IN THE ENVIRONMENT COURT WELLINGTON
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Appeal No. 

ENV-2007-WLG-000098 under sections 120 and 121 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (“the Act”)
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AND
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AND
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AND
Various other Parties
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_________________________________________________________________

Brief of evidence by Murray Martin – Section 274 party presenting a joint case with the Tararua-Aokautere Guardians Inc.

_________________________________________________________________

Murray Martin

996 Fitzherbert East Road

RD1

Palmerston North

1. My name is Murray John Martin and I live at 996 Fitzherbert East Road, RD1, Palmerston North.

2. I live approximately 3.5 kilometers from the Tararua 1 & 2 windfarms and approximately 3 kilometres from the Tararua 3 Vestas V90 wind turbines (which I understand to be pitch-regulated variable- speed turbines) that have recently been constructed by Trustpower on the hills to the East of my home.

3. In this brief of evidence I would like to share with you’re my experience of being a neighbor to a large wind farm and the problems we have encountered in relation to significant adverse noise impacts.  To achieve this, I will outline some of our experiences over the last few years.

4. When I moved to where I live now, stage 1 of trust powers wind farm had been built and stage 2 was about to be built (YEAR??) to which I could see no problems being posed to me as we were informed that the wind turbines do not make a noise that would affect any of the neighbours.  How wrong that was but we decided that a positive frame of mind would overcome any problems and allow us to live in peace with the wind farm.

5. Then stage 3 was proposed with larger and closer turbines which rang alarm bells for us and all the neighbours except the ones who were to financially benefit from them.

6. At this stage I should mention the word NIMBY which I am sure you all realise means NOT IN MY BACK YARD.  Well I am a nimby, a fully paid up card carrying member. This was a term that was bandied about during the hearings, but the people who called us nimbys were using it in a derogatory way when in fact being a nimby is a good thing, as it turns out, so don’t let any one tell you different. It was funny how many prospective nimbys wanted to speak with us regarding the effects of living along side a wind farm when an article appeared in the local paper about the possibility of putting some wind turbines on the old dump site in town at the bottom of Maxwells line. I think we need nimbys to look after every bodies back yards of the future, my back yard today could be your backyard tomorrow.

7. We joined the Tararua-Aokautere Guardians to find out what we could about wind farms and their effects, good and bad. At this stage we had had no contact with Trust Power at all but soon after joining we did, the Guardians was a good source of information, some of this information which Trust Power had not informed us of alarmed us, hence the reason we went to the consent hearings, To me, the consent hearing was an extremely daunting process to be part of.

8. I was amazed at how it appeared that the human factor did not appear to come into the calculations of the Commissioners when making the decision of wind farm consent. Individuals without the financial backing to be able to seek advice or have representation from  the legal world appeared to carry very little weight  with the hearing, yet when it came to commercial enterprises, ie in this particular case,  the airport company, who had legal backing, it appeared they carried all the weight in the world, when we the people who live closest to the existing wind farm who knew what it was like to live with the noise and vibrations of a wind farm appeared to be totally ignored, we weren’t even asked if we could hear the turbines.

9. We lived in hope that the new, bigger, and closer turbines will some how miraculously be quieter than the older smaller and further away turbines, if we didn’t have this hope we would probably have been nervous wrecks thinking that our life long dreams and aspirations of living in the peace and quiet of our paradise would be shattered. 

10. Talking about being true, we were, during the process given a montage drawn up by Boffa Miskell  (experts in their field we were told ) which showed what the new turbines would look like on the landscape once erected, it is apparent that they are not be quite accurate. 

11. Also during the consent process we were given a map on what and where the noise affects would be, drawn up by Marshall Day Acoustics, (also experts in their field ) absolutely useless to the affected lay people of this area and possibly the hearing commissioners as we were not experts in reading them and did not have the money to employ such experts, these experts did not even ask the people who lived next to stage 1 and 2 if there was any noise, if they did they would have found out that there are people in certain weather conditions that when they put their head on the pillow at night they can hear the turbines and feel the vibrations, maybe that is exactly why they didn’t ask, they then would have had to put that in their submissions, so better  not to ask, instead, be scared of the truth.  

12. Despite our inability to interpret the expert evidence accurately, we were assured by Trust Power that the “new technology” turbines would be quieter. Trustpower also said that its noise prediction report showed that my home would not be adversely impacted by any noise.  I was also verbally assured by Dion Campbell of Trust power  that there would be no noise issues at my home and as I was 3 kilometres from the turbines I believed Trustpower. As a backstop, it was suggested by Dion Campbell that if there was a problem once the wind farm was complete, double glazing was an option.  

13. However, I was aware that noise problems have occurred at Te Apiti and Ashhurst, and I was concerned about what would happen during Southeasterly wind conditions when winds would blow over the T3 development and towards my home.

14. We lived in hope that adverse noise impacts would not arise and that we could all live in peace and harmony with the wind farm.

15. I now find that in a Southeasterly wind, when it is calm or relatively calm at my home, I am woken by noise from the turbines which is similar to a jet plane that never lands.  This noise is very annoying and it prevents me from sleeping – even when the windows are closed.  There have even been occasions when we have had to move to another room in the house to try and get some sleep. We all know what it is like to try and function properly without sleep!  To me this is simply unacceptable. 

16. The monotonous noise cannot be shut out from my home and it is not at all what I was led to believe would be heard in my home.

17. I also often hear the noise from the wind turbines during the day.  The noise is monotonous and industrial in nature and distracts from the peaceful ambience of the rural environment.  It is natural to hear the wind in the trees, bird song, the odd tractor or motorbike, sheep etc., but the constant drone of the turbines is simply foreign and cannot be shut out.  Since the commissioning of T3, I still hear the birdsong, wind in the trees, motorbikes etc. but I now also hear the constant drone of wind turbines under Southeasterly weather conditions.  I believe that it is unacceptable that a wind farm should be allowed to disturb my peaceful environment, one of the major reasons we chose to live here.

18. I have heard experts say that you will not hear the noise from the turbines when the wind is blowing as the rustle of the trees will mask the sound.  This is simply not true.  Even when there is a moderate Southeasterly wind at my home, I can still hear the turbines and they disturb my sleep.  I have large mature pine trees on two sides of my home within about 30m of my home.

19. Either the noise predictions made by wind power developers are not accurate or the level of noise that wind power developers believe is acceptable for residents is certainly not acceptable to me – nor to my wife who is woken by them more often than I am.  

20. It is not the volume of the noise that is the important thing to me.  It could be 50 dBA or 30 dBA – to me that is not important.  It is the nature of the noise.  It is constant, monotonous and I can’t turn it off!  I moved to the country to live in peace and quiet, not to listen to wind turbines.

21. I have been keeping a log book of the times where I have been disturbed by noise from the T3 turbines.  In the 4 month period from June (commissioning) to the start of October, we had 26 days (22%) of adverse noise effects from the turbines – 16 days (13%) of which resulted in sleep deprivation.  To me, this was a significant adverse effect!

22. During this time we contacted Trustpower and informed them of the problems that we were experiencing.  To their credit, they came to our home and installed noise monitoring equipment to monitor the noise levels – equipment I now understand is unable to measure the noise from the windfarms as it can only measure “total decibels” and thus cannot distinguish between noise from the turbines, and noise from wind in the trees.  A bit pointless, but at least Trustpower were trying.

23. Trustpower were genuinely concerned about the impacts that the noise was having on myself and my family and this resulting in them installing hush glass (3 layered laminate), rather than double glazing which I understand is completely useless at keeping out noise,  in the two sides of my home closest to the windfarm (including bedrooms).  

24. On the 7th of December 2007, I got up at approximately 4:45am to let the dog out and was hit by noise when I opened the door.  “Yay – the glass must work” was the comment entered into my logbook.  The same was true for the 9th December.  I was informed by my neighbors that the wind turbines were the loudest that they had heard them for a while and had problems sleeping, but we did not hear them.  

25. You cannot imagine our delight to be able to go to bed without worrying about being woken, and being kept awake, by the turbines.

26. However, all good things must come to an end.  Despite on most occasions the hush glass being able to keep the noise out, we have since had a few nights when the noise from the turbines has woken us up and kept us awake.  There was even one night in January this year when we had a severe storm with gale force winds howling at our house.  We could not sleep due to the roaring of the turbines.  You can only imagine how intrusive the noise must be!  

27. When I heard of the Motorimu development through our regular Guardians correspondence, I was deeply concerned about the potential noise impacts on the neighboring residents.  I live more than 3km from the T3 turbines, and I understand that the Motorimu turbines will be up to 900m away from people’s homes.  I understand that the Motorimu noise experts have stated that there will be no adverse noise effects from the development.  Based on my experiences, I simply do not believe this statement. 

28. I do not know how the noise experts model potential noise impacts on local residents.  However, I do know that we were assured by Trustpower that we would not have adverse noise effects as this is what their modeling predicted and that they would be able to comply with the New Zealand Standard NZS6808.  Either Trustpower got their modeling horribly wrong, or NZS6808 is simply not adequate to prevent significant adverse noise effects such as sleep deprivation and loss of amenity.  Even mitigation strategies such as hush glass is not an adequate mitigation measure as shown by our experiences.

29. I hope that the Court will consider my experiences to assist with making an informed decision and thereby demonstrate to the general public, whose welfare should be looked after, that the resource consent process has some credibility to the masses.  In my opinion, the Appealed 38 turbines in the Motorimu wind farm should not be consented as they are too close to residential homes, and stringent conditions should be imposed on the remaining 75 to protect local residents from the potential significant adverse noise effects.  
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