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‘YOU AND YOURS’
Reference is made to yesterday’s ‘You and Yours’ Radio 

12.12.05 Phone in, and the invitation for public response to this important consultation.

CEFN CROES
Our group, representing the Cefn Croes Campaign 

ACTION GROUP
was set up to oppose massive on-shore wind power stations on Welsh hills and specifically the Cefn Croes development in the Cambrian Mountains, constructed 2004 (see www.cefncroes.org.uk)


Over the last 6 years, we have responded to numerous consultations on energy, planning, and environmental policies emanating from Westminster (DTI, DEFRA, ODPM, House of Lords Science and Technology Committee, Regulatory Reform Order – Forestry) and the National Assembly for Wales.  Copies of these can be forwarded upon request.


Until recently, we have always felt that our careful and detailed responses have been ignored, and fallen on deaf ears.


Now however, we perceive a change in Government rhetoric on energy policy and climate change.

ENERGY
We welcome the new emphasis on lifestyle changes 

EFFICIENCY &
which will consume less, and on measures to increase

CONSERVATION,
energy conservation and efficiency.  Quite simple 

REDUCED 
measures could significantly reduce the UK’s energy 

CONSUMPTION
requirements e.g. all houses to be supplied with low-energy light bulbs, more energy efficient appliances, better building standards for insulation.  All new buildings to be self-sufficient for energy needs.  (ref. Bed-Zed development in South London.

ELECTRICITY
Noting that gas and electricity unit costs decrease for

UNIT COSTS
higher-use consumers, how about reversing this so that the units essential for normal use and comfort are lower in price than units above an average level? – an incentive therefore not to go into this higher tariff, and therefore avoid waste (and incidentally reducing fuel poverty for low-income households).

AVIATION
As a group, we deplore ‘recreational aviation’ and the Government’s failure to curb cheap flights – indeed, there are plans for airport expansion. Given the atmospheric polluting potential of aviation fuel, we feel that this damaging transport method must be curtailed.


As an innovative solution, we suggest that all citizens be given a lifetime quota of air-miles certificates – the equivalent of say 70,000 miles.  Once used up, any further flights would be funded by certificates purchased from people who don’t want to fly – egalitarian therefore, and again of benefit to poorer people, who don’t jet off to New York for Christmas shopping.

ENERGY
We have noticed that schemes which purport to give 

CONSERVATION
grants to homeowners to improve insulation in their 

GRANTS
homes are difficult to access, and subject to many restrictions.  Likewise, manufacturers of solar panels, solar tiles, photovoltaic cells do not benefit from ROCs.  Encouragement of these industries could do wonders for employment on small industrial sites throughout the UK – likewise, some incentives for people to build south facing conservatories.  Light bulbs – low-energy should be free (and made in Britain!), as should British sheep’s wool insulation for rooves.


We note that energy consumption increases in line with GDP i.e. per capita wealth.  This correlation needs to be decoupled, and Government needs to set an example in its own departments (ref. ever increasing light, heat, power used in the Houses of Parliament, chauffeur-driven limousines, large retinues to international conferences) – cut back and lead by example.

SPECIFIC
As an unfunded group, we are not able to 

INQUIRY
commission the necessary research reports to investigate 

ISSUES
issues: A – extent of the ‘generation gap’ or B – financial aspects of different large-scale technologies.  Nor do we have the necessary scientific expertise.

INADEQUACY OF
We can however comment on the inability of wind 

WIND
turbines on land to deliver security of electricity supply, or any meaningful contribution to climate change measures because:-

· WIND IS INTERMITTENT

· LOAD FACTORS ARE MUCH LESS THAN STATED INSTALLED CAPACITY (although actual figures of net units of electricity exported to the Grid are very hard to come by, despite repeated inquiries to NAW, DTI, and developers).

NEED FOR
It is of great concern to us – and many other conservation 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
and environmental groups – that no-one has yet done a 

AUDIT FOR WIND
fully comprehensive, independent environmental audit of

POWER
all aspects of wind power station developments – 

STATIONS 
especially on wet upland sites.  The loss of these precious environments – our hills and forests – is simply unsustainable.  The water courses are altered, peat is disturbed and dessicated, habitat is lost and the land effectively sterilized and laid waste to massive industrialization by networks of new roads, concrete foundations, and miles of new pylons and overhead cables in previously wild areas.


Developers, who have vested interests, claim that environmental ‘pay-back’ time for manufacture and construction of wind turbines is 3 – 6 months.


We do not believe this.  Not taken into account are:-

DEFORESTATION
1)  
Clear-felling of all trees (in Wales, the Forestry    Commission
public estate is being used for wind power stations).

2) Failure to replant trees – trees act as a valuable carbon sink, capturing CO2 and other greenhouse gases.  The recent climate change summit in Montreal referred to deforestation as a major contributing factor in global warming.
SOIL LOSS AND
3)
Soil and ground disturbance – huge quarries

QUARRIES
(‘borrow’ pits) are opened up on wind “farm” sites to gain aggregate for the miles of new roads.  Huge pits are excavated for the 400 foot turbine tower foundations (twice the height of Nelson’s Column).  Habitats are ripped up.  This disruption releases CO2 into the atmosphere- the amounts should be quantified.

PEAT 
4)
Peat death – peat mires and raised bogs are a 

DISRUPTION
feature of the upland sites currently being ‘turbinised’ for forests of wind machines in Wales and Scotland.  Once drained and dessicating, methane, CO2 and other stored greenhouse gases are released.  But who has measured this loss?  (I refer you to reports of the Irish Derrybrien peat slide).

CEMENT IN
5)
Cement used in concrete manufacture – up to 

CONCRETE
1,000 tonnes used for modern commercial turbine foundations.  Cement is one of the world’s greatest single sources of CO2 production.

DIESEL
6)
Diesel used in transport of the massive turbine 

EMISSIONS
components during importation via sea and land from the Continent into the UK.  During construction on Cefn Croes, 12,000 gallons of fuel were used daily.

TOWER  &
7)Go back to source: how much CO2 and other 

BLADE
greenhouse gas emissions for quarrying the mineral

MANUFACTURE
ores,? and transporting them for the steel tower manufacture?, and what about the highly toxic epoxy-resins and other chemicals used in rotor blade manufacture?


We implore the UK Parliament Environmental Audit Committee to declare a moratorium on all further proposed upland wind developments, and to urgently commission its own environmental audit, taking all these factors into account.

MICRO-
We believe that there is great potential for micro-

GENERATION
generation, free from the National Grid transmission – and that, given the right encouragement from Government, and favourable regulatory and subsidy systems, it could make a great contribution to our energy needs, and local economies, and a sense of community empowerment.

NUCLEAR
Many of our members feel a real sense of unease about nuclear new-build, but as we are already importing nuclear generated electricity from France, we feel it better to replace our ageing nuclear power stations with new-build on the same sites – where skilled local work-forces are already in place, and the National Grid infrastructure exists.  We would hope that any new nuclear power stations could become redundant as the newer renewable technologies become available, e.g. wave, tidal.  We wonder why support and R&D for these has been so slow.

CLEAN COAL
There is further scope here for better using our coal 

TECHNOLOGY
reserves and the new technologies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions need to be implemented speedily – if necessary, with the aid of Government subsidy.

WOOD FUEL
Finally – what about WOOD AS FUEL?   Advantages: carbon neutral, plentiful, replantings increase biodiversity, carbon absorption, rural employment, diversification.  GET THE FORESTRY COMMISSION BACK TO DOING WHAT IT SHOULD!!!
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