For the attention nf Date.(c:a f Z i -rf e =

Mational Infrastruciure Conzents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SWiA 2aw

LECC Contact email: | Ddece. gsi.gov.uk

RE: Ecolricity Heckington Fen Wing Farm Varialion of Consent ref AN38P019901

My name is

..........................................................

and my address is
......Fost Coda .

Email address:... . _............

Dear Sir,

| have anly been informed today of the consultation inftigted by your Department DECC on the 18 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous DCCasions,

| have lived in this area for the past S5O years and as an affected local resident, wizh to register my
strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s atternpt to vary the lurbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
famn, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legilimate planning concems
of our Local Planning Authority, our local Distriet and Parish Councillors’ representatives’, in solid support of
iocal residents,

| consider thal my original concems have not been afiayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbing blades rotor diameter from $0m to 8 maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceplable, especially as this will substantially increase tha risk of harm o local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceplance by the wind Lurbine industry and Government departmenits,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems - that larpe
scale wind turbines do emit epecific types of noige characleristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
madulation, which is not masked by background neise, protection against which for affected local residents
iz still not available atter all this time,

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in cther countrias



| alsa wish to state that | have no confidence that even the curment consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and fhat past experence has clearly
demaonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecatricity’s wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2000, -
the wind famm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
hefare 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnghire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecofricity o gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their dsregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

“Whon the wind farm was first proposed in 2005 we were cantacted by ‘Ecolricity” Limited. We arranged &
public meeting and two of their semor managemert gave 4 presentation the 7ih September 2009 al
Hackington Village Hall. Al this meeting a large number of parishioners affended and expressed their
concems. The representativas of ‘Ecotricity’ were very candid in the responses and the genaral opinion
was that most were against the proposal. Af this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have na influence in the final decisian which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered™.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by MNorth Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation ketter of the 18 January 2016, in suppart of
local residents which stated:

"The Council would urge the Secrelary of State to take on board efl representations made by the local
communiy and have regard to their strenglh of feeling and opposition fo the scheme’

Finally, despite living close to the propesed turbines, we are not in North Kesteven district, but belong to the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted. | didd not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. There should either be a new fnguiry or failing this,
the proposed vanation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

..........................

CC. sspisin it ps Ml pEiameid s mataaimian e gariarnen .k



For the attention of: Date; 34 'fr / fé’

MNational Infrastructure Consents
Dapariment of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SW1A 280

DECC Contact email. Ddecc.gsigov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckingten Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref- 4038P019901,

| also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andras Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.,

My name is
and my address js
“rnsies s .. POSE Coda

Email address:. ., .

Dear Sir,

I have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
20186 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on Previous occasions.

unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government depariments,

I am aware that there are residents in othar areas of the country that are stjll suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence thal even the current consented wind furbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments’ Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to & patential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | appose the varnation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitig ation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecctricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannaot complete this during this periad, then why should | and local communities
cantinue to be subject to planning blight and uncariainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm propesal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009,
the wind farm was consented in February 201 3, the five year condition extends this uncertainty lo Feb
2018, This is a combinad total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MaD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, aven
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methads deployed by Ecotricity 1o gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officers
Report to the Planning committee, which siated:

mwhen the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we weare contacted by ‘Ecolricity’ Limited. We arranged a
public mesting and two of their sanior management gave a prasentalion the Tth September 2003 &l
Heckington Village Hall. At this mesting a large number of parishioners affended and exprassed thair
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecotricily’ were vary candid in the responses and the general opimon
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final declsion which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would nof even be considerad™.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the latter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2018 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 18 January 2018, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of State (o take on board all representations made by the local
community and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposition to the scheme’

Finally, despite living close to the proposed turbines, we are not in Norih Kesteven district, but belong to the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted, | did net hack the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do nat hack this now. Thera should either be a new inquiry or falling this,
the proposed variation should be refusad.

¥ours faithfully,

ce. stephen. phillips. iament uk  matt. warman. rliament_uk



For the attention of Date: "'E ! 3 ! (L

Natienal infrastructure Consents
Bepartment of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LOMDOMN

SWTA ZAW

DECC Contact emair: Ddecc.gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecotricily Heckinglon Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref- 4038P019901.

| also respectfufly request that my lelter is forwarded ta the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name is .

and my address is

Cear Sir.

I have only been informed loday of the consultation intiated by your Department DECC on the 18 January
2018 regarding abave application, and now respactfully request that my further concerns are taken into
sctount and not igrored as on previous cecasions

I hava iived in this area for the past Bk - ¥2ars and as an affected local resident, wish to ragistar my
strang OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s attempt 1o vary the turbine configuration of their Heckinglon Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Govermnmert appointed Inspector against the l2gitimate planning concems
of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors’ representatives’ in solid support of
local residents.

b consider that my ordginal concems have not bean allayed and that to dpprove the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from S0m to a maximurn rotor dismeter of up to 103m is totally
unzcoeptable, espacially as this wil substantially increase the risk of harm to ioca| residents arising from
the recent recognition and final accaptance by the wind turbine industry and Govemment departments,
aiter many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems.- that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise charactanstics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background neoise, protection against which for affected local residents
s shill not available after ail this #me.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptalie impacts, s wall a5 in other countries,



| alsn wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current censented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the pravious Governments' Secretary of State with the
accampanying wind lurbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adeguate protection 10 local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
damonstrated that this is the case.

| alse confirm that | oppose the vanation af the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commencs
construction of any aspect of the wind farm developmeant prior to the radar mitigation scheme candition
being satisfied in full. The planning conditicn specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available 1o
meeal this condition, if they cannot complels this during this period, then why should | and local communitias
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, pricr ta the meeting mentioned below in 2009, -
tha wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
=018 This is a cambined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Ritigation issue, which
wos the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAE Stations in this area of Lincolnshire, Thare 15
absolutely no justification for any additional time aliowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further enidence of their disregard for focal communities is recorded in the Officers
Repaort to the Planning committee, which stated.

Ahen the wind farm was first proposed in 2003 ve were confacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We amanged a
public meeting and fwo of their seniar management gave a presentation the Tih September 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall, At this meeling a large number of parishioners attendsd and expressed thair
consarms. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity” were vary candid in the respanses and the genaral agimion
was that mast were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considared”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letier submitted by Morth Kesteven Distrct Council
dated 10 February 2018 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2018, m supporl of
local residents which stated:

"The Council would urge the Secretary of State to fake on board all represantations made by the local
community and have regard to thair strangth of feeling snd opposition to the scheme’.

Finally, | did nat back the proposed wind famm feom the beginning and 1 still do not back this now. There
should eithar be & new inquiry or failing this, the proposed vanahon should be refused,

Yours Faithfully,

ce. stephen.phillips mp@parliament.uk malt.warman mp@partiament, uk

ellr_Julia_Hamizson@n-kesteven.gov.uk



For the attention of Date: / /

Mational Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Placs

LONDOMN

SA 2aW

DECC Contact email: Jece.gsigov.uk
RE" Ecotricty Heckington Fen Wind Farm Vanation of Consent ref 403EPD19901.

| also respectiully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd 2
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change

My nameis ...
and my address is....... - S s

...... TR S T = 1 1 o T

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Depariment DECC on the 18 January
2018 !'egard:'ng anove application, and now respectfully request that my further eoncerns sre taken into
account and nol ignored as on previous cossions,

I have lived in this area for the past 5o years and as an affected local resident, wish ta register my
strong DBJECTION to Ecotricity's atternpt o vary the turtine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Government appainted Inspector against the legitimate planning concerns
of our Local Planning Authority, our local District 2nd Pansh Counaliors' representatives', in salid support of
Iocal residents

| consider that my original concarns have not been allaysd and thal to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter frem 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of up o 103m is totalry
unzcceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine mdustry and Government departments,
afler many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems - that large
zcale wind wrbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is shll not available after zli this lime

| am aware that thera are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unaccapiable impacts, as well 33 In ather countrias,



| also wish to siate that | have no confidence that even the cument consanted wand turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind lurbing noise conditions, including the final resort to a polential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demeonstrated that this is the caze.

| also cenfirm that | oppose the vanation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commance
eonstruction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation schame condition
heing satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available 1o
meet this condition, if they cannot complate this during this periad, then why should | and local communitios
continue to be subject to planning biight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prier to the meeting mentioned balow in 200%.-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
=118, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigatien issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, ovaen
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further avidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer’s
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

"Whan the wind farm was first proposed in 2008 we werne contacted by 'Ecotrcity’ Limited. We arranged a
public meeting and two of their senior managament gave a presemation the 7th Saptember 2003 at
Heckington Village Hall. Al this meeting a large number of panshioners attended and expressed heir
cancems. The representatives of ‘Ecotnicity” were very candid in the responses and the general omnien
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told thet a Parlsh Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considared”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven Districi Council
dated 10 February 2018 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2018, in support of
lgcal residants which stated.

The Councll would urge the Secratary of State to take on board all reprasantations made by tha local
community and have regard to their sirengfh of feeling and oppasition fo the scheme'.

Finally, | did not back the propesed wind fam from the beginning and | siill do not back his now. There
=hould either be a new inguiry or failing this, the preposed variation ghould be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

ce. stephen.philips.mp@parliament.uk matt.warman.mp@parliament.uk

clir_Julia_Harrison@n-kesteven.gov.uk



For the attentian of Date: 3 ya t2ou

Mational Infrastructure Consents
Departmant of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SWIA 2a0wW

DECC Contact email. . @decc.gsigov.uk
RE. Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wing Farm Varialion of Consent ref: 4038P018801,

| alsa respectfully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name is .,

and my address |s ..

cmeiladdresse..... .

Dear Sir,

| have enly been infarmed today of the consultation nitiated by your Department DECC on the 18 January
2016 regarding above application, and naw respectfully request that my further concerns ara Laken into
account and not ignored as an previous accasions.

I have lived in this area for the past .. %%, .. years and as an affected local resident, wish to register my
strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s attempt 1o vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind

local residents,

| consider that my original concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increaso in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to lacal residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceplance by the wind turbine industry and Government departmeants,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems - that |a rge
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
i still not available afler all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in olher countries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the cumrent consented wand lurbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State wilh the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
pravides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demaonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity lo commence
construction of any aspect of the wind fam development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannot complele this during this peried, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below n 2009, -
tha wind farm was consented In February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncenainty to Feb
5018, This is @ combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earller wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for lacal communities is recorded in the Officers
Repert to the Planning committee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2003 we werg contacted by 'Ecotricity’ Limited. We arranged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentation the 7ih September 2008 at
Heckington Village Hall, At this meeting a large number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinian
was that most were against the proposal. Af this meeting we were fold that a Parish Co uncil could
have no Influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered™.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by Norh Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 20186 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 18 January 2016, in support af
local residents which stated:

“The Council would urge the Secretary of Stale to take on hoard all representations made by the local
community and have regand to their strength of feeling and opposition (o the scheme”,

Finally, despite living close to the proposed turbines, we are not in North Kesteven district, but belong to the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. There shauld ither be a new inguiry or failing this,
the proposed vanation should be refusad.

Y ours faithiutly



For the attention of: Date: -2; 27 / ,é,

Mational Infrastructure Consants
Depariment of Energy & Climate Changr
3 Whitehall Place

LOMNDON

SW1A 2aW

DECC Contact email- decc.gsigov.uk

RE: Ecolnicity Heckington Fan Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref. 4038P019504

r'-"l}" NEMe ia
and my addreasiﬁ;..._.
i Pnet Mo

Email addrasss

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC onthe 18 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken irnto
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.

local residents,

| consider that my original concems have nat been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the rigk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceplance by the wind turbine industry and Government depariments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems,- that large
stale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
15 still not available after all this time, . - iy

! am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering'from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| alen wish ta state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbina and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemmenls' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequale prolection to local residents against these impacts, and thal past experience has clearly
demanstrated that this is the case.

| alsa confirm that | oppose the vanation of the planning condition to permit Ecolricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind fam development priof ta the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why shauld | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2008,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation Issue, which
was the cause of objections by MaD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in ihis area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance. '

| wizh to recard my tatal dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning committee, which stated: . - ;

When the wind farm was first propased in2009 we were contdcted by ‘Epotricity’ Limited, We arranged &
public meeting and two of thelr senior management gave a presentation the 7th September 2009 at
Hockington Vilage Hall. At this meeting & large number of panshioners attended and expressed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecolricily’ were very candid in the responses and the general apinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated. !

“The Council would urge the Secretary of State to take on board all reprasentations made by the local
community and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposition fo the scheme’.

Finally, despite hiving close to the proposed turbines, we are not in North Kesteven district, but belang to the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. There should sither be & new inquiry or failing this,
the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours faithfully,

oo, steph hillips.m iament.uk matt.wgnﬂgn.m;:arliaggnt.uk

2



For the attention of: Date: o 1 03 4 ‘&

Mational Infrastructure Consenls
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitahall Plare

LOMDON

SWHA 2aw

DECC Contact email: .decc gsigov.uk

RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref- 4038P019301.

My name is ..
and my address is
................................ Fost Code

Email address:

Dear Sir,

| have anly been infarmed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC an the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respecifully request that my further concems are laken inte
account and nol ignored as on previous occasions.

I have lived in Lincolnshire for the past {107 years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my slrong OBJECTION to Ecofricity’s attempt ta vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Government appecinted Inspecter against the legitimate planning
cancems of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives', in solid
support of facal residents.

| consider that my original concems have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine Glades rolor diameter from 90m o g maximum rotor diameter of Up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concamns, - that large
scale wind furbines do emit specific types of noise charactenstics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residonts
is slill nol available after all this time.

| am aware that theve are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from thesa
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| also wish to state that | have no confidenca thal even the cument congented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments® Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past exparience has claarly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | cppose the varation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
baing satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available o
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this peried, then why should | and local communities
continue o be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2004,
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty 1o Feb
20118, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same oparational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wizh to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecetricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities s recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning commitiee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were confacted by ‘Ecolricity’ Limited. We amanged &
public meeting and two of their senior managemen! gave a presentalion the Tih September 2009 a
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of parishioners atiended and exprassed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecofricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was thal most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Govarnment without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would rot even be considered™.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by Marth Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 13 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stabted:

The Council would urge the Secretary of State fo take on board alf representalions made by the local
communily and have regard to their strength of feeling and opposition to the schema'.

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | stil do not back this now. There
should either be a new ingquiry or failing this, the proposed vanation should be refused.

Yours Faithiully,

030, stephen.philrips.u‘u'rp@parl'aamnl.uk

matt. warman.mp@pariament.uk



For the attention of: Date: c:.f 3 1 Aoy é;.

Mational Infrastructyre Consenis
Department of Energy & Climata Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDOMN

WA 200

DECC Contact email: | ddece.gsl gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Een Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P019001.

| also respectiully request that my letler is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andres Leadsom Departmant of Energy & Climate Change,

My name is ...
and my address is i
sreeeaennne. P 0EL Code

Email al:ll:lrcss:...__..__.....--.,...

Dear Sir,

I have only been infarmed today of the cansultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further cones m3 are taken into
account and not ignored as on Previous ocoasions,

| consider that my original concems have not been allayad and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 80m to @ maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is tatally
unacceplable, especially as this will sy bstantially increase the risk of harm 1o local residents arising fram
the recent recognition and final gcceplance by the wind turbine in dustry and Government departmants,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems, - that large
scale wind twhines do emit specifie types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitudea
medulation, which is not masked by background noise, pratection against which for affected local residents
5 still not available after all this time,

| am aware that thare are residents in other greas of the cauntry that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the cument consented wind turbine and wind farm
confiquratian for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a patential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonsirated that this is the case

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full, The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2006, -
ihe wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018 This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely ne justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities 15 recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

“Whan the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacled by Ecolricify’ Lirnited. We armanged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentalion the 7ih Seplember 2008 at
Heckingfon Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of parishioners aftended and expressed their
concemns. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity’ wers very candid in the responses and the genaral opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by Morth Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2018 in respanse the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of State to take on board all representalions made by the local
communitty and have regard lo their strength of feeling and opposition to the scherme:’

Finally, | did net back the propesed wind farm from the beginning and | stil do not back this now. There
=nould either be a new inguiry or failing this, the propesed variation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

cc. stephen phillips.mp@pariiament.uk

matt warman.mp@E@parliament.uk



For the attention of Data: é’ O ks

MNational Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Placa

LONDON

SW1A 2aW

DECC Contact email: Idecc.gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fer Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref; 4038P015301

I also respectiully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secratary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsam Dopariment of Energy & Climate Change,

My nameis ..o PR R e nn e e S s P S e S :

and my addrass i ..

E rreail al:rﬁreq.s .................................

Dear Sir,

| have only been infermed teday of the consultation initiated by your Depariment DECC an the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concarns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions,

I have lived in Linzolnshire for the past 7% . years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricily's attampt to vary the wrbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Governmen! appointed Inspector against the lagitimate planning
concems of our Local Planning Autharity, our local District and Parish Councillars representatives’, in solid
support of local residents,

I consider that my ariginal concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the lurbine blades rolor diameter from 50m o a maximum rator diametar of up to 103m i tatalhy
unacceplable, especially as this will substantlally increass the risk of harm o lacal residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acce Dlance by the wind turbine industry and Government de partments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems,- that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially law frequancy and amplitude
modulation, which is nol masked by background nolse. protection against which for affected local residents
Is still not available after all this time,

| am aware that there are residents in other areds af the country that are still suffering from these
unacceplable impacts, as well as in ather countries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the curent consentad wind turbine and wind farm
onfiguration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind urbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past expenenca has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | opposa the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior 1o the radar mitigation scheme condition
heing satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available lo
meet this condition, if they cannot complate this during this period, then why should | and lacal communities
continue 1o be subject 1o planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecolricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting menticned below in 2009,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condilion extends this uncerainty ta Feb
2018. This is a combined total of 10 years to resclve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allewance.

| wish to record my tolal dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Heport fo the Planning committes, which staled:

"When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We arronged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentation the 7th Seplember 2005 at
Heckington Village Hali. Af this meeling a large number af panshioners altended and expressad their



For the attention of Date: 03/ 03 /2018

National Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Placa

LOMNDON

SW1A 24w

DECC Contact email- - Ddecc.gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecolricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P019501

| gls_u respectiully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secrelary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name Iz
and my address is
Post Code

Email address

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concems ara taksn into
account and not ignored as on previous oecasions.

| have lived in Lincolnshire for the past 1 year and as an affected local resident, wish to register my
strong OBJECTION fo Ecotricity's atternpt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Gevernment appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning concerns
of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors’ representatives', in solid support of
local residents.

| consider that my original concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increasea in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Governmant departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems. - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise charactenstics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, pratection against which for affected local residents
is still not available after all this time.

| am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are stil suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countrias.



| alsa wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
eanfiguration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments’ Secretary of State wilh the
accompanying wind turbing noise conditions, including the final resort o A patential ninsance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that pasl expernence has claarly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | cppose the vaeriation of the planning condition to permil Ecotricity lo commenze
construction af any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation schema condition
being satisfied in full, The planning condition specifies that Ecctricity have a full five years available o
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and lecal communities
continue to be subject lo planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mootad in 2008, prior 1o the meeling mentioned belaw in 2009.-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncerainty to Feb
2048, This is o combined total of 10 years to resaolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same eperational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

{ wish to recard my total dissatisfaction with the methods deplayed by Ecatricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for lpcal communitias is recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Flanning committes, which stated:

"When the wind farm was firs! proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limifed. e aranged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentation the 7ih September 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of parishioners attended and expressed theair
cancoms. The raprasentatives of ‘Ecolricity’ were very candid in the responses and tha general cpinion
was that mosf were against the proposal. At this meeling we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submittad by North Kesteven District Councll
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 13 January 20186, in support of
lacal residents which slated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of Stale to take on board all representations made by the local
community and have regard fo their strangth of feeling and opposition 10 the scheme’.

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now, There
should either be a new inguiry or failing this, the proposed vanation should be refused.

Yours Faithiully,

oo, stephen phillips. mp@padiament.uk

matt.warman, mp@parliament.uk



For the atlention of Date: 1 ¢

Mational Infrastructurs Consents

Department of Energy & Climate Change

3 Whitehall Place

LONDOMN

SWI1A 200

DEXC Contact email: Jeco gsi gov.uk

FE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Fam Variation of Consent ref: 4038P015901,

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 18 January 2015
regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concerms are taken into account and
not ignored as on previous cccasions,

I have lived in Lincolnshire for the past.. 19 years and as an affected local resident, wish (o regster my
slrong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's atternpt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind farm,
which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning concerns of our Locs|
Flanning Authority, our local District and Parich Councillers' representatives’, in solid Support of local residents,

| consider that my onginal concams have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in the
turbine blades rotor diameter fram 90m 1o a maximum rator diameter of up to 103m is tetally unacceptahble,
especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from the recent recoanition
and final acceptancs by the wind turbine industry and Govemment departments, after many years of not
considering that this has been causing legitimate and seMous concems,- that large scale wind turbines do emit
specific types of noisa characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude modulation, which iz not masked by
background noise, protection against which for affected local residents is still not available after all this time.

| am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are stil| suffering from these unacceptabla
impacts, as well a3 in other countries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the cumrent consented wind turbine and wind fam
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemnments' Secrelary of Stale with the
accompanying wind turbine neise conditions, including the final resort to a patential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | cppose the variation of the planning candition to permit Ecotricity to commence
canstruction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation schemea condition
being satisfiad in full. The planning cendition specifias that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannot completa this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 200%9,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018 This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objactions by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, evan
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Repart to the Planning committee, which stated:

When the wind farm was first proposed in 2003 we wera contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. W= arranged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave 8 prosentation the Tth Septemnber 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall. At this mesling a large number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity” wera very candid in the responses and the general opimion
was thal most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council’s views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Counci
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of
Incal residents which stated:

"The Council would urge the Secretary of Stale fo take On board alf representations made by the local
community and have regard to their strength of fesling and opposition fo the schame’.

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind famm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. Thera
chould either be a new inquiry or failing this, the proposed variation should ba refused.

Yours Faithfully,

co. stephen phillips mp@parliament.uk

matt. warman mp@parliament.uk



For the attention of Date: & /372018

National Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitahall Place

LONDON

SWHA 2aWw

DECC Contact email- lece,gsigov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fan Wind Earm Variation of Cansent ref- 4038P015001

I also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded (o the Secrelary of Slate Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Depariment of Energy & Climate Change.

My nameis ...

and my address is ...
Post Code ..

Email address: .,

Dear Sir,

I have only been informed today of the consuliation initiated by your Department DECGC on the 19 Ja nuary
2018 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken inta
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.,

| have lived in Lincolnshire for the past ... 23, years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Gavernment appainted |nspector against the lagitimate pla nning
concerns of our Local Planning Autherity, our local District and Parish Councillors’ representatives’, in salid
support of local residents.

| consider that my original concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor dismeter of uple 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will subslantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arnsing from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concerns,- that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background naoise, protection against which for affected local residents
is still not availabla after all thiz time,

| am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country thal are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the cuent consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim, provides
adequate protection 1o local residents against these impacts, and that past expenence has clearly cemonstrated
that this is the case.

| aleo confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence construction
of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition being salisfied in full.
The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet this condition, if they
cannot complete this during this pericd, then why should | and local communities continue to be subject to
planning blight and uncartainly?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2003,- the
wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb 2018. Thissa
combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which was the cause of
objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, aven before 2008, in the
same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is absolutely no
justification for any additional time allowance.

1 wish ta recard my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm planning
consent. further evidensa of their disregard for local communities & recerded in the Officer's Report to the
Planning committes, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2008 we were confacted by ‘Ecofricity” Limited. We amanged a
public meeting and fwo of their senior managemen! gava a presentation the 7ih Septernber 2009 af
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large numbar of parishionars aftended and expressad their
concems. The representatives of 'Ecotricity” were very candid in the responses and the genaral opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influsnce in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| ateo totally agree with the final comment made in tha letter submitted by North Kesteven District Coundl dated
10 Febiruary 2016 in response the DECG consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of local residents
which stated:

The Council would urge the Secratary of Stale lo laka on board all representations made by [he jocal
community and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposition to the scheme’

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. There should
gither be a new inguiry or failing this, the proposed vaniation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

e TR R R R T

cc. stephen.phillips.mp@parliament uk

matt warman mp@parliament. uk



For the attention of Date: & /372018

National Infrastructure Consents
Depariment of Energy & Climate Change
2 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SW1A 2AW

DECC Contact email: Ddece.gsigov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Earm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P018501.

| also respectiully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsam Department of Energy & Climate Change,

My name is __

and my address is ..
Post Code

Email address:

Dear Sir,

| have anly been informed taday of the consultation inltiated by your Department DECC on the 19 Jan Lary
<015 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions,

I have lived in Lincalnshire for the past.....70..... years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my sfrong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspecior against the legitimate planning
concemns of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives'. in solid
support of local residents.

| consider that my original concems have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increaze in
the turbine blades rator diameter from 90m te a maximum rater diameter of up to 103m is tatally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of ham to local residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government depariments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and sericus concems - that large
scale wind turbines do emil specific types of noise characteristics, espacially low frequency and amplitude
madulation, which is not masked by background noise, pratection against which for affected local residents
is still not available after all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| also wish to slate that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments” Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resor (o a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past expenience has cleary
demonstrated that this is the case,

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
consiruction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannat complete this during this pericd, then why should | and local communities
continue 1o be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity’s wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009,-
the wind farm wes consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty o Feh
2018, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, aven
before 2008, in the same oparational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

I wish to record my tolal dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planfing consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Rapor to the Planning committes, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were confacted by ‘Ecotricity” Limited. We armanged &
public meealing and lwo of {heir senior management pave a prasentalion the 7th Sepltember 2009 al
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeling a large numbar of parishioners aftended and expressed fheir
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecotriciy’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that mast were agains! the proposal. Af this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| aleo totally agraa with the final camment made in the letter submitted by Narth Kestaven District Counclt
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of Stata to take on board all representations macde by the local
eommunity and have regard to their strangth of feeling and opposition to the schame’.

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now, There
=hould either be a new inquiry or failing this, the proposed variation should be refused

Yours Faithfully,

ce. stephen. phillips. mp@parliament.uk

matt warman mp@parliament.uk



For the altention of Date: 6 /arz015

National Infrastructure Consents
Department of Emergy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Placa

LONDON

SW1A 2awy

DECC Contact email; lE@dece. gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecolricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref- 4038P01 8901,

| ;fra.:ca respectfully request that my letter is forwarded o the Secrelary of Stale Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name is ..,

and my address is ... b
Post Code

Email address:

Dear Sir,

I have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not :gnored as on previous CLCagions.

wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning
cancerns of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in solid
support of local residants.

| consider that my original concemns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades roter diameter from S0m to @ maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, espacially as this will substantially increase the rigk of harm o lozal residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acceplance by the wind turbine industry and Governmeant departments,
after many years of not considering that this has baen causing legitimate and serious concerns.- that |3 nge
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low fraq uency and amplitude
madulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is still not available after all this time.

I 'am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbing and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noisa conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demanstrated that this is the case.

| alza confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commance
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme candition
being satisfied in full. The ptanning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prict o the meeting mentioned below in 2008,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
5018 This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitipation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to recard my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities 15 racorded in the Officers
Report to the Flanning committee, which slated:

mAhen the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecofricity’ Limifed. We ammanged a
public meating and two of their senior management gave a presantalion the 7th Sepltember 2009 al
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting 8 targe numbar of parishionars attended and expressed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecolncify’ ware very candid in the rasponses and the genaral opinion
was thal most were agains the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council’s views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment mads in the latter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 18 January 20185, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Councll would urge the Secratary of Stale to take on board alf representalions made by the local
community and have regard [o their strength of fasling and opposition fo the scheme’,

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind fam from {he beginning and | sill do not back this now. There
should either be a new inguiry or failing this, the proposed variation snould be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

fole} ﬂtephen.pniuips_mp@paﬂiamem.uk

matt warman mp@parliament.uk



For tha attention of Date: 6 /32018

National Infrastructure Consents

Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON
SW1A 2AW

DECC Contact email: lecc.gsi gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref- 4038P019001.

| a_-l.ffu respectiully request that my letter s forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name s ..,

and my address is .
Post Code ..

Email address: ..

Dear Sir,

| have anly been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concems are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous oceasions.

| have lived in Lincolnshire for the past ... .50... . years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecolricity's attempt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind fammn, which was consented by a Gevernment appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning
cancems of our Local Planning Authenty, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in solid
support of local residents

| consider that my original concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed Increase in
the turbine blades rotar diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm ta local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine ind ustry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems, - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents

is shill mot available after all this tima.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other couniries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind fam
configuration far this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemnments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine naise conditions, including the final resort to a petential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against theee impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecolricity te commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full fiva years available to
meet this condition, if they cannet complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning biight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first moated in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2008,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, This iz a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, aven
before 2008, in the same aperational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricty to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning committes, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first propased in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We arranged a
public meoting and two of their senior managemant gave & presentation the Tih Septembear 2008 al
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of panishioners attended and expressed their
concerms. The represantatives of ‘Ecotricity” wera vary candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Counci could
have no influence in the final decision which would be mada by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would nof even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2018 in response the DECC consuitation letter of the 19 January 2016, in su pport of
lacal residents which stated:

‘The Council would urge the Secretary of State to take on board all representations made by the local
community and have regard to thair strength of feeling and opposition to the schamo’.

Finally, | did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now, Thare
should either be 3 new inguiry or failing this, the proposed variation should ba refused.

Yours Faithfully,

ce. stephen.phillips. mp@parliament.uk

matt warman mp@pariament.uk



For the attention of- Cate: 77272018

National Infrastructure Consents
Departmant of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitahall Place

LONDON

SW1A 2aw

DECC Contact email ! ecC.osi.gov.uk
RE! Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P018901,

| also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

Sirs,

My name is:
My address:

Email addrass:

I have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
20186 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concems are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions,

| have lived in this area for the past 4 years and as an affected local resident, wish to register my strang
OBJECTION to Ecotricity's altempt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind farm,
which was consented by a Government appainted Inspector against the legitimata planning concerns of our
Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Counclliors' representatives’, in solid support of lacal
residents.

Ecotricity have no right to vary configurations witheut full repeat consultation & applications

| consider that my original concerns have nal been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades retor diameter from S0m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, espacially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Govemment departments,
after many years af not congidering that this has been causing legitimate and serous concems,- that large
scale wind lurbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low freq uency and amplitude
maodulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is still not available after all this time.

| am aware that there are residents in olher areas of the cou ntry that are still suffering from these
unacceplable impacts, as well as in other countries.

| also wish to state that | have no confidence that aven the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditicns, including the final resort to a patential nuisance claim,

1



provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case. '

| aisn confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commenca
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior lo the radar mitigation schame condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannot complete this during this penicd, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first meeted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, Thisis a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations In this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecatricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotricity” Limited. We aranged a
public meeting and two of their sanior management gave a prasantation the Tth September 2009 at
Heckington Villsge Hall. At this meeting a large number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concams. The representalives of ‘Ecolricily’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have na influence in the final decision which would be matle by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DEGC consultation letter of the 18 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secrelary of Stale to [eke on board all reprasentations made by the local
community and have regard to their sirength of feeling and opposition to the schems’

Finally, despite living close to the proposed turbines, we are not in Narth Kesteven district, but beleng to the
Borough of Boston and do net feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm fram the beginning and | still do not back this naw. There should either be a new inquiry or failing this,
the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

PS. it should be noted that wind turbines are the greatest 'suspects’ causing whales to beach themselves
on our coast recently and this proves much mare research is required

cg. slechen philips MR parkamant uk  mati wanman. MpEpariament Uk




For the attention of Date: 7" March, 2015

Cepartment of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Placo

LONDON

SWIA 2aW

DECC Centact email: 2decc.gsigov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Varlation of Consent ref: 4038P01 8501,

| also respectfully request that my letter is farwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Deparment of Energy & Climate Change.

My name js =5 and my address is

My email address:

Deer !

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 18 January
2016 regarding above application, and naw respecifully request that my further concems are taken inlo
gccount and not ignered as on previous occasions.

I have lived in this area since 2008 and a5 an affected local property owner and resident, wish ia
register my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt to vary the turkine configuration of their Heckington
Fen wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimase planning
cancems of our Local Planning Authority, our lecal District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in salid
support of local residents.

| consider that my ariginal concerns have not baan aliayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to 8 maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
uneccaplable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents ansing fram
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
afler many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and seripus concems - that large
scale wind turbines do emit spacific types of noize characieristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affactad local residants

s still not avallable after all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well a3 in other countries.

| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbing and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine neise condition, including the final resart to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts and that past axperience bas Clearly
dermonsiratad that this iz the case.



provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppase the variation of the planning condition o permit Ecotricity to commence
canstruction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisflad in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full fiva years available to mest
this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local comm unities
ecntinue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity’s wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, priar to the meeting mentioned below in 2005,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018. This 15 a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
ahsolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wizh to record my total dissatisfaction with the methads deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Raport to the Flanning committee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotnoity’ Limited. We arranged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a prosentation the 7th September 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of perishioners altended and exprassed their
concerns. The representalives of 'Ecolriclly’ were very candid in the responsas and fhe qenaral opinicn
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation, The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 13 January 2018, in support of
local residents which stated:

"The Council would urge the Secrefary of State to take on board all representations made by the focal
community and have regard to their strength of feefing and opposition to the scheme'

Finally, despite living clese to the proposed turbines, we are not in Morth Kesteven district, but belong to the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now, There should either be a new inquiry or failing this,
the proposed variation should be refused.

PS. it should be noted that wind turbines ara the greales! ‘suspects’ causing whales to beach themselves
on our coast recently and this proves much mare resaarch is required

co. stephen phillps mp@paiament ok - mati warman.mp@parkament ux

|



For the attention of Date: I / 3 / ”?

Natlanal Infrastructure Consents
Department of Enargy & Climate Change
3 Whilehall Placa

LONDON

SW1aA 2aw

DECC Contact email - l@decc.gsi gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent raf: 4038P019301.

! :_usn respectiully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Hudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name is ..

and my address js i

&

demin oo POSE ':-ﬂdE i

Email address:. "'~

Dear Sir,

I have only been informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concemns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.

| have lived in this area for the past ], Lo, years and as an affected local resident, wish to register my
strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s attempt ta vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector againat the legitimate planning concems
of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Panish Councillors' representatives’. in solid support of
local residents

| considar that my original concems have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m 1o 3 maximum rotor diameter of up te 103m is otally
unacceplable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems,- that large
scale wand turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
medudation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is slill not available afier ail this time.

| am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from thesa
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries



i also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prier to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricty have a full five years available o meet
this conditian, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
cantinue to be subject to planning blight and uncerainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first moated in 2008, priar to the meeting mentioned below in 2000 - the
wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb 2018,
This is 2 combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation Issue, which was the
cause of objections by MaoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even before 2008,
In the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations In this area of Lincolnshire. There Is absolutely no
justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish te record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for lncal communities is recorded in the Officer’s
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

mathan the wind farm was firs! proposed in 2008 we werg contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We arranged a
public meeling and two of thelr senior managemen! gave a presentation the 7ih Sepfembear 2002 at
Heekington Village Hall, Af this meeting a lamge number of parishioners attended end expressed their
concems. The epresenlalives of 'Ecotriciy’ were very candid in the responses and the general oginion
was thal most were against the proposal, At this meeting we were tald that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even b considerad”,

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2018 in response the DECC gonsultation letter of the 18 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

“Fhe Council would urge the Secretary of State fo take on board all representations made by the jocal
community and have regard to thair strength af fealing and opposition fa the achema’.

Finally, despite living close to the proposed turbines, we ane not in Morth Kesteven district, but balong to the
Boraugh of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this naw. It iz my firm belief that there should ether be a
new inauiry or falling this, the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

1]
c. STELc ST P pE Mpl@iparizment uk NS Warman. mpEpaniamnantur



For the attention of ﬂ'E‘tﬂlg I 3 ! !E

National Infrastructure Consants
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SWiA 2aw

DECC Contact email: @decc.gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref 403BP019901.

| also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded 1o the: Secretary of Siate Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My nameis ... EsR Sl

and my addressis. ...

-~

e ..Post Code

Email addraszs:.

Dear Sir,

| have only been infarmed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions,

| have lived in this area for the past ::;la__...-,raam and as an affected local resident, wish to register my
streng OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt ta vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Government appeinted Inspector against the legitimate planning concems
of our Local Planning Autharity, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in salid suppor of
lzcal residents,

I consider that my original concarns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increasa in
ihe turbine blades rotar diameter from 50m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Gavernment departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concerns - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, pratection against which for affected local residants
is slill not avallable after all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from thesa
unacceptable impacts, as well as in othar countries,



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance ¢aim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind fanm development prior 10 the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satistied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if thay cannot complete this during this penod, then why should | and local communities
santinue to be subject to planning blight and uncartainty?

Ecotricity’s wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2004, -
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
‘was the cause of objections by MaD, with much earlier wind famm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
ahsolutely no justification for any additianal time allowance.

| wizh to record my lotal dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind famm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Repart te the Planning committee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We amanged &
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a prasentation the 7th Septermbar 2003 at
Heckingtan Village Hall. At this meeling & large number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concems. The representatives of ‘Ecatricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opimion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Councif could
hawve no infivence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered™.

| alsn tatally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation latter of the 18 January 2016, in support of
local residents which staled:

The Council would urge the Secretary of State to take on board af represemtations made by the focal
community and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposition fo the scheme’

Finally, despite iiving close to the proposed turbines, we are not in Nortn Keslevan district, but belong 16 the
Borough of Boston and do not feel we have been adequately consuited. | did not back the propesed wind
tarm from the beginning and | skl do not hack this now. There should either be a new mauiry or failing this,
the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

L]

i el -_-l-::l._:l|:e||_l.|||I'|:-i|:I_,_*-=__-|_'I'|'p5’l'.ﬂl..'l.5|'.|63_lll'|l_‘l'|i itk nallveaf ian MMpEparianent uk
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For the attention of Date 24 T /&

Mational Infrastructure Consents
Department of Ensrgy & Climata Change
3 Whitahall Place :
LONDOM

SWA 2aw

DECC Contact email decc.gsigov.uk
RE: Ecolricity Heckinglon Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent raf: 403BP019801.

| also respectfully request that m ¥ leller is lorwarded to the Secrelary of State Amber Rudd 2
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Changa.

ceeirronn 0B Code |

Email address:. ...

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed loday of the consultation inltiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above apgplication, and now respectfully request that my further concems are taken into
accolunt and not ignored as on previous cocasions.

I have lived in this area for the past ..=2.=7. . years and as an affected local resident, wish to register my
strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's atternpt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen wind
farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning concems
of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in solid support of
lacal residents.

| consider that my original concerns have rot been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor diameter of upto 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to loeal residents ansing from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Govemmant departments,
after many years cf not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concarns, - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characleristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
madulation, which iz not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
iz still not available after afl this time,

| am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering fram these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries



| also wish to state that | have no confidence thal even the curment consented wind turbime and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govermments® Secretary of State with the
accampanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate profection to local residents against ihese impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demaonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | cppase the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence:
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full, The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet
this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
continue to be subject lo planning blight and uncerainty?

Ecotricity’s wind farm propoesal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this unceriainty to Feb
2018, This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincoinshire. There is
ahsolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecolricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in ther Officer's
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we wera contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We amanged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentstion the 7th Seplember 2008 at
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting & large number of panshioners altended and expressed their
concerns. The representatives of ‘Ecolricity’ were very candid in the responses and the genaral opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by Morth Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letier of the 18 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

‘The Council would urge the Secretary of Stafe ta take on board afl representations made by fhe focal
community and have regard o their sirength of feeling and oppasition fo the scheme’

Finally, despie living close to the proposed turbines, we are not in North Kesteven distnict, bul belong tao the
Borough of Boston and do net feel we have been adequately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beqinning and | still do not back this now.  There should efther be a new inquiry or failing this,
the proposed varation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

co. siguhel philips ipibpariameniuk - m atl warman mn@ patiianment ux




Far the attention of- Date: 020312018

Mational Infrastructure Consents
Depantmant of Energy & Climate Changa
3 Whitehall Place

LONDOM

SWhA 2aW

DECC Contaci email: decc.gsi gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fan Wind Farm Wariation of Consent ref- 4038P019501

I also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded 1g the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name iz & and my addrass is:

Email address:

Dear Sir, '

| hava only bean informed today of the consultation initiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above apolication, and now respectiully request that my further concems are taken inta
account and not ignored as on previous occasions,

| have lived in Lincolnshire for the past .. .25..... years and as an affected locai resident, wish io register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt to vary the turbine configuration of thelr Hechkington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimate plarnning
concems of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, In solid
support of local residents,

| consider that my original concems have nat been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rofor diameter from 90m to a maximum rotor dizmeter of up to 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the rizk of harm to tocal residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government deparimants,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and sedous concems - thal large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise charscteristics, especially low frequency and ampitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residants
i5 still not available after all this tima,

I am aware that there are residents in ather areas of the country that are stii suffering from theze
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
canfiguration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine neise conditions, including tha final resort to a potential nuisance claim,
provides adequate protection o local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly
demaonstrated that this is the case.

| alzo confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecolricity have a full five years available to maat
thiz condition, if they cannot complete this during this perod, then why should | and lecal communities
continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity’s wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009, -
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018, This is a combined total of 10 vears to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much sarlier wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same aperational vicinity of RAF Stations in thiz area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

[ wizh to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
plannming consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Officer's
Feport to the Planning committee, which stated;

“Whan the wind farm was first proposad in 2009 we ware contacted by 'Ecotricity’ Limited. We amanged a
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a prasentation the 7th September 2009 at
Heckington Vilage Hall. Al this mesting a large number of panshionars alfended and axpressed their
concems. The represenfatives of ‘Ecofricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinian
was that most were against the propasal. Af this meeting we were fold that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would nof even be considered”.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of Siate to take on board all representations made by the local
comynunity and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposilion lo Ihe schame'.

Finally, despite living close to the proposed turbines, we are not in North Kesteven district, but belong to the
Barough of Boston and do not feel we have been adeguately consulted. | did not back the proposed wind
farm from the beginning and | still do not back this now. There should either be a new inquiry or failing this,
the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours Faitk.......,

Co. slephe Ui.-:'r_rr_:'_f::;_.! npi@parament uk  mallwaiman mpEdparkament us
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For the aitertion of Dater 02032015

Mational Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 'Whitehall Piece

LONDON

SWW1A 2aW

DECC Contact email- Ddece gsi gov. ik
RE. Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Congent ref: 4038P019901

| also respectiully request that my letter is forwarded 1o the Secretary of Elﬁl& Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change

My nameis..

and my addrass s
R b s M s e e e T e e Fost Code

Email address:

Dear Sir,

! have only been informed today of the consultation intisted by your Department DECC on the 19 Jg nuary
2016 regarding above application, and now respeciiully request that my funiher concerns are taken inio
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.

| hawve lived in Lincolnshire tor the past 2D years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s attempt to vary the furbine configuration of their Heckingten Fen
wind farmn, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the legitimate pianning
concems of cur Local Planning Authonty, our local Distnict and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in solid
sipport of local residents.

| consider that my original concems have not besn allzysd and that to approve the proposed incregse in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from S0m Lo a maximum rolor diameler of up to 103m is talally
unacceptable. especially as this will substanlially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recogniion and final acceplance by the wind turbing industry and Government departments,
after many years of net considering that this has been causing legtimate and serious concems,- that lange
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, espacially low frequency and amplitude
medutation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
Is still not available after all this time.

I am mware that there are residents in other ereas of the country that are stili suffering from these
unaccepltable impacts, as well as in olher countries.



| also wish 1o state that | have no confidence that even the curent consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secrefary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort 1o a potential nuisance claim,
provides adeguate protection to local residents aganst these impacts, and that past expenence has clearly
demanstrated that this is the case,

| alzo confirm that | oppose the varation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
consiruction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mifigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | 2nd local communities
conlinue 1o be subject lo planning biight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first moated in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below n 2009 -
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018 This is 2 combinad total of 10 years to reaslve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much eariler wind farm planning applications, even
before 2008, in the same operatlonal vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

1 wish to recond my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gsin this wind farm
slanning consent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in the Cfficer's
Report ta the Planning committee, which stated:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2008 we were confacted by 'Ecolricily’ Limiled. We arranged a
public meating and twa of thair senior mansgement gave a presentation the Tth September 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall At this meeting a farge number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concems. The mprasentatives of 'Ecolricily’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
hawve no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council’s views would not even be considered”.

| alsn totally agree with the final comment made in the letter submitted by North Kesteven District Councl
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consuliation lstter of tha 1% January 2018, in support of
local residents which stated:

The Council would urge the Secretary of State lo lake on board alf representations made by the local
community and have regard fo their strength of feeling and opposiion {o the schemea’

Finally, ! did not back the proposed wind farm from the beginning and | siill do nod back this now. There
should either be a new inquiry or failing this, the proposed vanalion should be refused.

Yours Faithiully,

----------------

cc. stephen.phillips.mp@pariiament.uk

matt warman.mpi@parliiament uk



For the altention of: Date; ! /

Mational Infrastructure Consenis
Cepartment of Energy & Climate Changa
3 Whitehall Place

LOMNDOMN

SWiA 2aW

DECC Contact amail: lecc.gsi.gov.uk
RE. Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P010904%.

| also respectfully request that my lettar is forwarded 1o the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My nameis ...,
and my address is .
ces e cee . oPOSE Code

Emaitaddress:.-...._..-..-.-...........-...._... 3 - e Criaen

Daar Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation indiated by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectiully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.

I have lived in Lincolnshire for the past .2 ‘Sr'_ years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity's attempt ta vary the turbina eonfiguration of their Heckingtan Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Govemment appointed Inspector against the legitimate planning
concerns of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillars’ represantatives', in solid
support of local residents.

| consider that my ariginal concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 80m to a maximum rotor diameter of up to 103m |s totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departmeants,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legtimate and serious concems, - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low freq uency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is slill not available after all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in cther couniries.



| also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the curent consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments® Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance clakm,
provides adequate pratection to local resioents against these Impacts, and that past expenence has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| giso confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permil Ecotricity to commence
construclion of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation schema condition
being safisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecotncty have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities
sontinue to be subject to planning biight and uncertainty?

Ecotricity's wind farm propesal was first mooted in 2008, pricT to the meeting mentioned below in 2003,
{he wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year conditon extends this unceriainty to Feb
2018 This is a combined total of 10 years to resclve this wall known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the causa of objections by MoD, with much eariler wind tarm planning applications, even
before 2008, In the same oparational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. Thera is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wizh to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods depioyed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning conzent, further evidence of their disregard for local communities is recorded in ihe Officers
Repart to the Planning committee, which stated:

"Ahen the wind farm was irsl proposed in 2009 we were conlacled by ‘Ecolricily’ Limied. We amanged a
public meetng and two of their senior management gave & presentation the 7th September 2009 al
Heckingtan Viage Hall. Al this meeting a large number of parishionars attended and expressed their
concoms. The reprosentatives of ‘Ecolrictly’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that mosi ware against ihe proposal. Al this meeiing we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would not even be considered”,

| 2lgp totelly agree with the final comment made in tha Intter submitted by Nerth Kesteven District Counci
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consuitation letter of the 15 January 2016, in suppoit of
lacal residents which stated:

‘The Councl would urge the Secretary of State o fake on boand al representations made by the focal
community and have regard o their strength of feelng and ppposition to the scheme’,

Finalty, | did not back the proposed wind fam from the beginning and | stil do not back this now There
should either be a new inguiry or Taliing this, the proposed varkation should be refused.

Yours Faithiully,

oc. stephen. phillips.mp@partiament.uk

matl warman mppariament.uk



For the attention of: Date; ! !

National Infrastructure Consents
Department of Energy & Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SViNA 2aW

DECC Contact email:
RE: Ecatricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref. 4038P015801.

| also respectiully request that my letter is farwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My name is ..,
and my address is ...~

A e AN g5t Code _

Dezar Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiatad by your Department DECC on the 19 January
2016 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and net ignored as on previous occasions.

I have lived in Lincalnshire for the past &G years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecolricity's attempt to vary the turbine configuratien of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the lagitimate planning
concams of our Local Flanning Authority, cur local District and Parish Councillors' represe ntatives', in solid
support of local residents.

| consider that my original concerns have not been aliayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from $5Om to a maximum rotor diameter of up ta 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residants arising fram
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concems, - that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, espe cially low frequency and amplitude
madulation, which s not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is still not availabla after all this time.

| am aware that there are residents in cther areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries.



| also wish 1o state that | have no confidenca that even the current consented wind turbine and wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Govemnments' Secretary of State with the
accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisance clairm,
pravides adequate protection to local residents against these impacis, and that past experience has clearly
demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence
construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition
being satisfied in full The planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to
meet this condition, if they cannaot complete this during this periad, then why should | and local communities
cantinue to be subject to planning biight and uncertainty?

Ecetricity's wind farm oroposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeling mentioned below in 2003,-
st wind farm was consented in February 201 4, the five year candition extends this uncertainty to Feb
=18 This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which
was the cause of objections by MoD, with much sarliar wind farm planning applications, evan
bafore 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Statlons in this area of Lincalnshire. There is
absolutely no justification for any additional time allowance.

| wieh to record my total dissatisfaction with the mathods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
planning consent, further evidence of their disregard for lncal communities is recorded in the Officer's
Report ta the Planning commiltee, which staled:

“When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we were contacted by ‘Ecolricity’ Limited, We arranged a
public meeting and fwo of their serior management gave 2 presantation the 7th Saptember 2009 at
Heckinglon Village Hall. At this maeting a large number of parishioners attended and axpressed Hheir
concarns. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opiman
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were fold thata Parish Council could

have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council's views would nat even be considered™.

| also totally agree with the final comment made in the letter supmitted by North Kesteven District Council
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation lstter of the 19 January 20186, in support of
local reskdents which stated.

‘The Council would urge the Sacrelary of State to taka on hoard all representations made by he local
community and have regard to their strength of feeling and opposition to the scheme’

Finally, 1 did not back the proposed wind farm frofm the beginning and 1 still do not back this now. There
should either be a new inguiry or failing this, the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours faithfully,

ck. stepneﬁ .phill.ips.mp@parliam&nt.uk

rnmt.-.-.rarman.mp@paniamem.uk



For the attention of: . pate:2! 1 Y 1 1 ’
Keith Welford

Case Manager

National Infrastructure Consents

Department of Energy & Climate Change

3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SW1A 2AW

DECC Contact email: keith.welford@decc.gsi.gov.uk
RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P019901.

I also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State Amber Rudd &
Minister of State Andrea Leadsom Department of Energy & Climate Change.

My nameiis ......

~-

ANAd MY addIESS IS . ...eeeveee oo v oo aoer e e e e e e

veeseneea-....PoOSt Code . _ i

—

Email address:...——............

Dear Sir,

| have only been informed today of the consultation initiéted by your Department DECC on the 19 January
. 2016 regarding above application, and now respectfully request that my further concerns are taken into
account and not ignored as on previous occasions.

N £
I have lived in Lincolnshire for the past ~...\c:... years and as an affected local resident, wish to register
my strong OBJECTION to Ecotricity’s attempt to vary the turbine configuration of their Heckington Fen
wind farm, which was consented by a Government appointed Inspector against the iégitimate planning
concerns of our Local Planning Authority, our local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in solid
support of local residents. :

I consider that my original concerns have not been allayed and that to approve the proposed increase in
the turbine blades rotor diameter from 90m to a maximum.rotor diameter of upto 103m is totally
unacceptable, especially as this will substantially increase the risk of harm to local residents arising from
the recent recognition and final acceptance by the wind turbine industry and Government departments,
after many years of not considering that this has been causing legitimate and serious concerns,- that large
scale wind turbines do emit specific types of noise characteristics, especially low frequency and amplitude
modulation, which is not masked by background noise, protection against which for affected local residents
is still not available after all this time.

I am aware that there are residents in other areas of the country that are still suffering from these
unacceptable impacts, as well as in other countries. -




I also wish to state that | have no confidence that even the éur’rent consented wind turbine af‘ld wind farm
configuration for this wind farm, approved by the previous Governments' Secretary of State with the

accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final resort to a potential nuisan_cg claim,
provides adequate protection to local residents against these impacts, and that past experience has clearly

demonstrated that this is the case.
| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence

construction of any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme c_ondition
being satisfied in full. The planning condition specifies that Ecatricity have a full five years available to o
meet this condition, if they cannot complete this during this period, then why should | and local communities

continue to be subject to planning blight and uncertainty?
Ecotricity's wind farm proposal was first mooted in 2008, prior to the meeting mentioned below in 2009,-
the wind farm was consented in February 2013, the five year condition extends this uncertainty to Feb
2018. This is a combined total of 10 years to resolve this well known Radar Mitigation issue, which

was the cause of objections by MoD, with much earlier wind farm planning applications, even )
before 2008, in the same operational vicinity of RAF Stations in this area of Lincolnshire. There is
owance. ’

absolutely no justification for any additional time all

I wish to record my total dissatisfaction with the methods deployed by Ecotricity to gain this wind farm
gard for local communities is recorded in the Ofﬁcel‘s

planning consent, further evidence of their disre
Report to the Planning committee, which stated:
e contacted by ‘Ecotricity’ Limited. We arranged a

‘When the wind farm was first proposed in 2009 we wer
public meeting and two of their senior management gave a presentation the 7th September 2009 at
Heckington Village Hall. At this meeting a large number of parishioners attended and expressed their
concerns. The representatives of ‘Ecotricity’ were very candid in the responses and the general opinion
was that most were against the proposal. At this meeting we were told that a Parish Council could
have no influence in the final decision which would be made by Central Government without
consultation. The Parish Council’s views would not even be considered",

etter submitted by North Kesteven District Council

I also totally agree with the final comment made in the |
dated 10 February 2016 in response the DECC consultation letter of the 19 January 2016, in support of

local residents which stated:
oard all representations made b y the local

'The Council would urge the Secretary of State to take on b
opposition to the scheme’.

community and have regard to their strength of feeling and
beginning and I still do not back this now. There

Finally, I did not back the proposed wind farm from the
should either be a new inquiry or failing this, the proposed variation should be refused.

Yours Faithfully,

.............

matt.warman.mp@parliament.uk



' Dated® / /7 , 1€
For the attention of?: ateT
Keith Welford

Case Manager

National Infrastructure Consents

Department for Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy
3 Whitehall Place

LONDON

SW1A 2AW

DECC Contact email: keith.welford@decc.gsi.gov.uk

RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variation of Consent ref: 4038P019901.

{ also respectfully request that my letter is forwarded to the Secretary of State the Rt Hon Greg Clark MP
My NAame is weuu.. T — X

. - N — = =
and my address is ....... N - - X

Post Code ..

Email address:

Dear Sir,

| am now aware that Ecotricity have submitted a variation application to DECC in' 2015, to increase the length of the
turbine blades on their consented wind turbines from 82m to a maximum of 103m, without changing to overall
height from 125m and to change the planning permission condition to enable them to start the wind farm site
ground works infrastructure construction, before they have the agreement from MOD that there is an effective
system of radar mitigation in place, to protect RAF pilots flying in the skies around the local RAF bases at Cranwell,
Waddington and Coningsby.

1 understand a 2nd round of consultation was initiated by The Department of Energy & Climate Change (DECC) on
the 19 January 2016 and that submissions are still being accepted as of the date of this letter. | respectfully request
that these are all considered. '

[ wish to register my OBJECTION to the variation to the Heckington Fen wind farm, which was consented against the
planning concerns of our Local Planning Authority, local District and Parish Councillors' representatives’, in support
of residents. '

1 understand that operating wind turbines with blades over 50metres long, on a shortened turbine tower, will
cause intrusive turbine noise levels to rise and as a result substantially increase the risk of harm to the affected local
residents, particufarly with regards to the fact it is how established, that large scale wind turbines do emit specific
types of noise characteristics, identified as low frequency and excessive amplitude modulation noise, which is not
masked by local background noise. There are now proven cases of adverse effects and complaints from local
residents in the UK and in many other countries across the world.

l.am a'lsq aware that local communities commissioned a noise impact appraisal report by a renowned wind turbine
noise expert, John Yelland MA DPil (Oxon) MinstP FIET AMASA MIOA, to examine whether Ecotricity had correctl
assessed if the operation of turbines with longer blades complied with government noise guidelines and to ensu‘:'e
as far as possible that safeguards and the protection of local residents had been adequétely considered.

To. do this Dr Yelland carried_ out a forensic appraisal of Ecotricity’s variation noise impact assessment and found that
this was largely t;:_ase_d on and relied upan their original assessment issued in July 2011, used to gain planning consent
for their 22 turbines wind farm each 125m high in February 2013, from the previous Secretary of State at DECC

1




As a result of this examination Dr Yelland's findings and conclusions in his report are absolutely shocking.

This states that:

"Given that the wind farm design had, little or no “headroom” to be able to operate within noise fimits at any of the
surveyed locations either at or near to local resident’s homes, "the inevitable consequence of rectifying the errors |
have found inevitably demonstrates that the applicant’s wind farm design is not compliant with government
guidelines",

"The applicant, by praposing a wind farm with an instafled power greater than 50 MW, was able to circumvent focal
opposition by removing the decision from local to central government, at a time when the relevant government
department, DECC, had great enthusiasm for wind farms but little understanding of their potential impacts on wind
farm neighbours. Having been assured by the developer on the one hand that there would be no adverse impacts.
Jrom the proposal and on the other hand that objection was futile as the decision was a predetermined formality, in
particu]ar Heckington Parish Council, South Kyme Parish Council and Amber Hill Parish Council felt that their concerns
would carry little weight in the decision making process. Local residents likewise also registered their concerns”.

"The chosen site is simply too small for a 50 MW, let alone 66 MW, wind farm. It is now apparent that the original
consent was gained in spite of a defective noise impact assessment; if constructed the wind farm would have
produced noise well in excess of gavernment limits. If the variation application were to be consented the noise
excess would be even greater®,

The report also highlights in great detail that the methodology used to assess virtually all aspects of the levels of
noise local residents would be subject to over and above the existing background noise levels, were flawed and non-
compliant, including the analysis of the levels of wind turbine noise the turbines would emit.

In view of this, § wish to state that | have little confidence that even the current consented wind turbine and wind
fatm configuration for this wind farm, with the accompanying wind turbine noise conditions, including the final
resort to a potential nuisance claim, provide sufficient protection to local residents against these impacts, and that
past experience has clearly demonstrated that this is the case.

| also confirm that | oppose the variation of the planning condition to permit Ecotricity to commence construction of
any aspect of the wind farm development prior to the radar mitigation scheme condition being satisfied in full. The
planning condition specifies that Ecotricity have a full five years available to meet this condition, if they cannot
complete this during this period, then why should local communities continue to be subject to planning blight and

uncertainty?

There should either be a new inquiry or failing this, the proposed variation should be refused.

Thank you.

Yours faithfully,

-

cc. stephen.phillips.mp@parliament.uk matt.warman.mp@parfiament.uk
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