abanks@cne-siar.gov.uk
Dear Mr Banks,

 

I am hereby objecting to the windfarm project known as "Pentland Road" presented by Farm Energy Ltd - reference P/PP/75/96/W/6. 

Here are my reasons:

A)  MIGRATING BIRDS

We can read in the Western Isles Structure Plan, 2003:

 "(the Council will) sustain and enhance the quality of the unique landscapes, natural environment and biodiversity of the Western Isles for the enjoyment and education of its residents and visitors" .

This would be good policy, especially when we know how important these islands are to biodiversity, not only for Scotland and the UK, but also on a global level. Quantities of birds land on the Outer Hebrides to breed, winter, or stopover every year. Many of them belong to endangered species. Some of them, like the whooper swans, may land in the dark, after an exhausting flight across the Atlantic. Others may do it in the rain, or with high winds. This will aggravate the risk of being killed by the turbines, whose 115-foot blades may rotate at up to 292 Km/h at the tip.(1)

In Germany, Mr. Tobias Dürr, ornithologist of the Brandenburg State Bird Conservation Centre, has kept a record (2) of the victims that were casually reported to him. These figures are but a tiny sample of the actual mortality at German windfarms. Not every walker finding a dead bird under a turbine will report it; besides, not every report made will reach M. Dürr. And then, one must consider that very rare are the carcasses that may be found:  scavengers are known to keep the grounds clear of dead bodies (3) , and windfarm employees also do their part.

With these important caveats, here is the list of carcasses that were reported to the Brandenburg State Bird Conservation Centre since the beginning of 2002 - about half of them are from Brandeburg, and half from other German Landers (states):

white-tailed sea eagles          13

red kites          38  

buzzards           22

falcons           12

swans          9                              

geese        8 

ducks           10 

storks     4

black kites     4                                                                                                                      other birds (from pheasants to finches)         94     

bats         142

This is but a very small, casual sample of mortality at German windfarms. It nevertheless evidences that wind turbines do kill migrating birds such as swans, geese, ducks, etc. 

Fieldwork by biologists on the site of the project was limited to 60 days, all during the breeding season. This leaves out the arrival and departure flights of migrating birds during spring and fall. 

In any event, flight patterns of migrating birds, and of any birds except golden eagles, were not recorded - let alone mapped. Is this acceptable, when the matter under study is the erection of wind turbines in a bird SPA?  

B) AVIAN MORTALITY

Sites that were systematically surveyed by biologists have shown high levels of mortality, as follows:

1) Several studies evidence an on-going bird massacre at the Altamont Pass windfarm. At this California location near San Francisco, golden eagles are being killed at the rate of 40 to 60 per annum (4).  A yearly average of 50 eagles represents 1,000 dead eagles over the life of the farm (20 years to date).

In addition, the same windfarm kills about 500 other raptors every year: hawks, owls, falcons, harriers and kites - all of them protected by law. Cumulatively: 10,000 since Altamont became operative 20 years ago (5).

Other victims include rock doves, larks, ducks, blackbirds, gulls, swallows, herons, ravens, passerines, and even bats (6). 

For all birds inclusive, Dr. Smallwood gives us an estimate of 25,000 to 50,000 specimens killed at Altamont over 20 years (5).

2) - In Navarra, Spain, Dr. Lekuona (7) surveyed 368 turbines during a 12 months period. He estimated 7,150 victims, spread as follows:

409 griffon vultures

24 golden eagles, eagle owls, booted eagles, sparrow hawks and kestrels

6,067 other birds (40% of them migrating)

650 bats

A mendacious summary was later added to the 140-page document, disclosing only 132 victims; and the report was shelved by its sponsor, the Navarra government. But an employee with a conscience leaked it out. 

Dr. Lekuona, biologist and author of the report, notes that his estimate of 7,150 victims is conservative.

3) - In California, researchers McCrary et al. (1986) (8) estimated that 6,800 birds had been killed at the San Gorgonio wind facility, in one year. 

The bird carcasses were mostly those of nocturnal migrants, and included 25 species: 

Passerines:  15 species

Waterfowl:   7 species  

Shorebirds:   2 species

Raptors:        1 species

TOTAL:  6,800 birds, yearly

4) More studies by the Spanish Ornithological Society (member of Birdlife International) (9), by biologist Joris Everaert (Flemish Institute of Nature Conservation - Belgium) (10), by world-famous Dutch ornithologist J.E. Winkelman (1992b), etc.  reveal that wind turbines are lethal to birds in a significant way. 

Such evidence, coming from different biologists in different countries, puts in doubt the objectivity of the many reports commissioned by the wind industry, which all claim in unison that birds can avoid the blades of the turbines. With tips moving at up to 292 Km/h, logic tells us it is unlikely - and the evidence gathered by the above scientific studies confirms it. 

In conclusion, it is certain that a windfarm placed in a bird habitat of international importance such as the Lewis Peatlands SPA will result in the death of a great many birds, many of them from endangered species. Cumulatively with so many other wind turbines to be erected in the Western Isles and in Scotland, the long term effect on wildlife will be severe - for the Hebrides, for Scotland, and for Europe. 

C)  EUROPEAN BIRD RESERVE

The proposed windfarm will be erected within the Lewis Peatlands Special Protection Area (SPA). This is a protected area for birds, part of Europe’s Natura 2000 network of natural reserves, and a wetland of international importance protected by the RAMSAR Convention. 

Here are the "qualifying interests" of the SPA: it harbours nationally important populations of five "Annex I species" identified as of special interest for conservation: 

Golden Plover 
8%  of UK breeding population

Black-throated Diver 
8%  of UK breeding population

Red-throated Diver 
9%  of UK breeding population 

Golden Eagle 
1%  of UK breeding population 

Merlin 
2%  of UK breeding population 

and 2 important populations of migratory species:

Greenshank                            10%  of UK breeding population 

Dunlin shiinzi
                 33%  of world breeding population

Source: SNH November 1999

It is self-evident that wind turbines, which have a deadly track record, should not be introduced in bird reserves of international importance. 

D)  FAULTY AVIAN IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The Impact Assessment produced by consultant Dulas Ltd on behalf of the promoter Farm Energy Ltd is flawed in its essential aspects, and should not be used as a basis for decision-making. 

Here are 3 examples of its many irregularities: 

1) Failure to respect the minimum observation period of the bird population and behaviour, which must be 12-18 months when eagles are present (SNH guidelines): in this case only 2 months were spent in the field. 

The RSPB, in its letter to the Scottish Executive of June 9thth 2004, wrote: "This conflicts with methodology recommended by SNH, which is for 12-18 months monitoring to be undertaken where Golden Eagles are present."

2) Irrelevant statistics were manipulated to predict a high "avoidance rate" by the eagles. On the contrary, scientific research from California proves that eagles are attracted by wind turbines:

“raptors spent significantly more time flying at close proximity to turbine blades ... than 51-100 m away ... or >100 m away … Analysing the total number of minutes of flight time reveals that something about wind turbines may attract red-tailed hawks to fly near turbines and at dangerous heights. Similarly, American kestrels flew in proximity level 1 [ie 1-50m from turbine] nearly four times longer than expected by chance, golden eagles two times longer, and northern harriers three times longer"  (6).

And so does incipient Scottish research on the subject:

“the eagles have not shown any specific avoidance behaviour ie flights where the direction is altered dramatically to avoid the wind farm"  (11)

3) Dulas Ltd took pains to define a "core range" for the eagles, pretending that eagles only hunt on land above 150 meters. By definition, raptors hunt over their entire range, which was also mapped by the consultant; so there is no justification for drawing up a smaller range. The inapplicability of the 150m limitation to the Western Isles is confirmed by the RSPB (14).

Then, in order to exclude from this imaginary smaller range the ridge where the turbines will be located, an arbitrary circle was drawn with a 3 km radius from the eyrie. In this manner, Dulas Ltd eliminates from his imaginary "eagles core range" a crucial ridge culminating at 182 meters, precisely where the turbines will be erected.

This is without scientific merit.   

E) OBJECTION HASTILY REMOVED BY SNH

In the month following a letter confirming their objection and recommending mitigation measures (12), SNH operated an about-face and lifted their objection. Justification: an irregular one-day survey conducted by 2 SNH officers and a dog; and hearsay from a source that remains undisclosed (13). 

- Dulas Ltd had counted 10 breeding pairs of grouse in a 750m band around the turbines. The irregular SNH one-day survey finds 2 pairs, and this evidence will prevail in their decision-making.

- Dulas Ltd had mapped the flights of golden eagles during 2 months, observed from 2 vantage points. The map shows that eagles fly mostly south of Beinn Mholach, close to the turbines. SNH discards this evidence in favour of hearsay: 

"We have also received information (from other wildlife consultants carrying out eagle observations in Lewis this year) confirming that this pair of eagles are more often seen using the area of blanket bog to the north west of the hills rather than the area where the turbines are proposed." (13)

SNH has based its decision on hearsay, and an irregular homemade survey, discarding evidence scientifically gathered by field researchers over 2 months.

F)  THE RSPB IS OPPOSING THE PENTLAND ROAD PROJECT

" Having now had the opportunity to consider the Environmental Statement, we do not believe that there is sufficient information available to conclude that the proposal will not affect the integrity of the SPA. Consequently, we recommend that Scottish Ministers reject this application."

                                Letter to "Mr. MacKinnon", from Martin S Scott
RSPB Conservation Officer Western Isles - June 9th  2004 (14)

In this letter, their concern is centred on the lives of the golden eagles.

G)  WHITE-TAILED SEA EAGLES

No consideration has been given to the fact that Lewis offers a safe haven to white-tailed eagles. Keeping it that way is necessary to the recuperation of this rare species, which only numbers 25 breeding pairs in the UK, nearly all of them in the Hebrides. Young eagles are non-territorial, roaming over the island, and being chased away by adult eagles of both species when they enter their ranges. Interaction of this type is likely to occur at the Pentland windfarm over its 25-year life, putting this rare eagle species also at risk.  

In Germany, the bodies of 13 sea eagles killed by wind turbines have been reported to the authorities. More may have disappeared, binned by windfarm employees or dragged away by foxes.

Young eagles of both species are very much at risk for 2 reasons: 1) Short on flight experience;  2) Dependent on carrion until their hunting skills are developed. And carrion is often present under wind turbines, in the form of birds killed by the blades. So, in effect, young eagles are attracted by wind turbines - and so are the adults, by the hares and rabbits that proliferate in the short grass around these installations. 

H)  A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT

If approved, this windfarm will set a precedent for allowing a further 300 turbines on the Lewis Peatlands SPA. Indeed, an application by AMEC Project Investments Ltd will soon be submitted for approval.  

The 6-turbine project will produce very little electricity: 12 MW installed capacity = 4 MW used throughout the year, given the 30% load factor applicable to windpower in Scotland. This compares with 850 MW of annual used capacity for a 1,000 MW conventional plan. 

In comparison: 4 MW/ 850MW = 0,0047  - which is about 0,5%.

So, in effect, the Pentland Road project is not justified by itself. Producing 0,5% of the capacity of a conventional plant hardly justifies the rape of an internationally important peat and bird reserve. Besides, this conventional plant will have to remain connected, and spinning in stand-by for when the wind falters - emitting greenhouse gases for nothing.

So the real purpose of such a small and uneconomic project is to set a precedent for obtaining the approval of many more turbines on this wildlife reserve. And if 6 turbines will have a serious impact on the birds, 300 will have a severe one. And 250 more are planned for Pairc and Eishken, only a few miles south.

This brings about the notion of cumulative effect. Proceeding piecemeal, judging each application "on its own merits", flies in the face of sound conservation principles. The cumulative effect of 559 wind turbines on the island of Lewis, half of them on the Special Protection Area, the others on the habitat of a dozen pair of eagles of both species, must be considered. 

The RSPB stresses the substantial cumulative effect on biodiversity:

"Combined with the Pentland Road project the cumulative impact on the biodiversity of the area is likely to be substantial. In addition, a number of other projects are currently being scoped on the islands" (14).

I) THE LANDSCAPE , QUALITY OF LIFE, TOURISM

Hundreds of industrial structures topping 400 feet in height are likely to have a negative impact on the quality of life of the islanders. Living in an industrial zone has never been associated with bliss. And there will be an impact on people's income, for many depend on tourism. 

Visitors coming to these remote islands are "landscape tourists", in search of beauty, wildlife and authenticity. The six 400-feet-tall turbines of this project are to be set on high ground near Beinn Mholach, in the Barvas Hills. This will make them highly visible from most directions. In fact, it is the first thing tourists will see when arriving on the island, by air or by sea. 

I quote from the CNES Landscape Assessment Policy:

"Studies undertaken by Tourism Management Services as a basis for its 

Tourism Management Plan showed the landscape qualities of the Western 

Isles to be a key reason for attracting visitors."

This is clear enough. And affirmations that wind turbines do not deter tourists, voiced by windfarm promoters, are based on manipulated polls (15).

The CNES document continues: "Policy ENf 1 indicates the Comhairle’s commitment to foster understanding, managing and enhancing of the landscape assets."

Will six wind turbines 100-meters-tall - or later 559 of them, spread from the Butt to Eishken -  "enhance" those landscape assets? Most tourists land at Stornoway: their arrival will be greeted by overwhelming industrial structures. 

The Pentland Road project violates the spirit and the letter of CNES Policy.

J) JOBS

There is no guarantee that the Arnish facilities will continue providing jobs after the construction period. The maintenance of the 6 turbines of Pentland will mean next to nothing in terms of employment. And if there are 559 in total including other projects, this may represent 40-60 permanent jobs.

More jobs would be created by a small increase in the flow of tourists visiting the islands. Such a development is inevitable, given the saturation of other destinations - and/or their desecration by windfarms. 

In addition to tourists, second-home buyers and retired couples represent a significant growth potential for the Western Isles. Few of these wealthy individuals would want to invest in a property set in an island characterized by its wind turbines.   

For those reasons, maintaining the landscape integrity of Lewis is a guarantee for its long-term growth. 

CONCLUSION

Global warming is often used by windfarm promoters as an excuse for degrading the Scottish landscape with inefficient, highly-subsidized machines. However:

· there is no guarantee that subsidies will last.

· increasingly, engineers are questioning the usefulness of windfarms. Many argue that, in the end, there are no CO2 savings; for intermittency creates the need for backup, thus causing more emissions(16).

- a considerable portion of the world scientific community sees no scientific merit in the theory that global warming may be anthropogenic, or "man-made". Many are outraged by the catastrophic predictions of some of its tenants, in which they see nothing but “hype” to suit a political/financial agenda. 

Among the lies they denounce is that of a fast-rising sea-level. They submit evidence that this level is not rising any more rapidly than it has for the past 10,000 years (14 b). And this naturally-caused, hardly-noticeable rate of elevation may reverse itself anytime, as temperatures start their descent towards the next ice-age - a recurring phenomenon which is linked to solar radiation and other natural factors. 

In a nutshell: global warming is a natural, very slow process which started at the end of the last ice age. It will reverse itself one day, and man’s influence over it is insignificant. Besides, the need to backup the erratic electricity production of wind turbines negates any CO2 savings they may realise (16) - they are useless.
. 

For all of the above reasons, I submit that the application for the Beinn Mholach windfarm (aka Pentland Road), ref Nº P/PP/75/96/W/6, should be rejected.  Failing that, a public inquiry should be called. 

Kindly acknowledge receipt.

Mark Duchamp 

c/o Iberica 2000

Escuela Politecnica Superior de Gandía

E - 46730 Playa de Gandia

markduchamp@hotmail.com

Tel: 34 - 679 12 99 97

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