
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ost
C
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F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

behind.
81

E
X

33
Y

es
N

atural resource,
w

hich respects the
environm

ent.

V
isual and noise

but necessary
for pow

er
generation.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

grants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

It is necessary to protect our fragile
w

orld w
hich is under threat.

82
E

X
33

Y
es

It is a natural,
renew

able resource
that does not pollute
environm

ent.

Im
pact on the

landscape
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund,
grants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.
It should obviously benefit those in
the im

m
ediate vicinity. H

ow
ever,

this w
as stated in early days of

nuclear pow
er as opposed to solid

fuel pow
er stations.

C
onsultation is the w

ay forw
ard but

the “not on m
y doorstep” scenario

w
ill obviously be a hard obstacle to

overcom
e.

83
E

X
34

Y
es

H
arnessing of natural

sustainable resources.
V

isibility of the
turbines.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

I think the benefits to the
environm

ent far outw
eigh any

draw
backs.

84
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o pollution

V
isual

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-
85

E
X

34
Y

es
Sustainable and clean

C
osts of

production of
units, %

 return
on investm

ent.
N

IM
B

Y
resistance. N

eed
incentivising

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund, m

oney to
com

m
unity transport schem

es and
educational installation for use by
local schools. R

enew
able energy

them
e post K

yoto, the rationale of
alternative energy etc.

-

86
E

X
31

Y
es

C
leanliness and

saving of the ozone
layer

-
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

87
E

X
34

N
o

-
-

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

T
hese w

ind farm
s are a blot on the

landscape they are ugly and noisy.
W

ave and tidal pow
er are a better

option
88

-
N

o
N

one
N

oise and a
danger to bats
and birds.
U

nsightly and
not enough
energy
generated.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund.

A
tom

ic/nuclear energy is the only
form

 that w
ill save us from

 running
out of energy w

hen the oil runs out.
T

hey are a danger to bats and birds.
N

oisy.  It is far too late to stop global
w

arm
ing. D

on’t trusty greedy people
like you?
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R
ef
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P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

U
nsightly and

not enough
energy
generated.

T
hey are a danger to bats and birds.

N
oisy.  It is far too late to stop global

w
arm

ing. D
on’t trusty greedy people

like you?
89

E
X

34
Y

es
Inexhaustible and
free.

N
oise and

visual.
N

o
 C

heaper electricity and
com

pensation to householders
w

ithin 5-m
ile radius.

Siting in an unpopulated area such as
E

xm
oor w

ould be preferable. Since
this w

ould not be allow
ed w

hy not
consider w

ave pow
er.

90
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean and cheap.

U
nsightly

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
W

ind farm
s should be located off

shore w
here they w

ill not affect the
value of property or offend the eye.

91
E

X
33

Y
es

Free and clean. N
o

need to transport
fuels.

Possible noise.
A

dverse visual
im

pact.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricity.
N

ecessity being the m
other of

invention.  W
ind farm

 problem
s w

ill
only be solved if w

ind farm
s are

built.  W
ind farm

s are only one step
up to the answ

er to clean pow
er.

92
-

Y
es

N
o pollution.

V
isual im

pact.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
C

ost of construction and profit
thereafter.  W

ould not give financial
benefits to users for m

any years.
C

heaper fuel.
93

E
X

34
Y

es
C

leaner environm
ent.

N
one

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

I think there should be m
any m

ore
w

ind farm
s in D

evon like there are in
C

ornw
all.

94
E

X
33

Y
es

Free and clean
N

one
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation
T

he use of renew
able energy is very

im
portant to protect the environm

ent
for our children &

 their children
95

E
X

34
Y

es
A

vailable
everyw

here so build
farm

s in the
country’s ugliest
places.

D
estroy the

m
ost beautiful

scenery in the
country forever.
John Prescott
m

ust love you

N
o

T
his is purely cheap bribery to

people w
ho w

ill prim
arily m

ove on.
Y

ou w
ill be able to use %

 choice
w

ithout saying how
 m

any
respondents you received.

H
ope the application fails.  I’m

 sure
it is m

ore to do w
ith your profit than

m
y benefit. A

ll tourists do not site on
the beach.  I can’t see your costs in
the availability section.

96
E

X
34

N
o

Profit to D
evon W

ind
Pow

er.
V

isual intrusion.
Im

pact on
tourism

N
o

-
D

am
age the plan to safeguard the

A
O

N
B

’s. 20 turbines w
ill be visible

over a very w
ide area including

N
orth D

evon’s 66 square m
iles of

A
O

N
B

. T
he site is a couple of m

iles
from

 L
ynton C

ross, w
hich is already

an accident black spot. Is it not
possible that this could contribute to
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C
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F
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ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

tourism
over a very w

ide area including
N

orth D
evon’s 66 square m

iles of
A

O
N

B
. T

he site is a couple of m
iles

from
 L

ynton C
ross, w

hich is already
an accident black spot. Is it not
possible that this could contribute to
even m

ore accidents?  N
orth D

evon’
s countryside has the greatest
diversity of environm

ent in the U
K

.
If these m

onsters are allow
ed to

invade our glorious green
countryside, they w

ill kill. the
holiday trade. T

hese turbines w
ould

be a m
assive scar on the landscape.

H
olidaym

akers w
ould m

ove
elsew

here if theses m
onstrosities

w
ere not em

phatically and
unequivocally rejected.

97
E

X
34

N
o

N
o benefits to N

orth
D

evon just D
evon

W
ind Pow

er

-
N

o
T

o be given to local people w
ho live

around the area, e.g. a reduction in
rates.

T
otally opposed to any kind of w

ind
farm

. T
his is an A

rea of O
utstanding

N
atural B

eauty T
he turbines w

ould
be an eyesore w

e can definitely do
w

ithout.
98

E
X

34
Y

es and
no

In theory it is free but
the obvious lim

its.
Structures to achieve
this are disruptive
and expensive.

H
uge

infrastructure
for lim

ited
results. M

oney
should be
invested in solar
pow

er

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

B
etter clean bus service, good high

street shops not huge out of tow
n

superm
arkets, sm

all and local to
help achieve targets.

T
his seem

s like an enorm
ous short-

term
 solution to try &

 satisfy targets.
N

o doubt the developers w
ill m

ake
m

oney at the expense of the local
people &

 the countryside.

99
E

X
34

N
o

B
elieve in its use off

shore only because it
offers reliable clean
energy production.

E
nvironm

ental
im

pact of road
w

idening and
huge cost of
installation.
D

evaluation of
area and noise.

N
o

C
annot think of benefit, electricity

already cheap. W
ant financial

com
pensation for the loss of value

of hom
e but this w

ould not
necessarily change m

y opinion as
the loss of hedges and nature cannot
be com

pensated.

C
annot bear the thought of hedges

being destroyed to allow
 w

ind
turbines to be placed.  B

irds are
discouraged from

 w
ind farm

 areas,
w

hich changes the environm
ent for

the w
orse.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

D
evaluation of

area and noise.
the loss of hedges and nature cannot
be com

pensated.
the w

orse.

100
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

V
ery noisy,

N
orth D

evon is
beautiful.

N
o

O
nly benefit should be to leave N

.
D

evon alone.
Sea pow

er does not dam
age w

ildlife
and landscape.

101
E

X
34

N
o

O
ther m

eans
preferred.

Spoil the area
for little gain.

N
o

N
o bribes acceptable com

pensation
for this large scale blot on the
landscape.

W
ithdraw

 this plan.

102
E

X
34

N
o

T
here aren’t any.

U
nsightly

spoiling our
beautiful
county.

N
o

B
lackm

ail
N

o! N
o! N

o!

103
E

X
34

Y
es

U
se of natural

resources.
N

oise,
devaluation of
property.

N
o

C
om

m
unity Fund,

grants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.
R

eduction in C
ouncil tax for

properties w
ithin area of site.

A
O

N
B

 and tranquillity are an asset to
this country and should not be
invaded. Structures and noise w

ould
disturb am

biance of the area.

104
E

X
33

N
o

-
N

ot attractive to
look at and not
that efficient.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund

I think that the right w
ay to go is

using tidal pow
er of the sea because

it is constant.
105

E
X

31
Y

es
C

lean, sustainable
and
free of charge.

T
ow

ers are an
eyesore.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

N
ot in our backyard.

N
. D

evon is w
holly reliant on

tourism
, anything that detracts from

the scenery w
ill harm

 tourism
 and

therefore cause long term
 dam

age to
the area.

106
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

U
nacceptable to

the public
N

o
W

e don’t w
ant w

ind farm
s w

hatever
is offered

T
his plan is a blot on the landscape I

have know
n for m

any years.
107

E
X

34
Y

es
L

ess depletion of
natural resources and
environm

entally
friendly.

C
ertain people

think they are an
eyesore.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

I think the only com
m

unity benefit
should be the know

ledge that w
e are

now
 helping in the fight against

global w
arm

ing.

I think this is a great proposal for
Ilfracom

be and can’t w
ait for it to

happen.

108
-

Y
es

-
V

isible and
audible
disruption and
inefficient.

N
o

D
oubt if you could do anything to

justify ruining people’s idyllic
hom

es.

T
oo big and too m

any in an area of
current beauty and tranquillity.
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R
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no
P

ost
C
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F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

disruption and
inefficient.

hom
es.

109
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean air

N
IM

B
Y

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

-
110

-
Y

es
O

n paper a green
source of energy. T

he
governm

ent w
ill get

the green vote.

N
oise pollution,

not volum
e but

type of noise
against rural
background

Y
es (for

the w
ind)

A
s w

ell as visual intrusion w
hat

about noise level m
odelling. T

his is
alw

ays done for a new
 road.

111
-

Y
es

C
lean alternative,

com
m

ercially proven.
Interm

ittent
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund
-

112
E

X
33

Y
es

R
enew

able, less
C

O
2.

Sight and noise
greater im

pact
than energy
produced

N
ow

here
w

hen it is
in your
backyard

C
om

m
unity fund and

energy grants.
Should be a governm

ent policy
anyw

ay.

Perhaps the governm
ent should be

persuaded by us to encourage energy
conservation, tax cars heavily,
support public transport etc.

113
-

Y
es

L
ess C

O
2 em

issions.
Spoiling an
unspoilt
beautiful
countryside.

N
o

-
It w

ill affect the area for tourism
.

114
-

Y
es

R
enew

able energy.
N

oise and
appearance

-
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

-

115
E

X
32

N
o

-
Spoiling view

s.
N

o
B

uild m
ore nuclear pow

er stations,
just as clean.

Y
ou gave a good presentation w

ith
your point of view

.
116

Y
es

L
ess reliance on

fossil fuels.
V

isual and noise
im

pact.
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation.
-

117
E

X
32

Y
es

R
enew

able energy.
-

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

W
ill not destroy the landscape if

anything it w
ill give added interest.

118
E

X
32

Y
es

Pollutant free energy
source.

V
isual

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

T
he introduction of w

ind farm
s.

should be vigorously pursued.
119

E
X

32
N

o
-

Im
m

ense visual
im

pact on
landscape.

N
o

I believe nuclear pow
er should be

used m
uch m

ore extensively. A
w

onderful resource is being
neglected.

T
he presentation at B

arnstaple M
otel

alm
ost convinced m

e but not quite.

120
E

X
38

Y
es

R
educed C

O
2, local

generation, m
odern

approach to current
energy issues.

Possible effects
on property
prices and
possible issues
w

ith tourism
.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity Fund

B
est of luck w

ith application.
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B
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D
raw
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G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

generation, m
odern

approach to current
energy issues.

on property
prices and
possible issues
w

ith tourism
.

C
heaper electricity.

121
E

X
31

Y
es

E
nvironm

entally
friendly.

V
isual

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

C
heaper electricity.

T
here is a need for the reduction in

fossil fuels, w
hich are not infinite.

122
E

X
32

Y
es

R
enew

able, low
im

pact
V

isual
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation.
G

ood luck.

123
E

X
32

Y
es

Free fuel no
em

issions.
N

oise
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

T
he sooner the better I previously

lived in M
arw

ood and still w
ould

have no objection.
124

E
X

31
N

o
-

N
oise and

visual intrusion
for
sm

all energy
gain.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

L
ess efficient than w

ave energy.

125
-

N
o

-
N

o
-

E
ven Jam

es C
ovelock thinks nuclear

is the only w
ay to go to avoid effects

of global w
arm

ing., w
hich m

ay also
change w

ind patterns.
126

E
X

31
N

o
N

one
C

annot see any
gains.

N
o

-
I w

ould rather not see this project
started.

127
E

X
31

-
-

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

-
C

om
m

unity fund equals sort of
bribery. B

enefits should be for
everyone.

128
-

Y
es

R
enew

able energy
needed to preserve
the planet.

V
isual intrusion

and
N

oise.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
M

ore local support if not such an
am

bitious schem
e.

Perhaps too m
any and too large in

first instance.

129
E

X
33

Y
es

R
educe use fossil

fuels
-

Y
es

C
heaper electricity .for everyone on

grid.
-
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B
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D
raw
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G
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C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

130
E

X
31

Y
es

N
on-polluting..

L
ess vulnerable to

accident than nuclear.
L

ess intrusive than
pow

er stations.

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

C
hairm

an of Parish C
ouncil

concerned to ensure that any
com

m
unity benefit is fairly

distributed.
C

heaper electricity seem
s to satisfy

this requirem
ent best.

W
ell-presented brochure and

exhibition, helpful explanations,
factual answ

ers.
E

lective com
m

unication to parish
councils essential at all stages.

131
E

X
31

Y
es

Pollutant free.
V

isual intrusion
and
noise.
Still need
overhead supply
lines to national
grid.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

W
hy should N

orth D
evon pioneer

extra large w
indm

ills?
D

rastically affect coastal beauty.
T

otally unacceptable from
 the sea.

T
idal pow

er should be pursued.

132
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean

N
oise and

visual intrusion.
N

o
-

-

133
E

X
31

Y
es

N
o C

O
2 em

issions.
Free energy source
after set up costs.

N
oise

V
isual Intrusion

Fullabook
O

K
.

L
uscott

no.

N
ot enough com

m
unity benefit.

T
oo near residents for such huge

turbines.
W

e w
ill be w

ithin 600m
 of one.

134
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

I have been
around m

any
areas w

ith w
ind

farm
s and can

see no real
benefits.
C

annot
contribute
enough to the
good.

N
o

N
ot enough benefits to counteract

distress.
T

here are ream
s of com

m
ents on this

card.  H
e is a lecturer (doesn't say

w
hat in) and sounds in the know

.
Suggest you read the card!



A
ppendix V

II

17

R
ef

no
P

ost
C
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avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

good.

135
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

E
nvironm

ental
im

pact at all
levels.

N
o

N
o com

m
. benefit w

ould outw
eigh

im
pact.

N
o further com

m
ents.

136
E

X
34

Y
es

N
on-polluting.

L
ow

 cost.
Few

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation

-

137
E

X
34

Y
es

N
on polluting

R
enew

able
Public
objections

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation

People w
ho w

ork on the construction
and m

aintenance should be local.
G

ood luck.
138

E
X

33
Y

es
Free and renew

able.
V

isual intrusion
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
-

139
E

X
34

Y
es

Save energy.
N

oise and
T

oo large.
N

o
C

heaper electricity..
W

ill spoil area of natural  beauty.

140
E

X
31

Y
es

Saving fossil fuels.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity and
grants for energy conservation.

E
ssential for future prosperity.

141
E

X
32

Y
es

L
ow

 cost energy for
local benefit.

V
isual intrusion

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund,

grants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

C
heaper electricity is good in

principle but m
ay set difficult

precedents.
Fairly thorough presentation but w

ill
be interesting to see final installation
and how

 acceptable it w
ill be after

say 5 years.
142

E
X

33
N

o
Sustainable energy.

N
oise,

visual intrusion.
Pollution,
spoiling
countryside.

N
o

N
one

Such a beautiful quiet area and such
an unacceptable dreadful proposal.

143
E

X
33

N
o

R
enew

able energy.
N

oise and
visual intrusion.

N
o

N
one

D
readful proposal for the beautiful

peaceful N
orth D

evon.
144

E
X

33
N

o
R

eadily available
energy.

N
oise.

A
esthetically

horrendous.

N
o

N
one

N
othing can com

pensate for
spoiling area.

U
nbearable proposal.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

145
E

X
33

N
o

Sustainable energy.
N

oise and
visual intrusion.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

N
othing can com

pensate for
spoiling area.

U
nacceptable. It w

ould spoil the
N

orth D
evon area.

146
E

X
33

Y
es

R
enew

able
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
G

et on w
ith it!

147
E

X
33

Y
es

N
o C

O
2, SO

2 etc.
C

lean energy.
O

nly produces
m

axim
um

am
ount of

electricity under
favourable w

ind
conditions.
V

isual intrusion
and
noise.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

C
heaper electricity.

Producing teaching packs for local
schools to prom

ote renew
able

energy?

G
ood start for N

 D
evon produce its

ow
n electricity.

148
E

X
33

Y
es

Free
N

ot constant.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

149
E

X
31

Y
es

R
educe pollution in

atm
osphere.

R
uins areas of

natural beauty.
N

o
G

rants for energy conservation
C

heaper electricity.
Plan is fine for better form

s of energy
generation but a disaster for the
beautiful area and for tourism

, w
hich

the A
O

N
B

 and B
iosphere seeks to

im
prove.

150
Y

es
-

R
uins the

countryside.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
W

ave pow
er m

ust be better, or
G

overnm
ent. funding for solar to

each hom
e as you don't need the sun

all the tim
e.

151
E

X
33

Y
es

R
educe em

issions.
R

educe use of solid
fuels/nuclear.

W
on't be

enough of them
.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

C
heaper electricity.

E
xcellent. B

ring it on!

152
-

Y
es

R
educes need for

nuclear.
R

educes em
issions

V
isual intrusion.

-
C

om
m

unity fund
-

153
E

X
33

Y
es

O
nce built lack of

production costs.
V

isual intrusion
and
being sited near
som

e houses.

M
aybe

C
om

m
unity fund,

grants for energy conservation and
C

heaper electricity.

Prefer w
ind to fossil fuels or nuclear.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

154
E

X
33

N
o

-
N

oise
N

o
Soft soap!

N
oise does not have to be loud to

interfere w
ith ones life a general

"hum
" for 24 hours a day can be

m
entally harm

ful over a period of
tim

e.
155

E
X

33
N

o
-

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

B
ribes

Financial benefits to a few
.

M
assive negative im

pact on
com

m
unity.

156
E

X
33

Y
es

E
ffluent free

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

C
heaper electricity.

Feel strongly that objections to w
ind

pow
er based on visual effect are

rubbish and should be ignored.
157

E
X

33
Y

es
Free, clean and a
point of interest.

-
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

158
E

X
33

-
-

V
isual ruination

of an area
N

o
-

N
o feedback on cost/return.

R
uining one of our few

 beautiful
natural areas.

159
E

X
33

Y
es

A
vailability.

L
ow

 cost.
N

o C
O

2 em
issions.

-
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

-

160
-

N
o

C
lean

N
oise and

visual Intrusion.
N

o
C

om
m

unity fund.
-

161
E

X
33

N
o

L
ess C

O
2 em

issions.
N

oise and
visual intrusion.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

B
etter to w

ait little longer for m
ore

efficient w
ays rather than blight the

countryside.
C

annot say accurately how
 m

uch
noise w

ill be generated in various
conditions.
C

oncern about effects on w
ildlife and

grazing anim
als and horses.

162
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

-
N

o
-

-
163

-
N

o
N

one
L

ow
ers quality

of life.
N

o
Y

ou have no regard for the
com

m
unity.

E
nvironm

ental rape.
G

o aw
ay.

164
E

X
31

-
-

N
oise

Pollution.
N

o
B

ribes. D
on't w

ant them
 w

ant to
keep the countryside intact.

Strongly object to our countryside
being destroyed for future
generations and us.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

D
estruction of

the countryside.
generations and us.

165
E

X
33

N
o

N
one

N
oise

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
N

o financial benefit to N
 D

evon
residents.
D

eeply concerned at scouring of
countryside.
H

igh noise pollution for m
inim

al
am

ount of electricity.
W

here are the overhead pow
er lines

going to be?
166

E
X

31
Y

es
R

educe
contam

ination.
V

isual intrusion
and
noise.
Im

pact on
environm

ent.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

H
aving view

ed the com
puter display

it w
ould appear that the visual im

pact
is not too great and noise should not
be a problem

.

167
-

N
o

V
isual intrusion

overcom
es any

benefits.

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

V
isual im

pact in a tourist area w
ill be

aw
ful.

168
-

Y
es

R
eusable, clean and

free source.
V

isual intrusion.
C

ause
congestion w

ith
sightseers.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

Should be sited w
here w

e w
ere

originally led to believe it w
ould be -

it now
 varies by about 2 m

iles.

169
E

X
34

Y
es

Free.
R

educe pollution.
Industrialisation
of m

assive area
of land.

N
o.

-
G

overnm
ent and. you should be

encouraging solar energy, offshore
and tide.
N

orth D
evon is not industrialised

w
ith low

 noise pollution.  Proposal
w

ill affect the area irreversibly as
land w

ill not be restored to its present
status w

hen the turbines are obsolete.
Q

uestionnaire heavily w
eighted in

your favour not enough room
 for

alternative suggestions.
170

E
X

33
Y

es
C

heap
V

isual intrusion
and

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

Facts as presented not backed w
ith

research.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

and
N

oise.
cheaper electricity.

N
ot a com

m
unity fund.

research.
W

hat about a contour m
ap w

ith scale
sized turbines and houses?
M

isleading  "quotes" on noise levels.

171
-

Y
es

-
-

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-
172

-
N

o
N

one
V

isual intrusion
and
noise

N
o

-
C

om
m

unity w
ould not benefit, this is

an area of outstanding natural beauty.
T

ry them
 in the sea I hear they are

very successful by L
ynm

outh.
173

E
X

31
N

o
T

o please M
r

Prescott
C

ost and benefit
don't equate.

-
-

W
e w

ould benefit m
ore if w

e w
ere

left along.
Spoilation of area of outstanding
natural beauty.

174
-

N
o

B
enefits outw

eighed
by visual and noise
pollution

V
isual intrusion

and
noise

N
o

-
N

o benefit to local com
m

unity only
disadvantages.
N

o right to accept this eyesore on
behalf of this and future generations
in area of beauty.

175
E

X
31

Y
es

-
V

isual intrusion.
D

etrim
ental

effect on
w

ildlife.

N
o

-
N

o.5 im
plies that the im

pact on the
local com

m
unity w

ill be greater than
you suggest.
W

ave energy is m
ore practical and

effective.
176

E
X

33
Y

es
Sustainable

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

N
oise control.

-

177
E

X
34

Y
es

R
enew

able
N

oise and
visual intrusion
on near
neighbours.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

178
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean and

Safe.
E

fficient w
hen

com
pared to other

renew
ables.

V
isual intrusion

and
noise

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

R
oad w

ays around the site to allow
better access to visitors.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

com
pared to other

renew
ables.

on nearby
residents.

179
E

X
32

Y
es

-
L

ike som
ething

from
 outer

space.

N
o

-
B

etter out to sea. Stay out of D
evon.

D
on't try and convince us that these

turbines w
ill be different from

C
ornw

all w
here turbines have spoilt

the countryside and they are m
uch

sm
aller.

180
E

X
31

Y
es

-
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
N

o com
m

unity benefits.
Should be placed out to sea or on
m

oorland.
181

E
X

32
Y

es
N

one. O
n shore

turbines far m
ore

dam
aging than

beneficial.

N
oise and

visual intrusion.
M

onsters.

N
o

C
om

m
unity w

ill benefit hugely if
you leave us alone. T

here is nothing
you could do to benefit the
com

m
unity to com

pensate for the
lasting dam

age you w
ill do.

W
hat part of the w

ord N
O

 don't you
understand?

182
E

X
33

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion
and
N

oise to
nearby
residents.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
-

183
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

E
xpensive

w
ithout subsidy.

Pow
er supply

interm
ittent.

R
equires back

up by
conventional
pow

er station.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation

T
hey m

ake a few
 very rich for

supplying very little.

184
E

X
32

Y
es

E
nvironm

entally
friendly. C

om
bat

global w
arm

ing.
Free, safe, clean,
green and stunning to
see.

Size,
visual intrusion
and
noise.
R

elatively
inefficient.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund,

C
heaper electricity and.

grants for energy conservation.

Som
e one off sw

eetener paym
ent to

those w
ithin? 1 m

ile of location.

G
reen C

ouncillor, B
arnstaple T

ow
n

H
arangued in the street by an

"inform
ed m

em
ber of the public",

told w
e had "shot ourselves in the

foot on this one".
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

see.
inefficient.

those w
ithin? 1 m

ile of location.
G

et N
orth D

evon Journal on our side.
C

harm
 offensive.

R
efute every counter offensive.

185
E

X
33

N
o

N
one w

ith present
generating
technology.

N
ot efficient,

w
ind forces

unreliable.

N
o

-
N

ever be efficient due to the
uncertainty of w

eather conditions.

186
E

X
33

N
o

N
one if the landscape

destroyed.
Inefficient,
noise and
visual intrusion.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

Suggest if m
oney spent on turbines

w
as spent on energy conservation

energy savings w
ould be far greater.

Q
uestionnaire carefully w

orded to try
to get the required answ

ers.  W
e are

not all idiots in N
orth D

evon.
187

E
X

34
Y

es
N

o pollution.
Sustainable.

U
nsightly to

som
e people.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

H
aving suffered from

 noise from
 a

nightclub m
y only concern w

ould be
the effect to nearby dw

ellings.
188

E
X

34
Y

es
N

atural.
E

asily rem
oved

generators.

N
im

ybism
.

M
anm

ade item
s

detract from
natural
landscape.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund.

-

189
E

X
34

Y
es

W
ind w

ill alw
ays

blow
 w

hy not use it?
L

ow
 w

ind
equals low
output.
H

ow
ever, no

turbine no
output ever!

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-

190
E

X
34

Y
es

R
educe em

issions.
O

nly operate
w

hen the w
ind

blow
s.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

W
e are killing our ow

n environm
ent.

W
e m

ust utilise renew
able energy.

191
E

X
34

N
o

Profit for com
panies

like yourselves
B

lot on local
landscape.
N

oise.

N
o

N
o w

ind farm
, then no benefit w

ill
be required.

D
isappointed in choice of unspoilt

location. W
hy not choose a location

that is already spoilt?
192

E
X

34
N

o
C

heap
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
U

nnecessary. T
hey m

ake m
oney for

the ow
ners but do nothing in the w

ay
of being green
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

D
anger to birds

and insects.
A

dverse effect
on tourism

.
U

nreliable.

the ow
ners but do nothing in the w

ay
of being green
T

hey are sold to the public as a
confidence trick.
T

idal pow
er is likely to be a far better

w
ay of generating electricity.

193
E

X
31

N
o

G
ood for

environm
ent but not

in N
orth D

evon.

N
oise and

visual intrusion.
N

o
C

om
m

unity benefit: don't build
them

 in the first place.
Put them

 out to sea so they don't
affect anyone.

194
E

X
16

Y
es

C
ost effective and

clean.
Saves causing
em

issions.

H
eight of

turbines.
N

oise
W

ind m
ay drop.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

C
heaper electricity m

ay reduce
opposition.
I like w

ind farm
s. I think they are

beautiful.
I like them

 to be w
hite - that is m

ost
im

portant.
195

E
X

32
Y

es
E

nvironm
ental

sustainability.
N

im
by.

C
apital costs.

R
oad access.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity sounds too good

to be true.
W

ould like conducted visit to a
finished turbine.
C

heaper electricity sounds too good
to be true.
G

ood luck.
W

e are just dow
n the road.

196
E

X
34

Y
es, at

sea
-

V
isual intrusion

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

E
verything is about m

oney.
L

eave the countryside along go out to
sea.

197
E

X
34

N
o

N
one

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
N

ot in D
evon

198
E

X
31

Y
es

offshore
N

on-polluting.
V

isual intrusion
devastating on
the local
com

m
unity

N
o

T
he im

pact exceeds any possible
benefits in term

s of electricity
generation.

Propose planning the turbines
offshore, w

hich is m
ore acceptable

and sustainable in the future. . T
he

im
pact outw

eighs electricity
generating benefits,

199
E

X
31

Y
es

E
nvironm

entally
friendly

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

R
enew

able
Facilitate facilities for the children
of B

raunton and surrounding area.
200

E
X

33
Y

es
C

lean
N

oise and
visual intrusion.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund and

cheaper electricity.
O

ther sources w
hich do not spoil the

countryside should be considered
first.

201
E

X
31

N
o

N
ot a lot.

U
nnecessary,

unsightly.
N

o
T

he com
m

unity is not looking for
benefit.

A
gainst w

ind farm
s in general. If

they go anyw
here they should be

placed out at sea.
202

E
X

31
N

o
N

ot a great deal.
D

evaluation of
house prices and
visual im

pact.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

T
he turbine doesn’t create enough

pow
er to pay for itself in its lifetim

e
– w

hat is the point?
203

E
X

31
N

o
V

ery little.
V

isual im
pact.

N
o

W
ould not help local people but the

w
ind farm

 w
ould destroy their

hom
es that they have w

orked so
hard for

W
hole project is devastating and very

upsetting.  Y
ou should put them

 out
to sea w

here they w
ould be a lot

m
ore efficient.

204
E

X
31

N
o

N
o need at all.

C
om

plete
devastation of
the countryside.

N
o

-
C

om
e and see the view

 I have now
and then tell m

e if you w
ould buy m

y
house know

ing the view
 you are

going to end up w
ith.

205
E

X
33

Y
es

E
nvironm

ental
T

he look of the
landscape of the
site used

Y
es

C
onservation of w

ildlife and the
environm

ent at a local level.
I feel that w

ind farm
s such as these

using the latest technology are
definitely the w

ay forw
ard now

. In
the future I think w

ave and tidal
pow

er.
206

E
X

33
Y

es
N

o pollution.
C

oncerns for
people closest to
them

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation

M
ore acceptable than other types of

pow
er station

207
E

X
34

Y
es

A
ll aspects stated

M
aybe noise.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
D

id a survey in Ilfracom
be about 6

years ago and m
y view

s have alw
ays

been positive.
208

E
X

31
Y

es
B

etter for the future.
-

Y
es

C
heaper for all.

C
an I help?

209
E

X
31

Y
es

Sm
all pollution

issues and renew
able

energy.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
V

ery good idea.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

210
E

X
33

Y
es

L
ow

 im
pacts on the

environm
ent,

renew
able, no co2

em
ission. L

ocal
provision.

L
ow

 w
ind and

storm
 tim

es shut
dow

n.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund

N
orth D

evon is w
oefully deficient of

energy production.  T
his w

ould be a
start.  O

ther sources need to balance,
especially tidal.  Q

uite probably the
best site in D

evon
211

E
X

33
Y

es
Free and non-
polluting.

N
oise

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
Preferable to pylons and m

ore stylish.

212
-

-
-

V
isibly/aesthetic

ally ugly and
obtrusive, spoil
the countryside.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund.

B
ought a house to get aw

ay from
ugly view

s and to escape to the
peaceful countryside. I am

 totally
opposed to this site w

hich I feel w
ill

spoil this beautiful setting.
213

E
X

37
Y

es
C

lean. C
lose a coal

fired pow
er station.

N
one – it’s the

nim
bys.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
N

o objection if they w
ere installed on

m
y land – it is the w

ay ahead.
214

E
X

33
Y

es
R

educe costs of
providing pow

er and
reduce use of fossil
fuels.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
Y

es and
no

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
T

he m
ain body of the turbines seem

O
K

 but w
e have concerns about the

position of the 6 turbines (nos 1-6).  I
w

ould be very concerned if I lived in
this area.  D

o the locals have any
final say?

215
E

X
31

N
o

E
asy option

M
oney and

tourism
 im

pacts.
H

ouse prices
dropping.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

Situated in the m
iddle of the w

ind
farm

 proposal, should be kept fully
inform

ed.

216
E

X
33

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion
and noise.
L

im
ited

production.

N
o

-
R

uination of one of the few
 peaceful

areas of E
ngland.  Significant

population of people affected.
N

egative affect on local tourism
.

T
idal pow

er system
 better from

 all
view

s.
217

-
-

-
-

N
o

A
rrogant attitude of group

218
-

-
-

-
N

o
-

H
ow

 can you desecrate not only the
land but peoples lives as w

ell?
219

E
X

33
N

o
R

educed fuel
im

ports.
N

oise and visual
intrusion

N
o

C
heaper electricity.  C

om
m

unity
benefits are no com

pensation
N

orth D
evon countryside is the

biggest benefit w
e have. D

o not
destroy it.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

im
ports.

intrusion
benefits are no com

pensation
biggest benefit w

e have. D
o not

destroy it.
220

-
N

o
-

V
isual intrusion

and tourism
N

o
-

W
ave pow

er should be used plus
m

odern nuclear pow
er.

221
E

X
33

Y
es

E
conom

y, clean and
little noise.

H
eight

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

A
m

 in full agreem
ent w

ith w
ind

farm
s

222
E

X
33

Y
es

-
-

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-
223

E
X

33
Y

es
N

on-use of non-
renew

able fuels.
L

ittle traffic required
to service and no
pollutants.

Possible noise
and visual
intrusion

-
C

heaper electricity.
V

isitor centre w
ould help tourist

attractions to the benefit of the area

224
-

Y
es

-
-

-
-

-
225

E
X

33
Y

es
-

-
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

226
E

X
33

Y
es

R
educe em

issions
and restrict use of
fossil and nuclear
fuels.

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

E
quipm

ent m
ust be U

K
m

anufactured.

227
E

X
33

Y
es

C
ut dow

n on
greenhouse gases.

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund , grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
A

bout tim
e the people of N

orth
D

evon w
oke up.  W

e are now
 living

the 21
st century and w

e need schem
es

like this all over the country.  N
o

objection and hope you get full
approval.

228
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean and renew

able.
N

oise and
visual intrusion.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.  State of the art

visitor centre on the site funded by
D

W
P sim

ilar to the E
den Project.

-

229
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean and renew

able.
T

oo high, visual
intrusion.

N
o

C
heaper electricity.

M
ore m

oney should be spent on
investigating tidal/w

ave.
230

-
Y

es
Save fossil fuels and
reduce em

ission.
V

isual intrusion.
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund and cheaper
electricity.

-

231
E

X
34

N
o

-
N

oise and visual
intrusion.

N
o -

-
L

et one w
ind farm

 in and they w
ill be

all over N
orth D

evon like they are in
C

ornw
all.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

C
ornw

all.
232

E
X

33
Y

es
R

enew
able

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
-

233
E

X
33

Y
es

Sustainable
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
T

o give the deciding yes or no vote.
H

ow
 w

ill this effect the election?
234

E
X

33
Y

es
.

N
ot cost

effective.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity and road
im

provem
ents in B

raunton area.
-

235
E

X
33

Y
es

A
lm

ost free clean
energy.

Inefficiency
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
C

onstruction w
ill cause chaos on

local roads.
236

E
X

33
Y

es
L

ittle pollution.
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
C

heaper electricity. L
obbying to get

a further relaxation of planning
regulations to redress the decline in
rural population and villages.

A
s before

237
E

X
33

Y
es

R
enew

able and non-
polluting.

N
ot enough

suitable sites.
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

-

238
E

X
31

Y
es

N
on fossil fuel

energy.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
I am

 in full favour.  B
etter than

having pylons everyw
here.

239
E

X
31

Y
es

N
o nuclear pow

er
station and no fossil
fuel.

N
one

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

Fully in favour of w
ind pow

er and
have been to at least tw

o countries
w

ith turbines. T
urbines are better to

view
 than pylons and are very quiet

even at close proxim
ity.

240
E

X
33

Y
es

M
aking use of the

high w
inds in the

area.

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation, cheaper electricity and
grants for solar pow

er heating.

V
ery good.

241
E

X
33

D
epends

. O
n

shore
bad
offshore
good

N
o C

O
2 em

issions
and renew

able
V

isual intrusion,
noisy and
interm

ittent –
need back up
source.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation, cheaper electricity and
cash grants to those in the
im

m
ediate vicinity.

Support sm
all local schem

es for
renew

able energy i.e. solar street
lighting, sm

all w
ind turbines on each

house.  M
ore grants for energy

conservation should be available for
householders to generate their ow

n
renew

able energy – this w
ay the

com
m

unity com
es on board.

242
-

Y
es

C
lean and hopefully

cheaper.
N

oise
-

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
I have never seen a w

ind turbine or
been near one, but I think there
should be avenues for energy that are
of no risk to life and are cleaner.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

cheaper.
cheaper electricity.

been near one, but I think there
should be avenues for energy that are
of no risk to life and are cleaner.

243
E

X
33

N
o

N
one

E
verything

N
o

N
one

N
ot here

244
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

N
one

D
on’t w

ant them
 here. B

uild them
out at sea.

245
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
N

o
N

one
D

on’t w
ant them

 here. B
uild them

out at sea.
246

E
X

31
N

o
N

o benefits.
E

verything.
V

isual intrusion,
noise
D

estroying the
lives of those
w

ho live by
them

. M
inim

al
efficiency and
soon outdated.
N

im
by.

N
o

N
o bribery allow

ed.
Y

our resources are expertise w
ould

be better spent w
ith exploring w

ave
and tidal pow

er rather than
destroying the beauty and quality of
life of the people of this county,
living on an island surrounded by
w

ater, it m
akes no sense.

247
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean renew

able
energy w

ithout
pollution.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
-

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
I w

ould be interested to know
 if

w
ildlife and conservation groups

w
ould be involved in planning.

248
E

X
34

-
G

reen does not use
up natural resource
and little residue to
dispose of.

Im
pact on the

natural and local
environm

ent.

-
C

om
m

unity fund
W

ould like to know
 m

ore about other
sim

ilar sized farm
s. It is difficult to

be objective w
ithout relevant

statistics.
249

-
Y

es
L

ess pollution.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
Sounds like one of the good ideas for
a change.

250
E

X
34

Y
es

C
leaner

N
one

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricity.
Friendlier on the environm

ent.

251
E

X
34

Y
es

N
on polluting

(m
ostly). L

ocal so no
terrorist threats to
pow

er supply. Free
energy after
installation.

N
one that

outw
eigh the

benefits.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund,  grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
T

hink w
ind turbines look lovely and

I’m
 sad w

e’re not likely to see them
from

 w
here w

e live.  I think all the
anti- view

s m
ake little sense and are

stirred up by the nuclear lobby that
stand to lose a lot if alternatives are
successful.  G

ood luck, I hope this
goes through.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

installation.
stand to lose a lot if alternatives are
successful.  G

ood luck, I hope this
goes through.

252
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean, safe pow

er
locally.

D
rop of w

ind,
underground
cable under
livestock
(m

agnetic
hazard).

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity. Free cheaper
electricity to properties w

ithin
im

m
ediate neighbourhood of the

turbines.

A
ny share option available? W

hich
cheaper electricity provider w

ill you
be selling the energy to?

253
E

X
34

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
C

om
pletely against this developm

ent
in this beautiful area.

254
E

X
34

Y
es

C
leaner

N
oise

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity.
-

255
E

X
34

N
o

-
-

N
o

-
-

256
Y

es
N

o C
O

2 em
issions.

N
o long-term

pollution. A
decom

m
issioned

w
ind farm

 w
ill

deliver a restored
site.

N
im

by attitude.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
-

257
E

X
34

Y
es

R
educe fossil fuels

etc.
V

isual intrusion.
Y

es
D

evelop the pier etc
N

ot being personally affected I am
 in

favour as long as people’s opinions
are taken in to account especially the
ones m

ore local to the project.
258

Y
es

For the environm
ent.

For the local
com

m
unity.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-

259
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o fossil fuels.

T
he

infrastructure in
construction
(too m

uch
concrete).

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation, cheaper electricity and
a visitor centre on site.

In favour of all renew
able and

sustainable energy sources.  W
e m

ust
support all such projects.

260
E

X
34

N
o

C
lean

D
oes not

provide cheap
energy,
concentrates
profits out of
area.  Profits
arise from

 a
source, w

hich is

N
o

C
heaper electricity. – Funding

shared, ow
nership social housing to

benefit local people w
ho w

ould like
to get on the property ladder, but
cannot afford to do so.

T
here is a need for a m

uch less
intrusive approach to renew

able
energy.  Solar energy m

ust be used as
a option and individuals m

ust be able
to sell surplus energy to the cheaper
electriciy com

panies.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

energy,
concentrates
profits out of
area.  Profits
arise from

 a
source, w

hich is
free but
provides no
local benefits.

benefit local people w
ho w

ould like
to get on the property ladder, but
cannot afford to do so.

energy.  Solar energy m
ust be used as

a option and individuals m
ust be able

to sell surplus energy to the cheaper
electriciy com

panies.

261
E

X
34

Y
es

L
ack of pollution and

an endless supply
-

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation and

cheaper electricity but in the w
ider

vicinity.

It is a pity that this project could not
have com

e under public ow
nership

by those in its catchm
ent area i.e.

those 55,000 populace it is to serve.
O

w
nership by virtue of shares issued.

262
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o chem

ical
pollution. N

o use of
non-renew

able
resources.

N
im

by
Y

es
G

rants for energy conservation.
W

e are totally in favour of this
proposed w

ind farm
.

263
E

X
34

Y
es

R
eduction in

pollution.
Public w

ariness
of the unknow

n.
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund and grants for
energy conservation. W

ould like to
see an inform

ation/visitor centre
Possibly in Ilfracom

be w
ith m

inibus
tours through the area. C

om
m

unity
fund adm

inistered by trustees.

Progress has to happen and this form
of energy production is better than
old m

ethods w
hich w

ill undoubtedly
continue to im

prove w
ith tim

e.

264
E

X
34

Y
es

C
leaner and longer

lasting source of
energy.

People failing to
understand the
need for change
in the m

odern
w

orld.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and grants for

energy conservation
-

265
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean

N
obody w

ould
w

ant a turbine
close enough to
hear it is its very
difficult to site.

Y
es

Free tour of w
ind farm

 possibly,
grant for double-glazing for
anybody affected by noise of
turbines.

Seem
s w

ell researched – hope it
w

orks w
ell for all.



A
ppendix V

II

32

R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

difficult to site.
266

SK
13

Y
es

C
leaner and safer to

the environm
ent.

Som
e people

think them
unsightly but so
are electricity
pylons.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund,  grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
E

xcellent idea.

267
E

X
34

Y
es

R
educe pollution free

fuel source.
V

isual intrusion
and noise.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity and a visitor

centre.
G

o for it!

268
E

X
34

Y
es

C
heaper, cleaner and

greener
C

om
plaints of

noise, although I
know

 it w
ill be

m
inim

al and
visual intrusion.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund,  grants for energy

conservation and cheaper electricity.
G

reat.

269
Y

es
Free

V
isual intrusion.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and grants for

energy conservation.
-

270
E

X
34

Y
es

N
on-polluting.

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricity.
T

ow
ers too tall, the  height of a 30

storey building.

271
E

X
34

Y
es

T
he environm

ental
and noise effect is a
m

inus against the
advantages of w

ind
pow

er.

V
isual intrusion

but only a
deterrent in
daylight hours.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

T
he continuing availability at an

econom
ic price of oil is alw

ays going
to be a political w

eapon by (a) the
producer or (b) the terrorist agenda.

272
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean and free.

N
oise possibly.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

T
his is very positive for the area.  I

have no problem
 w

ith the visual
intrusion w

ind farm
s can look very

beautiful.
273

E
X

34
Y

es
L

ess pollution.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
A

 very good idea.
274

-
-

-
N

o
-

-
275

E
X

31
N

o
-

N
oise and visual

intrusion.
N

o
C

om
pensation for loss on property.

T
his is a quite rural area that w

ill be
destroyed by having these w

ind
farm

s.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

276
-

N
o

-
O

nly 33%
useful

-
-

-

277
E

X
31

Y
es

R
enew

able
C

ost of
m

aintenance,
the size of the
turbines. H

ow
m

uch m
aterial

needed to
m

anufacture
them

?

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund and grants for

energy conservation.
T

hink turbines should be placed off
shore.  N

orth D
evon is the m

ost
beautiful, natural environm

ent, w
hy

put up huge ugly m
an m

ade
equipm

ent?

278
E

X
34

Y
es

E
lectricity has to

com
e from

som
ew

here so w
hy

not use the w
ind.

N
one over coal,

oil, natural gas
nuclear.

Y
es

G
rants for energy conservation to

prom
ote energy saving for the hom

e
and business.

If w
e w

ant the T
V

 to com
e on and

the fridge to w
ork in the future then

w
e have to do som

ething now
.

279
E

X
31

Y
es

O
ffshore is good.

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

N
ot to be fobbed off w

ith any
benefit.

-

280
-

Y
es

R
enew

able, pollution
free relative to
conventional
m

ethods.

Som
e visual

intrusion and
noise close to
the site.

Y
es but

m
ore usual

height
turbines.

C
heaper electricity.

H
uge turbines on one site give m

ore
profit to com

pany developing them
.

N
ot against w

ind pow
er but these are

too big and out of proportion w
ith the

landscape. T
he turbines are visible

from
 E

xm
oor, D

artm
oor and the

B
raunton biosphere. E

ffort should be
put in to tidal pow

er in this area –
second greatest range of the tide in
the w

orld.
281

E
X

35
Y

es
N

on-polluting,
sustainable, w

ith a no
hazardous legacy
decom

m
issioned

(unlike nuclear).

U
nreliability of

w
ind and visual

intrusion.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity and

reassessm
ent of rateable value of

properties. C
om

pensation for
reduction in property values.

-

282
E

X
33

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
-

-
283

E
X

33
N

o
-

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

-
-

284
-

N
o

N
one

N
oise and visual

intrusion
N

o
-

-



A
ppendix V

II

34

R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

intrusion
285

E
X

31
Y

es
Free supply of
energy.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
N

o
G

rants for energy conservation and
cheaper electricity.

M
uch m

ore sensible off shore.

286
E

X
34

-
-

V
isual intrusion

especially in a
tourist area.

N
o

T
he questions are loaded so have not

been answ
ered.

287
E

X
31

N
o

-
V

isual intrusion,
disruptive effect
on traffic.
U

nlikely to
recoup
enorm

ous cost.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund

C
hivenor could not be reinstated as

an airfield.

288
E

X
33

Y
es

C
lean but rem

ain to
be convinced.

T
oo intrusive

for he so called
rew

ards.

N
o

If this position is only one of tw
o in

the south w
est and so intrusive to

the natural surroundings ans visitors
w

ho com
e here to escape

technology – w
hy is it w

orth it?
A

part from
 business rew

ard for
those involved.

289
E

X
33

N
o

Free but so is solar
and w

ater pow
er.

V
isual intrusion,

reduction in
property prices.

N
o

C
heaper electricity and

com
pensation for im

pact on value
of affected properties.

R
esearch in to other potential sources

of energy should be prioritised.  U
se

of electricity should be reduced.
G

rants for solar energy installations
should be available.  A

ny w
ind farm

s
should be far rem

oved from
 key

tourist areas.
290

E
X

31
Y

es
D

ecreased use of
fossil fuels

Siting
N

o
-

T
his proposal w

ill effectively
decrease tourism

 w
hich w

ill take
aw

ay our principle m
eans of incom

e.
291

E
X

31
Y

es
M

ake cheaper
electricity.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
-

292
E

X
33

N
o

In an non-contentious
location w

ind
generation could be
acceptable.

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

L
eave our landscape for everyone to

enjoy.  T
here are other suitable

brow
nfield sites that could be used

for this purpose.  W
hy destroy this

w
onderful landscape that w

e all
enjoy.
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

acceptable.
for this purpose.  W

hy destroy this
w

onderful landscape that w
e all

enjoy.
293

E
X

33
N

o
N

one – hydro
generation is less
intrusive as are m

any
other form

s of
generation

V
isual intrusion

-
-

L
et all com

m
unities contribute to

renew
able energy sources not just

ours.  W
hy concentrate this project

on our environm
ent?

294
E

X
34

Y
es

Free fuel, com
bats

the reliance on fossil
fuel and the
im

portation of fuel
from

 abroad.

N
oise and visual

intrusion.
N

o
C

om
m

unity fund m
ay not reach the

affected parties. G
rants for energy

conservation m
ay not be

appropriate, cheaper electricity is
sm

all com
pensation for the loss of

the beautiful surroundings.  Som
e

properties are in C
onservation

A
reas; the installation of double-

glazing m
ay not be possible.

N
orth D

evon has a struggling
econom

y that relies heavily on its
natural assets to attract the tourist
pound.  T

he countryside and sm
all

villages are an im
portant aspect of

N
orth. D

evon, both to tourists and
residents.  G

eneral concerns at the
noise level, shadow

s from
 the

turbines, and environm
ental im

pact
of producing and installing the
turbine.  H

aving visited a w
ind farm

outside R
otterdam

, w
here the noise

levels are significant, it w
ould be

interesting to know
 w

hy the predicted
noise levels of this w

ind farm
 are

low
er.

295
E

X
31

-
V

ery few
 in relation

to the environm
ental

im
pact.

V
isual intrusion,

w
ildlife im

pact
and com

plete
alteration to the
w

ay of life in
the area.

N
o

-
T

he energy created is so little in
relation to the im

pact on the
countryside and the lives of the
com

m
unity, this should not take

place.

296
E

X
31

Y
es

C
utting dow

n on
em

issions and
cheaper energy.

V
isual intrusion

in a tourist spot.
N

o
A

 w
aste of tim

e.
W

ho is to benefit from
 all this the

G
overnm

ent, a private com
pany or

the environm
ent? A

re these turbines
efficient or not?
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R
ef

no
P

ost
C

ode
F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

297
E

X
31

-
I find it difficult to
see that there are
m

ore benefits than
deficiencies.

V
isual intrusion,

w
ildlife,

environm
ental

im
pact, affect

on tourism
 and

the value of
property w

ill
drop.

N
o

-
I w

ould prefer m
ore to be done to cut

dow
n on pollution and the use of

electricity, low
 energy bulbs etc.

298
E

X
31

N
o

N
one

T
he am

ount of
fossil fuels used
in the
m

anufacture of
243cubic m

 of
concrete plus
the turbine w

ill
far outw

eigh
any benefits
from

 this form
of energy. 500
tonnes of
concrete is
needed for each
turbine.

N
o

-
Sheer vandalism

 of a beautiful part of
this holiday area: w

ith visual and
noise pollution.

299
E

X
31

N
o

-
-

N
o

-
A

n absolute devastation of our
beautiful countryside.

300
E

X
31

Y
es

Safety
Spoiling the
environm

ent.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
-

301
E

X
31

O
nly in

places
like the
O

rkney
Islands.

O
bvious but lim

ited
application.  W

ind
energy has been used
for thousands of
years.  W

ind devices
have alw

ays been
abandoned w

hen
reliable source of
pow

er becom
es

available.

U
nreliable

output and
contribution to
energy
resources,
m

arginal at best.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund ,w

hat fund?
G

rants for energy conservation have
existed for years. C

heaper
electricity, w

ill this be by w
ay of

subsidy?  M
y understanding is that

w
ind farm

s are subsidised. T
here is

therefore no com
m

unity benefit.
A

nything else is just bribery.

V
isual eyesore in an area of great

natural beauty. N
oisy. U

nreliable
supply.  W

hat is the subsidy for their
construction?
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R
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avour
ofw
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B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
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C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

pow
er becom

es
available.

302
E

X
31

Y
es

O
ffshore turbines

w
ind has been used

for centuries  but
alw

ays abandoned
w

hen other sources
com

e into use.

N
oise and visual

intrusion in
beautiful
E

nglish
countryside.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund – w

hat fund.
G

rants for energy conservation have
existed for years. C

heaper
electricity is bribery.

T
he visual im

pact is not suitable for
this beautiful area of countryside.
N

oisy – the hum
m

ing is totally
unacceptable. T

here are no benefits
locally only for D

evon W
ind Pow

er.

303
E

X
34

Y
es

R
eduction of the use

of fossil fuels thus
reducing carbon
dioxide em

ission.

Possibly noise.
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund
-

304
E

X
33

N
o

N
one. M

any days not
spent producing
pow

er.

V
isual intrusion

of 20 x 100 foot
high turbines
outw

eighs the
sm

all am
ount of

pow
er

generated.

N
o

G
rants for energy conservation.

N
orth D

evon is w
ell know

n for the
am

ount of rain falling throughout the
year.  M

ost of this falls on E
xm

oor
and this should generate pow

er
through turbines.

305
E

X
31

Y
es

Free
A

m
ount of

turbines needed.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
I am

 in favour of the C
ornw

all H
ot

R
ocks Pow

er schem
e if it can w

ork.
306

E
X

31
Y

es
C

lean and free
E

ffect on the
landscape and
noise.

N
o

-
T

his is an area of high landscape
value as recognised at the last
inquiry, bordering on an A

rea of
O

utstanding N
atural B

eauty w
ithin a

site of a heritage coast and national
park.  T

his w
ill destroy the

tranquillity of an unspoilt and
beautiful place.

307
E

X
34

N
o

V
ery little com

pared
w

ith tidal etc.
T

he blight of the
landscape

N
o

Purchase of full current value of
property ruined by such schem

es.
D

isgusting and inefficient m
achines

suitable for the third w
orld.  T

he
proposal is an outrage.

308
E

X
31

N
o

N
one, for am

ount of
land required and
negative visual
intrusion.  T

idal
energy preferable.

D
estruction of

one of the m
ost

beautiful areas
of the country,
w

hich now
depends on
tourism

 for
m

ajor incom
e.

N
o

B
enefit w

ill be not to build it and
use less hideous system

. Sea pow
er

m
ore reliable. area W

ould lose
m

any tourist visitors so no need for
extra pow

er.

-
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B
enefits

D
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G
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C
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m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

negative visual
intrusion.  T

idal
energy preferable.

beautiful areas
of the country,
w

hich now
depends on
tourism

 for
m

ajor incom
e.

m
ore reliable. area W

ould lose
m

any tourist visitors so no need for
extra pow

er.

309
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o pollution, free

energy source and
doesn’t use up fossil
fuels.

C
an’t provide

100%
 of the

electricity
required.

Y
es

D
on’t think they should have any

benefit.  T
hey should think about

people w
ho have to live next to

nuclear pow
er stations and be

thankful their electricity is not
causing pollution

T
here should be m

ore w
ind turbines,

as m
any as possible.  T

hey look quite
interesting.

310
-

N
o

N
one

T
here are other

alternatives
including w

ater
energy. T

he
questionnaire is
biased tow

ards
w

ind pow
er.

N
o

-
H

uge turbines w
ill ruin this beautiful

landscape.  T
he drone of the turbines

alone is very dam
aging, but as

alw
ays m

oney profits are the m
ain

reason for the com
pany’s m

otive.
C

om
m

on sense seem
s to have

disappeared this huge set of turbines
w

ill affect all our lives, peace and
tranquillity.  W

e w
ill be very

distressed and disappointed for all if
you w

ere to pass these plans.  It w
ill

be our m
oney you w

ill spend, on
som

ething w
e  do not w

ant.
311

E
X

34
Y

es
L

ess pollution.
N

one
Y

es
C

heaper electricity.
I shall be 91 in July and w

ill be
pleased that the w

ind pow
er could

benefit the area around D
evon.

312
Y

es
R

enew
able energy.

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

-
T

hree public inquiries have refused
w

ind turbines in this area.
313

E
X

33
N

o
N

one
T

oo inefficient
to justify harm
to the
environm

ent by
these m

onstrous
eyesores.

N
o

-
O

ff shore turbines w
ould offset

higher installation cost.
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F

avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

these m
onstrous

eyesores.
314

E
X

33
N

o
N

egligible
V

isual intrusion.
N

o
C

heaper electricity.
T

oo m
any and too tall. V

isual
pollution effects too large in an area
of unspoilt countryside.  A

lthough
Fulford D

ow
n m

ay not be protected,
the visual intrusion w

ill affect areas
that are.  Price too high for any
possible advantage.

315
E

X
34

Y
es

U
nlim

ited supply of
w

ind.
N

eeding to shut
dow

n turbines in
excessive w

inds.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and  grants for

installing solar energy in hom
es

-

316
E

X
33

Y
es

G
ood but not to the

detrim
ent of people’s

quality of life.

N
oise and visual

intrusion.
N

o
W

hat good are any benefits?
W

e use our gardens; our visual gains
are an absolute nightm

are.  T
hink of

som
ething else.  T

urbines are ugly.
N

ot happy about this at all.  Surely it
is the farm

er w
ho benefits, certainly

not the public.  D
elabole has spoilt

C
ornw

all. It is so ugly.  Y
ou propose

bigger ones. M
ad!

317
E

X
34

Y
es

R
enew

able
E

fficiency
Y

es
T

his needs to be asked of those in
the im

m
ediate vicinity.

I hope you are successful and the
project continues to be properly
funded.  R

usted m
onstrosities w

ould
be aw

ful.
318

E
X

33
Y

es
D

oes not pollute the
atm

osphere or create
w

aste.

V
isual intrusion

and noise.
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund.
C

lean alternative pow
er source.

C
annot be ignored.

319
E

X
34

Y
es

L
ow

 em
issions.

D
ependence on

w
ind speed.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity. N

IM
B

Y
’s be

given the option to decline benefits
on m

oral grounds.

Is this just a drop in the ocean?
W

ould not nuclear do the job (viz a
viz global w

arm
ing).

320
E

X
34

Y
es

N
o pollution and

free.
Possible noise.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund, grants for energy

conservation are already available.
C

heaper electricity and pro-active
recycling of w

ater/other item
s, solar

pow
er initiative and centre for eco

ideas.

G
ive it a 2-year trial and assess –

w
orks very w

ell in N
orfolk and is a

tourist attraction.
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ost
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avour
ofw

ind?

B
enefits

D
raw

backs
G

ood
location?

C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

pow
er initiative and centre for eco

ideas.
321

E
X

33
Y

es in
the right
place.

C
an contribute but

not as green as you
say because of the
concrete and
continuing use of
pow

er station to
relieve (unable to
read entry) T

he
m

aking of concrete is
very polluting.

Inefficient,
N

oise and a
large am

ount of
concrete used.

N
o

-
T

urbines are too large and too noisy
in such an A

rea of O
utstanding

N
atural B

eauty.  N
arrow

 lanes too
sm

all to take m
aterials to the site.

322
E

X
31

N
o

T
here are no m

ore
benefits w

ith w
ind

than w
ave/tidal

pow
er.  W

ind pow
er

had slightly less
benefits.

Sight, sound,
effect on the
local econom

y
and house prices
and probably
not cost
effective in the
long term

.

N
o

-
T

here are tw
o separate sites w

ith
quite a substantial area in betw

een
w

ith the likelihood of m
ore turbines

in the future w
ith the view

 to opening
up the flood gates.

323
E

X
34

O
nly in

correct
areas

If placed aw
ay from

dw
ellings and put on

high ground to
reduce the height
needed.

H
eight and

num
bers.

intrusion. T
he

destruction of a
beautiful area
w

ith
construction and
m

aintenance.
W

hy not in
areas already
spoilt.

N
o

C
om

pensation for the reduction of
house prices.

A
ppalling w

aste of electricity should
be addressed.  A

ll new
 houses should

have solar panels to be finance by
governm

ent grants.

324
E

X
34

Y
es

C
lean and cheap,

save planet from
pollution.

N
one. Provided

people near by
area
com

pensated
and protected
against noise.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

I hope this schem
e goes ahead

w
ithout too m

uch delay.
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B
enefits

D
raw
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G
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C
om

m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

and protected
against noise.

325
E

X
31

N
o

-
N

ot efficient to
justify outlay.
O

ther sources
should be
explored.

N
o

-
O

ther countries (e.g. G
erm

any) have
found w

ind farm
s inefficient and

unsightly.  W
e should apply our

m
inds to using less pow

er.

326
-

N
o

N
one

N
oise and visual

intrusion.
N

o
-

Produce little electricity and look
dreadful.

327
E

X
33

-
-

V
isual intrusion

and noise
N

o
-

N
orth D

evon is a tourism
-based

econom
y reliant on visual am

enity.
T

his proposal w
ould have a m

assive
and detrim

ental affect on visual
am

enity.
328

E
X

34
Y

es
L

ess pollution. B
eing

clever enough to
harness free pow

er
source.

N
one

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

B
rilliant idea.  H

ave seen C
ornish

turbines and they look stunning.
Ignore the w

hingers!

329
E

X
32

Y
es

N
atural source of

energy, free and
plentiful.

-
Y

es
C

om
m

unity fund.
N

ot necessarily detrim
ental to

landscape.

330
E

X
31

Y
es

R
enew

able and clean.
V

ery few
,

possible dangers
to birds and
bats.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-

331
E

X
31

Y
es to

sm
all

scale but
no to
your
plan.

R
enew

able but high
environm

ental
im

pact. H
igh

developm
ent costs

and high cost to the
consum

er.

T
hat w

ind farm
s

generating over
50M

W
 cannot

vetoed by
D

istrict
C

ouncils. N
eed

back up due to
interm

ittency of
supply.

N
o not of

this size.
E

nergy conservation and cheaper
electricity shares or opportunities to
invest in schem

e.

C
oncerned about possible im

pact on
property investm

ents locally I w
as

planning to sell and now
 blighted.
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B
enefits

D
raw
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G
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C
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m
unity benefit?

C
om

m
ents

332
E

X
33

Y
es

N
o polluting

em
issions

Interm
ittent

w
ind and cost of

construction

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and grants for

energy conservation.
It could be a tourist attraction

333
E

X
34

Y
es

R
easonably

econom
ic, clean, co2

reduction, im
prove

generation diversity.

D
oesn’t

contribute to
base load
capacity and
visual intrusion.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricty and good visitor centre
w

ith w
ell-inform

ed display m
aterial

and staff.

N
eed w

ell-inform
ed, expert,

diplom
atic articles and letters to

editor in local press to
counterbalance m

uch of w
hat appears

at present.
334

E
X

33
Y

es
C

lean and green.
V

isual intrusion.
Y

es
C

heaper electricity and
com

pensation for hom
eow

ners if it
is proved that house prices in the
im

m
ediate area have decreased

because of the turbines.

It is tim
e that is country started to

think about producing m
ore green

electricity.  T
his is just a start.  M

ore
effort should be put into w

ays of
producing electricity from

 any source
that is clean.

335
E

X
31

Y
es

L
ack of pollution and

renew
able source.

U
ninform

ed
local opposition.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

-

336
E

X
34

Y
es

Saving gas
em

issions, not
carrying oil long
distances and
eventually cheaper.

Sites m
ust be

chosen
carefully, aw

ay
from

 hom
es so

no noise
disturbance.

Y
es

C
om

m
unity fund and cheaper

electricity.
I can’t see w

hy people m
ake a fuss

about seeing these.  W
e see electric

pylons and T
V

 m
asts every day and

don’t even notice them
.   So these

w
ill be higher, so w

hat?

337
E

X
34

N
o

D
raw

backs elim
inate

any benefits.
T

urbine heights
unacceptable
w

ithin a tourist
area.

N
o

-
W

ind pow
er m

ay be suitable in
countries w

ith large expanses of
unoccupied land but not in N

orth
D

evon, a tourist econom
y.

338
E

X
31

Y
es

C
heap green

electricity
L

arge ugly
turbines,
adverse effect
on tourism

 and
locality
including view

s
across N

orth
D

evon: E
xm

oor,
A

O
N

B
 ,C

PA
,

U
N

E
SC

O
biosphere and
proxim

ity to
C

hivenor.

N
o

C
om

m
unity fund, energy

conservation and cheaper electricity
and com

pensation for loss of
tourism

 revenue and reduction in
house prices.  Funding for M

arw
ood

Parish/School hall.

A
 better site is at B

ratton Flem
ing:

less im
pact on less people.

H
ydropow

er is m
ore efficient and

constant for w
hich technology

available in a few
 years (testing off

L
ynm

outh) less unsightly and
contentious therefore m

ore realisable.
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D
raw
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G
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C
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m
unity benefit?

C
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A
O

N
B

 ,C
PA

,
U

N
E

SC
O

biosphere and
proxim

ity to
C

hivenor.
339

E
X

33
N

o
O

nshore? N
one!

V
isual intrusion.

N
o

T
his is a ‘w

hat’s in it for m
e

question’ i.e. and effort to buy the
public’s consent.  T

he county of
D

evon is not for sale

T
he erection of these m

onstrocities
w

ould be an act of vandalism
 and the

vandals should be dealt w
ith

accordingly. A
  period at the stocks

m
ight be a good idea.

340
E

X
34

Y
es

T
o com

bat global
w

arm
ing and rising

sea levels and also
dw

indling national
production of oil and
gas, reduce carbon
dioxide and caol
em

issions.

N
oise and

spoiling view
s

especially in a
tourist/holiday
area of natural
beauty.
C

oncern for
possible harm

 to
w

ildlife.

Y
es

C
heaper electricity.

I am
 in favour of w

ind farm
s

generally.


