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6. Consultation

This chapter of the Environmental Assessment outlines the nature and extent of consultation
undertaken for this project and the issues that have been identified from the consultation. The issues
raised during the consultation process have been seriously considered, and to the extent practicable
the identified issues have been addressed by this Environmental Assessment as described in the
following sections.

FCWF understands the benefits and the need to implement an effective program of community
consultation as part of the development process, and has:

e Identified stakeholder groups

e Provided stakeholders with information that explains the nature of the development, its potential
impacts and contact details for FCWF

e  Sought the input of the local community, particularly their expectations and perceptions of the
proposed development

e Considered issues raised during consultation and where practicable incorporated measures within
the management of the project to address community issues as they arise

Flyers Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd’'s community consultation program integrates practical communication
activities at various stages of the development to ensure an exchange of information with the
community. The timing, nature and extent of the consultation is reviewed progressively. Advice has
also been sought from Blayney Shire Council as to the status of any community issues and the
appropriateness of the various consultation options and their timing.

Planning for the development of the Flyers Creek Wind Farm has included specific consultation with
the stakeholders listed in Table 6.1.

Table 6.1 — Stakeholders consulted as part of the planning process

Local Community e Landowners of the properties on which wind farm will be developed

¢ Neighbouring landowners within 3 kilometres of the wind farm

e Blayney Shire community through project information days

e Orange Local Aboriginal Land Council and other Indigenous stakeholders

e Local electronic media, Central Western Daily, Blayney Chronicle, TV
coverage

e Orange Chamber of Commerce

Local Government e Blayney Shire Council
e Orange City Council

e Cabonne Council
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NSW Government Agencies | e« Department of Planning (Approval Authority)

e Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water (DECCW)

e Country Energy

¢ Roads and Traffic Authority (RTA)

e Land and Property Management Authority

e Rural Fire Service (RFS)

e Department of Industry and Investment (Forestry, Mining and Agriculture)
e Industry Capability Network

e TransGrid

e Lachlan Catchment Management Authority

Federal Government ¢ Office of Renewable Energy Regulator (ORER)

Agencies e Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and
Communities (previously DEWHA)

o Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA)

e Airservices Australia (AsA)

o Department of Defence

Other Stakeholder e Crown Castle/Optus
Organisations
o Telstra

e Aerial Agricultural Association of Australia (AAAA)
o APA Gas pipeline operator

¢ Newcrest Mining Ltd

e Goldminco Corporation

Engagement of stakeholders and provision of information about the project has involved the following
communications:

Telephone discussions and emails beginning in the early planning stages

Two front page articles in the Central West Daily in the early stages of the project*

One-on-one meetings with the closer neighbours to the project as planning progressed

Project Overview mail-out to local residences and other stakeholders

Information days at Tallwood Hall on 19 & 20 November 2010 and collection of written responses
from individuals attending the event

Provision of project information at the information days

e Media interviews by the proponent

The consultation methods have varied with the stage of planning, the stakeholders involved (Table
6.1) and the nature of their concerns. Section 6.3 outlines the various stages of consultation
undertaken for the project including the methodologies.

Overall, Flyers Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd has aimed to make information available to stakeholders, as
it becomes sufficiently developed to enable meaningful discussion and has sought input from
stakeholders to guide the planning of the wind farm. The consultation process will be continued
throughout the development and operation of the wind farm.

! The two articles appear as Appendix 6-1 of this Chapter
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Community consultation for the Flyers Creek Wind Farm project has involved communication with the
range of identified stakeholders indicated in Table 6.1. Specific components of the consultation
undertaken are shown in Table 6.2. The timing of the consultation has related to the progress of
planning for the project and the project details available. Preliminary planning has involved securing
access to suitable land areas and the development of a conceptual plan for the project.

Table 6.2 — Flyers Creek Wind Farm: Key stages of consultation

2008 Wind farm landowners Negotiations for lease agreements

2008 Community Three 80m meteorological masts installed at the
project area potentially visible to nearby neighbours

2008 & 2009 Community Front page newspaper articles in the CWD about

planning for a wind farm in the project locality

24 October 2008

NSW Department of Planning

Project classified as subject to Part 3A

19 November 2008

Blayney Council and relevant
State Government Agencies

Planning Focus Meeting — Presentation on project
and potential impacts, site inspection and review of
potential assessment requirements

15 December 2008

Department of Planning and
NSW government referral
agencies

Project Application to NSW Department of Planning

December 2008
and January 2009

NSW government referral
agencies

Responses to Project Application from the
Commonwealth (DEHWA) and NSW Departments of
DECC, DPI-Forestry and DWE.

19 January 2009

NSW Department of Planning

Director-General’s requirements issued for the
Environmental Assessment

2008 to 2010

Country Energy

Initial Connection Application, studies and discussions
with regards to grid connection

2008 to 2010

Cadia Valley
Operations/Newcrest Mining

Discussions in respect to grid connection and
exploration licenses over the project site

2009 to 2010

Goldminco

Discussions with regards to their exploration license
for part of the project site

2008 to 2010

Blayney Shire Council

Meetings and correspondence to provide project
updates and discuss traffic and transport issues

2008 to 2010

Orange City Council

Overview of the project, and in particular any effect to
operations at Orange aerodrome

September to
October 2010

Orange Local Aboriginal Land
Council & Traditional Owners

Involvement in archaeological and cultural heritage
survey

November 2010

Neighbours to wind farm site
within about 3 kilometres

Notifications to explain the proposed development
and its potential impacts. Invitation to Information
days to identify any concerns that neighbours may
have

2008-2010 Optus/Crown Castle Liaison regarding turbine placement relative to Crown
Castle/Optus communications facility on Hope Hill
Telstra
January 2011 Civil Aviation Safety Authority Advice to CASA of the proposed location of the wind

(CASA)

farm and details of height of structures.

October 2010

Airservices Australia (AsA)

Advised AsA of the location of the wind farm and
detail of structures. Sought comment on the proposal.
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Approx. timing

Stakeholder group

Nature of consultation

2009-2010 Aerial Agricultural Association | Correspondence with AAAA regarding proposed wind
of Australia farm and identification of AAAA issues for wind farms
and transmission lines.
2009-2010 DECCW (NPWS) Response to Project Application in Jan 2009, Flora
and Fauna and archaeological records reviewed
2009-2010 Department of Primary Discussions regarding locations of Exploration
Industries Licenses. GIS mapping data obtained.
2010 Orange Chamber of Provided an overview of the Project and sought
Commerce comments
2009 & 2010 Industry Capabilities Network Discussions and plans to maximise involvement of

local contractors and businesses in the project

19 & 20 November
2010

Local community

Two information days at Tallwood Community Hall
and including distribution of project brochure

February 2011

NSW Department of Planning
and Proponent

Submission of Environmental Assessment and
updated Project Application to NSW Department of
Planning

February 2011

Roads and Traffic Authority

Roads and Traffic Authority Advised requirements for
the project development

Future 2011 and beyond

Exhibition of Project
Application and
Environmental
Assessment

Department of Planning,
Council, Community and other
interested stakeholders

Notification and Advertising of Public Exhibition
Exhibition of Environmental Assessment

Environmental Assessment reviewed by stakeholders

Interested stakeholders

Submissions to Department of Planning during
exhibition period

Community

Updates on progress of planning and any variations to
proposal

Agency review

Government Agencies

EA reviewed by Government Agencies and their
responses provided to Department of Planning

Determination

Department of Planning

Review of all submissions and issues by Department
of Planning and determination by Minister for
Planning

Construction Local community Notification of commencement of construction works
Late 2012 (should the project be approved)
Periodic update newsletters circulated in local paper
and radio announcements as required
Operation Local community Notification of commencement of operations together

Late 2013/2014

with contact details for operator.

Periodic update newsletters circulated in local paper
and radio announcements as required
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6.3.1 Earlier Stages of Consultation

During 2008, consultation was primarily directed towards the project scoping and identifying the main
planning constraints. This stage included negotiations with landowners to gain access to suitable
properties. Access agreements were progressively negotiated with participating landowners and a
sufficient number of agreements were concluded to provide confidence that the necessary lands
would be available for a viable project. Landowners were asked to advise the proponent of any
neighbours who had an interest in learning more about the project, whether wanting to participate in
the project or whether they had concerns or questions about the proposed wind farms and this has
continued to occur. Neighbours interested in potentially participating in the project were contacted by
the proponent as were neighbours who had concerns about the potential amenity impacts of the
project.

Discussions with key State and Local Government agencies including the Blayney Shire and Orange
City Councils also occurred in 2008. The aforementioned front page article in the Central West Daily,
introducing the project to the community, was published in September, 2008.

A Planning Focus Meeting on 19 November 2008 brought together relevant State government
agencies to assist formulation of assessment criteria for the project and to inform the proponent of key
issues of interest for respective government agencies. Following the Planning Focus Meeting and
subsequent submission of a Project Application and Preliminary Environmental Assessment, the
Director-General’'s requirements for the Environmental Assessment were issued on 19 January 2009.

Approaches to neighbours and the broader community commenced from early 2009, once FCWF was
able to present a reasonably clear picture of the scope of the development to these stakeholders and
as the environmental studies were initiated. Neighbouring residences were progressively visited by the
Project Manager to ensure that the respective occupants were aware of the proposed development, its
potential impacts and to provide an opportunity for neighbours to seek further details if they required
them. This consultation was based on the initial design of the project as well as outlining the approval
process and its timing. In all, over 30 neighbouring residences were personally contacted and offered
the opportunity to meet with the Development Project Manager. A number of close neighbours to the
project indicated strong support for the project during a phone call, and said that a one-to-one meeting
was not needed.

Once sufficient wind data was accumulated in early 2010, a wind resource assessment was
commissioned with long term correlation of the three on-site wind masts to the Orange Aerodrome
Bureau of Meteorology station. After this analysis was completed, an assessment was made with
regards to the potential to add neighbouring properties, including those neighbours who had indicated
an interest to the proponent in participating in the wind project. On the basis of this analysis, four
landowners were added to the project. A preliminary wind turbine layout was then completed in Q3 of
2010 which then enabled further technical studies, such as a noise prediction and noise assessment
to take place.

6.3.2 Community Information Days

To engage the broader local community and to extend the consultation with more neighbours, Flyers
Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd held two information days at the Tallwood Community Hall, which is close to
the project area, on 19 & 20 November 2010. Neighbours within three kilometres of a proposed wind
turbine were invited by direct mail. A brochure was prepared and provided in the mail-out as an
overview of the project, potential impacts and the status of the planning and approvals process. A
copy is provided at the end of this Chapter (Appendix 6-3). In addition, emails and letters were sent to
various stakeholders advising of them of the Community Information days. Multiple advertisements
were placed in both the Central West Daily and Blayney Chronicle during the two weeks prior notifying
the broader community of the Information Days and providing contact details of the proponent. The
Central West Daily, Blayney Chronicle and Local ABC Radio were telephoned, provided information
about the Information Days, and encouraged to run stories before, and after the event.

Flyers Creek Wind Farm — Environmental Assessment
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The objective of the Community Information Days is to provide detailed information on the proposed
project, answer questions about the project design, and to obtain feedback and understand further
issues of relevance to neighbours not obtained during the one-to-one meetings conducted earlier.
Large AO poster displays were placed on the walls and tables within the hall providing very detailed
information regarding the wind farm proposal. Posters were on display providing the following
information:

Overview of Infigen Energy (parent company of Flyers Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd)
Renewable Energy, in general

Global Warming

Flyers Creek Project Overview

Locality map of the project

Wind Turbine and Track layout

Wind Turbine and Electrical layout

Zone of Visual Influence Map including points where Photomontage photos were taken
Five Photomontages from various directions and distances

Noise Contour Map of the Project

In addition, a number of hand-outs were provided for attendees to take with them for further reference
including:

Brochures of the “indicative” GE 2.5MW wind turbine

Victoria Government’s Wind Energy Myths and Facts®

National Health Research Medical Council Wind Turbines and Health Summary

NSW Valuer General Report, Preliminary Assessment of the Impact of Wind Farms on
Surrounding Land Values in Australia

The majority of attendees at the Community Information Days were supportive of the proposed
development including neighbours living 1-2 kilometres from a proposed wind turbine. Some business
owners attended and were very cognizant of the beneficial economic impact of the project and
expressed strong support for the proposal. The Blayney Shire Mayor, Bruce Kingham, attended the
Community Information Day and expressed support for the wind farm project®

Some other attendees expressed degrees of concern with wind energy, in general and/or the Flyers
Creek project in particular. A few neighbours expressed the belief that wind energy was the “global
green conspiracy of the 21% Century” and that it was neither effective in generating electricity nor safe
for the environment.

Other neighbours provided constructive comments about particular aspects of the proposed wind farm
that they believed resulted in an undesirable amenity impact on their residence, typically focussing on
the potential visual amenity impact. Wind turbines 1 and 2 of the layout displayed at the Community
Information Day and shown in Figure 6.1 attracted the most concern with several neighbours
expressing that one, or both, of these turbines were their primary concern with the proposed wind
farm. One neighbour also expressed concern with regards to the location of turbine 31 indicating that
they would appreciate consideration being given to moving the turbine northward to the other side of
the hill to reduce its visual impact.

2 The Department of Climate Change, Environment & Water Wind Energy Facts document was not available for the Information
Days
3 Two recent articles from the Blayney Shire Chronicle reporting on the Flyers Creek project appear in Appendix 6-2
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Survey forms were available and attendees were encouraged to fill them out before they left. A
summary of the survey responses is provided in Appendix 6-4. Table 6.4 sets out primary issues
raised during consultation and the proponent’s response to the issues.

Besides the potential visual amenity impact of the wind turbines, the other main issues of concern that
were raised during discussions at the Community Information Days were the potential effect on land
values and potential for noise impacts. A list of the specific issues raised during consultation is
provided in Table 6.4 and these have all been discussed in various chapters of this Environmental
Assessment.

As previously stated, the purpose of the Community Information Days was to provide detailed
information with regards to the current design of the project and to obtain feedback with respect to the
layout of the project.

Wind turbines 1 & 2, as shown in Figure 6.1, attracted several comments with regards to their
perceived visual impact on neighbours to the north and west. However, these turbines are located in
some of the highest wind resource areas of the project. In fact, both wind turbine 1 and 2 are amongst
the top six electrical generating turbines in the project.

However, after further consideration and analysis, Flyers Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd took the decision
following the Community Information Day to delete both of these turbines from the project for two
primary reasons:

e The visual amenity impact of the project could be substantially reduced for northern and north-
western neighbours to the project as these turbines were solitary turbines on hills. Deleting one
turbine within a cluster of turbines does not normally have a significant visual amenity
improvement; however, in this case deletion of the only turbine on a hill was considered to
represent a material improvement in visual amenity.

e The majority of neighbours live north of the project many having purchased “lifestyle” blocks in the
General Rural Zone (1a) in the past few years. Deletion of turbines 1 and 2 significantly “moves”
the project southward away from these neighbouring residences thereby reducing the visual
amenity and potential noise impact of the project. Table 6.3 documents the increase in distance
from the nearest wind turbine for several representative properties (Figure 6.1).

Table 6.3 — Increase in distance from the nearest wind turbine for several representative properties

94 1 1053 3 2247 2.1 Times Further Away
125 1 2320 3 3859 1.7 Times Further Away
140 1 1900 4 3273 1.7 Times Further Away
92 1 1024 4 2025 2.0 Times Further Away
27 1 800 3 1784 2.2 Times Further Away
85 2 950 10 2198 2.3 Times Further Away
158 2 1250 10 2256 1.8 Times Further Away

Additionally, in response to a specific request from the Community Information Day, turbine 31 has
been moved over 100 metres north from the original location to place it on the “other” side of the top of
the hill from neighbouring residences located south of the project. The result is that not all of turbine
31 will be visible on the other side of the hill particularly with the trees on the southward face of the hill.
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Further discussion of the visual amenity impact of the project, including photomontages is included in

Chapter 9.

A range of issues has been raised during the consultation process (one-to-one meetings with
neighbours, correspondence, liaison and the Information Days). The primary issues raised are
summarised in Table 6.4 together with a summary of the response to the issue. These issues have
also been addressed by the Environmental Assessment.

Table 6.4 — Issues arising from consultation undertaken to date and response to Issue

Landowners .

Lease arrangements, project design
and impacts on use of their land. visual,
noise, etc.

Negotiation and agreements entered
into.

Neighbours .

Visual impact — size of turbines a
concern, impact on existing views,
limited potential for screening

Turbines considered unattractive,
horrible

Setbacks from neighbouring residences
were a significant factor in designing of
the turbine layout.

Two contentious turbines removed and
one set back from top of ridge.

While some people will regard wind
turbines as unattractive, others view
them as graceful structures
representing our clean energy future.
Therefore, people’s opinions on this are
quite subjective. The worldwide
annualised 30% growth per year for
installed wind energy capacity indicates
that, on balance, the requirement for
growth in renewable energy generation
has outweighed some individual
adverse views of the turbines and wind
farms.

Neighbours .

Potential noise impacts and
disturbance

The turbine layout will comply with the
NSW Department of Planning noise
requirements which are the most
stringent in Australia.

Two turbines removed following
consultation will further reduce noise
levels for nearby neighbours of the
northern part of the project.

Construction activities that represent a
nuisance to neighbours will be avoided
during night time and Sunday.

Neighbours .

Potential for adverse impacts on land
values

This issue is a common cause of
concern for neighbours of virtually all
infrastructure developments.

Discussion of land value issue with
attendees during information days and
visits to neighbours.
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Neighbours

Potential for adverse impacts on land
values

Overseas studies and AusWEA
factsheets provided to neighbours
concerned about the issue.

The NSW Valuer General Report
documenting no impact to farms and
residences in nearby towns was
provided to neighbours and at the
Information Days.

Neighbours

Human health and safety impacts
(Infrasound)

Provision of information during
neighbour visits and at the Community
Information Day such as:

- SA EPA conclusion infrasound
levels causing disturbance have
never been documented.

- NHRMC Study documenting no
evidence of infrasound issues.

- Sonus study examining the
potential issues of infrasound
disturbance.

Neighbours

Traffic effects, including scheduling
heavy truck movements outside school
bus hours and conflict with local traffic

Consultation with Blayney Shire
Council.

Thorough assessment and
identification of controls. See Chapter
13

Traffic management plan proposed for
construction phase.

Neighbours

Impact on wildlife, especially avifauna

Assessment by ecologists and
mitigation measures incorporated in
project. See Chapter 10.

Neighbours

Inadequate consultation/awareness of
the project. Some attendees at
information days indicated they had not
previously been aware of the proposal.

Front page articles in the major daily
newspaper for the district in 2008 and
20009.

Proactive meetings with any
neighbours expressing concerns about
the project to landowners in the project.

Face to face meetings with over 30
nearby neighbours of the project.

Notification of Community Information
Days .

Media articles.
Advertising for Information Days.

Public exhibition of Environmental
Assessment in 2011.

Neighbours

Impacts on livestock

Normal pastoral activities can be
continued on wind farm lands.
Neighbour’s stock are more distant
from the project site and will not be
impacted by the development.
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Neighbours

Questions with regards to the reliability
and efficiency of Wind Farm energy
production

In 2008, three 80 metre meteorological
masts were installed which confirmed
the viability of a wind farm in the project
area.

Wind turbines are more efficient
converting wind energy to electricity
than coal fired generators are
converting energy in coal to electricity.

Wind energy is the leading electricity
generating technology being built in
Europe (and 2™ in the USA).

Local e Potential traffic and road safety issues Continuing discussions with Blayney
Government ) . L Council.
e  Suitable wind farm viewing area
. Negotiation with Council (and
e Consultation landowners).
Ongoing need.
NSW e  Environmental Assessment and Department of Planning was involved
Department of consultation in the planning focus meeting, have
Planning issued DGRs (Appendix A), update

meetings have occurred, and the
Department will review the
Environmental Assessment
documentation.

Department of
Environment,
Climate Change
and Water

Requirements for

Flora and fauna assessment
Archaeological assessment

Noise assessment

Specialist assessment of each issue
included in EA (Chapters 10, 11 and
12).

Reports to be reviewed by Department
of Planning and DECCW.

Country Energy

Project electrical design and
connection to the existing power
system. Grid connection.

Liaison with Country Energy.

TransGrid o Notified of proximity of turbines to Liaison in respect of clearance from
microwave link path TransGrid link path.
Design avoids interference with
TransGrid link path.
Land and . Impacts on Trig Stations and Survey Design for setbacks from Trig Stations
Property activities and avoidance of sight lines (Chapter
Management _ . 14)
Authority e LPMA advised details of Calvert &
Hopkins Trig Stations and specific Protective barrier around Trig Stations
sight lines for the Trig Stations during construction.
e  Details of Crown Land (mostly road Proponent to establish access
reserves) obtained for proponent in agreements with LPMA.
relation to track and cable crossings
NSW Agriculture | e  Impacts on agricultural activities Minimal impact. Construction in

consultation with landowners for wind
farm site.
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Rural Fire
Service (RFS)

Development needs to meet objectives
of Planning for Bushfire Protection
2006 (PBP)

Bushfire risk management plan should
be developed prior to construction

FCWF will meet the aims and
objectives of PBP.

A bushfire risk management plan for
construction and operation will be
developed in consultation with the RFS
(Chapter 16).

Department of
Investment and
Infrastructure

Support for ‘appropriate’ renewable
energy projects

Meetings have been held.

Department of
Investment and

Details of Exploration Licenses
obtained.

Wind resource has been proven; no
identifiable mineral resources have

Infrastructure . . . been discovered or proven in decades
High Mineral prospectively of exploration
Potential Impacts of wind farm Continued mineral exploration not
development and operation on current materially restricted by construction or
and future mineral exploration operation of the wind farm
See Section 4.4.5 for more details
Exploration Potential restrictions on exploration Allowable drilling distances to wind
License Holders activities farm infrastructure and other
(Goldminco ) o information provided to exploration
and/or Conflict between large scale mining license holders.
Newcrest) and an operating wind farm (should an

indentified and economic mineral
resource be discovered, proven and
mining operations are sought)

Operating wind turbines are not a
compatible land use with a large
mineral mine.

See Section 4.4.5 for more details.

Department of
Environment,
Water, Heritage
and the Arts

Impacts on National Environmental
Issues

Specialist reviews undertaken for flora
and fauna issues and indigenous
heritage aspects (Chapters 10 and 11).

Aboriginal Impacts on heritage values of the Assessment included on-site surveys
Stakeholders locality by Orange Local Aboriginal Land
Council and several Traditional Land
Owner representatives (Chapter 11).
Crown Requirement to ensure that turbines Design avoids interference with
Castle/Optus have adequate clearances from relevant Optus link paths.
and Telstra existing registered microwave link . .
Telstra link path is well clear of
paths .
turbines.
Ongoing liaison prior to final turbine
siting.
See Chapter 14 for more details.
APA Gas Continued access to pipeline FCWEF will not hinder APA'’s access to
Pipeline maintained the pipeline
Operator

Risk assessment undertaken

FCWEF will undertake a risk
assessment in consultation with the
APA (Chapter 16).
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Local business

Opportunities for increased business .
for local contractors and service
providers (hospitality, etc.)

FCWF working with the Industry
Capability Network to maximise
opportunities for local contractors

FCWEF has met with the Orange
Chamber of Commerce in this regard

Following the proponent’s submission of the Environmental Assessment and after a period of review
by Department of Planning and any amendments, the Environmental Assessment will be placed on
public exhibition for a period determined by Department of Planning. The public exhibition of the
Environmental Assessment will allow interested persons to review the details of the proposal and the
associated Environmental Assessment. Where stakeholders have concerns regarding the proposed
development they have the opportunity to lodge submissions to the Approval Authority. The
Department of Planning is required to review all submissions and take into account the matters raised
in determining the Project Application. It is possible that following the review process that the
Department of Planning will seek a preferred project report from the proponent that addresses specific
matters arising from the review and responds to any issues warranting modification of the proposal.

In the event that the proposal receives approval from the Minister, FCWF would then complete a
tender process for the supply of equipment and construction of the wind farm. Following the tendering
process and any associated refinements to the project design, FCWF will discuss with the Department
of Planning whether any further information or clarifications are required.

The contact details for Flyers Creek Wind Power Pty Ltd are as follows:

Contact Mr Jonathan Upson

Phone: 02 8031-9900

Facsimile 02 9247 6086

email: Jonathan.Upson@infigenenergy.com
Address Level 22, 56 Pitt Street, SYDNEY 2000
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Plate 6.1 — Discussion with stakeholders at Tallwood Plate 6.2 — Infigen project management answering
Community Hall Information Day. questions at Tallwood Community Hall Information
Day.

6.8 Appendices

Appendix 6-1 — Article in Central West Daily in the early stages of the project planning
Appendix 6-2 — Recent articles in Blayney Shire Chronicle

Appendix 6-3 — Flyers Creek Wind Farm - Information Brochure

Appendix 6-4 — Summary of survey responses from Information Days in November 2010
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Appendix 6-1 — Article in Central West Daily in the early stages of the project planning
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farm would be capable of powering  investment firm about having tur- 1 derstood to have briefed man-
57,000 homes, bines placed on their properties, ment of the nearby Cadia Vall

A year ook data festing is now  with Babcock and Brown to paya oo it iy o ey

with con- fee for each turbine on Operationsabout the plan.

structed B0 mewe high mast towers MrUpsonwould not con-  1he investment group is
designed to measure wind speeds  firm how much the locals would largest owner of wind farms in
nuwinplacealﬂlnpeakorthaamds receive, similar  arrangements  country and the fifth largest owner
ridge lin across the country have seen land-  of wind power infrastructure in the

Buhcock’iﬁﬂ Brown project holders pocket $600 to $8,000 ayear  world,

O S i)
T A

A Y Ny R

IN THE WIND: Local farmer Kim Stevens In front of one of the three 80 metre high towers installed to the south of Orange as part of a pmpnnlh
build a massive wind farm in the area. Photo: STEVE GOSCH

w McCarthy's
Phcnmacy
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Appendix 6-2 — Recent articles in Blayney Shire Chronicle

Blayney C

THURSDAY, December 2, 2010

A VOICE FOR THE

COMMUNITY SINCE

1872

hronicle

the LYNDHURST SHIRE CHRONICLE
PRICE $1.50 (incl GST)

Incorparatin

Shire’s wind powered future

By CLARE COLLEY

By 2014 the Blayney Shire could be home
to another wind farm if 46 wind turbines pro-
posed for Flyers Creek are approved by the
state government's Department of Planning.

The Flyers Creek project was one of a
number of topics discussed at a Department of
Environment Climate Change and Water
forum held in Blayney last week to give all
perspectives of wind farming and was also the
subject of a separate community consultation
meeting held recently at the Tallwood Hall.

Flyers Creek resident, Kim Masters, is one
of 22 landholders who have signed up to the
wind farm proposed for Flyers Creek, four

kilometres from Carcoar.

He believes wind farming is the best option
to replace the state’s aging power infrastruc-
ture with the state’s most recent power station,
Mount Piper, built in 1993.

“Objectors [to wind farms] should be
asked where they would like their electricity to
come from,” he said.

“NSW has to come to the realisation that
no matter whether they love or hate whichever
electrical genera(ion it has to come from
somewhere.”

Experts in every aspect of wind farming

and r s from the g
addncsscd. Friday's forum to dispel many of

the myths surrounding wind energy.

Those who attended were taken on a tour
of Carcoar Wind Farm to show that their
mobile phone signal was not affected by the
turbines and to hear for themselves the noise
the farm produces, Mr Masters said.

He believes the Carcoar Wind farm is not a
good example of a modern wind farm as wind
farming technology has improved significant-
ly since it was constructed over 10 years ago.

“The Capital Wind Farm [near
Bungendore] is the most modern and if people
have any questions they should go and look at

Have Your Say...
What is your opinion
about wind farms?

EMAIL us at mnil hlaynay@rumpress com
SM: 440,

SuUBMIT your rnsponsa on our website
neychronlc!e.cnm au
WRITE to PO x 7, Blayney NSW 2799 or
VISIT our ofliue a1 78 Adelaide St, Blayney
to give us your verdict.

it,” he said.

M continued on page 7

Wind farm proposed for Flyers Creek

M continued from page 1

Although the Flyers Creek wind farm is still in the
planning stages Mr Masters said it was important people
were informed about “both sides of the story”.

“People have to decide one way or another if they are
for or against it,” he said.

“The landowners who have signed up for it have
down their own research and they’ve come up with no
reason why development shouldn’t go ahead.”

“We have had to get used to Cadia Mine and there is
a lot more noise from the mine then the turbines.”

Flyers Creek project manager, Jonathan Upson from
Infigen Energy, said the proposed wind farm was “mod-
est sized” compared to other Australian wind farms
including the company’s 67 turbine Capital Wind Farm.

‘The Flyers Creek wind farm is expected to generate
115MW (million watts) making it a significant addition
to the 186 MW currently produced in the state.

Mr Upson said the wind farm will produce enough
electricity to power over 40,000 homes and will most
likely be used in the Orange district including Cadia
Mine.

“The project started when
approached the company,” he said.

“They said it would be a good area, so it's really a
community wind farm."

Mr Upson said the company will continue to consult
with the community and the council as long as the proj-
ect continues.

At the recent meeting in Tallwood details of the proj-
ect were explained including the layout of the turbines, a
photomontage of the area and acoustic maps to show the
sound levels,

two  landowners

A digitally altered photo showing what the proposed Flyers Creek wind
farm would look like from Browns Creek Road

“At the moment we are considering
the feedback and contemplating some
changes before we submit the
Environmental Assessmeat to the NSW
Department of Planning at the end of this
year or the first quarter of next year.”

He believes most people in the district
are supportive of the project as they are
used to the existing Carcoar Wind Farm.

“The big advantage of wind energy is
that once they are taken away no-one
would know a wind farm had been there,”

landscape for future generations but you
are preserving it

Mr Upson said the company will
either remove the turbines and rehabilitate
the site or replace them when the 20 to 25
year operation life of the farm ends.

The project’s environmental assess-
ment will be placed on public exhibition
early next year.

If the project is approved by the
Minister for Planning construction will
commence in late 2012 and is expected 10

Please include your name,
address and contact number.

Mayor supports
wind farm proposal

Blayney Shire mayor Bruce Kingham said he person-
ally supports the wind farm proposed at Flyers Creek,
which he believes would be good for the area.

“It’s a good clean way of producing electricity,” he
said.

“Idon’t know of a cleaner way and wind farming can

wil and agricul-

bt
Cr nghnm smd he thought the plamung of the proj-
meeting at

Tal]woud Hal] was “very pmfessmnai’

Although the Blayney Shire Council has not received
any formal information about the project Cr Kingham
said the developer has asked to make a presentation to
council early in the new year.

“Council plays an important role because the con-
struction would be using council roads and council infra-
structure,” he said.

Cr Kingham said the council would be looking at the
development conditions to make sure the shire’s roads
were not damaged during the construction process if the
project went ahead.

Director of engineering Paul O'Brien said the coun-
cil will not play any role in the approval process for the
pmjecz.

“Blayney Shire Council supports green energy
options and where appropnate they would support them
in our local government area,”

“The council was invited to the p]anning focus meet-
ing and different government department were invited to
give an overall view of what the project is about.”

Mr O’Brien said the council will be told of the out-

We told them everything we know about the proj- he said. last 12 to 18 months. comes of the after the Dep of
- he said. “People talk about preserving the Planning receives publ:c submissions.

Flyers Creek Wind Farm — Environmental Assessment

Chapter 6 | May 2011 Aurecon Page 6-16



‘me"A0b"msubuiuue|d mWwWw//:dny

Je pareoo| als

gam s,Bbuluueld jo wawuedag ayl U0 pamaln
aq ued ssadoid Buluued ayj Jo sniels ay L

‘uoneolddy 108loid ayr
uoddns [m yaiym juswabeuew pue uoirebiniw
J18y1 yum Buoje 108foud ays jo syoedwi enualod
9} Sassalppe 1ey] JUSWSSASSY [eJuUaWUOoIIAUT

ue a1dwod 0} U0JBINY PBUOISSIWLIWOD
sey juauodoid ay} ‘ssadoud ey Jo Led sy

" 2Indniisesu| eanu,,

Se [|9M Se 10V VV B d3 3yl JO VE Led Japun
109014 Jolel\ e aq 01108loid wirey puim 3aa1d
s19A|4 ay) pareubisap sey JUsWUIBA0D MSN
39Ul "IUBWUIBA0D 31eIS MSN 3Y) SI ‘ased

SIY1 Ul yaiym ‘Aioyine ajgisuodsal ay) wouy
fenoidde Buluueld urelqo isiiy 3Isnw 3t ‘uonelado
pue uoIIoNISU0D 0] paadolid 01 10aloid ayy 104

‘uoneiauab Abisus

a|qemaual M\SN 0} uonippe juesiiubis e aq
pINoM wiieq puipn 38310 s19AI4 MINGTT~ du}
Jo uawdojanap os ‘Aloedes uonelauab ABlaua
pum pajreisut Jo MIA 98T Sey Apuaund MSN

‘21nqguIu09 |m 198f0ud 38310

S19A|4 ay1 yaiym 01 0Z0z Aq saainos Abisua
ajgqemaual wolj Aiddns A1o1109je [euoneu
a1 40 9,0z Buipinoid Jo 1961e] B yum awayds
(13Y) 19b61e] ABiau3 a|gemausay papuedxa
ue paysl|gelsa sey UsWUIBA09) [elapad ayl

uonelado wiey puim ayl jo pouad Jeak oz

31 JOAO SBUUO] Uoljjiw / 10 Jud[eAinba apixoip
uogJed Jo Sauuol 000‘'0SE J9N0 g pPINOM

weq puipn %8310 siak|4 ayl jo uoiresado 0}
pawngune sbuines seb asnoyuaalb [enuue ayl

‘sjany JIsso} Buiuing Aq

pasneo suoissiwa seb asnoyuaalb spioAe pue
S|any |ISSO} JO S82IN0SsaJ ayuly Jo uondwnsuod
ay1 saonpal ABlaus puim Jo 82In0sal
a|qemaual ay) wodj parelausb Ao1109|3

‘SIUBWIUIBNOD) [eJapa- pue alels ayl ylogq
wioJ} uone|siba| pue saioljod Aq pabeinoous
aJe sjoaloid yons ‘puUo ANoLI08|T [euoneN ay)
ojul ABJaua ajgemaual aa4) uonnjjod apiroid

01 9|qe aq |Im eyl 108loid uoneiauab Alou1os|e
JuedIUBIS B S| Wied PUIAn %981 SIaA|4 ayL

CmeC_ ,_&l_ “wo‘:“vw
— 33¥3aN3g

1sa104 SIS | i E
°

syoel] 10 Speoy JoUI ’
ealy joalold ﬂ i
SISBAN BN ¥V e,

soouUspISeYy e

ssuiginl @

pusaban

R NIENENELIEII

Je a|gejrene s| Auedwod ay) Uo uoeWIOoUI
210N “(NdI) 8bueydxe XSV 8y} uo paisy|

S| pue elelISNY ‘ABUpAS Ul paiauenbpeay

sI ABisu3g uabyu| -elensny uIBISOM

Ul wied puip ey MIN 68 8yl pue elensny
YINOS Ul wieH puip Asuuog e MIN 622
3y} ‘eslaque) JO 1Sea Ylou Sasawoly

Ot Inoge paedo| ‘wie puipy fended MIN 07T
a1 sumo pue padojanap sey uablyu| “elensny
ul Joreladoyiaumo wirey puim 1sabie| ays si
‘ABiau3 uabiyu| ‘Auedwod juated ay] -109foid
sIys Joy Ajrealioads pawioj Auedwod e ‘p1
Ad wueH puipn qaa1) s1aA|4 si lusuodoud ay L

‘Wieal1s awooul [euonippe ue

Buipinoid Aq pue] sawre) ay Jooud ybnoup,
0] S8AJIBS pue saliAnoe Buizelb Bunsixa ayy
UNM ISIXS09 UBD Wiey puim ay} Jo uoneladQ
"109(04d By ul Bunedionred ale sisumopue|
oM} AJuami pue ealy JUSWUISA0S) |20 3AIYS
Aauke|g ay1 uiyum Ajaiiua si aus 108loid ay

"MINGTT jo Auoeded

[e2111099 199f0.d © Ul JNSBI PINOM BUICIN} PUIM
(SweA UOl|IIN) MIAIG 2 © 4O uolesijin ‘109(oid
3} 10} Pa)09|as USa(Q 10U SkY [apow aulgIn)
puim e ajiym ybu ay1 01 dew ay ul uass aq
ued Sk Jeodle) Jo 1Sam-yuou ay) 0} pue als
auIW eIpRD 8y} J0 1SLa-YINOS ay) 0} Sauljabpu
ay1 Buore Apsow paredo) ag |IM Saulginy

3yl 'sa|qed punoJibiapun Jo Wa1SAS U0ND3[|0
[e211109]9 UB pue S)Jel] SS8IJk ‘uoieisqns

e ‘saulginy puim g9 03 dn Buisudwod
“yuawdolanap wie) puim ajeas alelapow

B SI WieH puip Xaal) siaA|4 pasodold ay

‘lesodold 8y} Uo SIUBWIWIOD JWIgNS 0}

1o ‘palinbal Ji paurelqo ag 01 uoirewloul aiow
a|qeus 01 papinoid ose ale Juauodoid ayl Joy
s|ielap 10eu0D 'ssasoid sreaosdde Buiuueld
ay} pue s1oedwi pue syjauaq [enuajod

s1 ‘199loud wreo puipn @31 siaA|4 pasodoid
31 1noge sassauisng pue salouabe Juensjal
‘Alunwiwod [e20] 8y} 0] uoirewloyul Areuiwiaid
apinoid 01 I Jenajsmau siyl Jo asodind ay



0 TOZ J9qUWIBNON

woo ABisuauabljui@uosdn ueyreuor :jrew3

‘sreak 0z 1noge aq pjnom
wiey puim ayy Jo 8yl feuonesado ayyl e

‘pouiad
yiuow 8T 01 ZT © J9A0 pualxa 01 AjayI|
8Q pINOM pue ZTOZ ey ,Z Ul 1saljes
8y} Je 90UBWWOD PINOM UORONASUOD o

(TTOZ PIW) Buluueld Joy JaISIUI By Aq
uoneolddy 198loid a8yl Jo uoneulwlalag .

(1102 Alrea) pouad uomqiyx3 angnd

(0T0Z pUB) Buluueld o 1daq
MSN 38U} 0} UOoISSIWQgNS pue JUBWSSASSY
|eluawuoIIAUg JO uoljesifeulq .

awrelyawiy 198/oid

‘aney

1ybiw sinoqybiau ay) suonsanb Aue Buuamsue
pue 108loid ay1 Buionposur syuow 1sed

ay1 Jano Buinado uaag sey sinoqybiau 1asold
a1 Jo AueW UM SHISIA UOITR)NSUOD [enpIAIpU|

‘BuiNuUOI SI pue uayenapun usaq

sey SI9p|oyaxels Jay1o pue ANunwwod [eao|
2y} ‘saroualbe Juswulanob snoleA ‘1ounod
alys AsuAe|g yum uoneynsuod Jo abuel v

uone)NsSuoD

‘suoISSIWD
seb asnoyuaalb 10 uonnjjod ire Aue Jnoyum
Ao1109|8 aressuab Ajgeureisns o1 Aljige

s) apnjoul 108foid 8y} Jo suyduaq |[eJano ayL

'9809 /726 (20) :alwisded ‘0066 TE08 (20) :duoyd
:10B1U09 asea|d ‘yusuodoid ay) 01 suonsanb Jwqns 01 ysim Jo esodoid ayl uo slusWIWo Aue aAey NoA pjnoys

‘g|doad [eaiuy9al XIS Inoge Jo Jels als uo

|fews e aq [|IM aJa) [euoirelado SI Wiey puim ay)
90UQ "abels uonoNSUOd ay) Buunp eale [ed0|
ay) wouy ajdoad Joy saniunpoddo JuswAhojdwsa jo
Jaquinu weayubis e Apoalipul pue Apoalip yioq
aelauab |im 103load ay) ey paredionue si

‘wey puim pasodoud

8U1 JO MIN Wi INOge paledo] s ‘ellensny

Ul saulw pjof 1sabie| ays Jo auo ‘BUI elpeD 3yl
"9MS Wiey puIM %9310 SI9AI4 8yl uiyum siulod
SNOLIeA WOJ) 9URISIP 8Y1 Ul 9|qISIA SI ‘0Bo| a1lys
Aauke|g ay1 uo paintes} ‘wiey puim Asuke|g

3yl wue) pum AsuAe|g auigini puim GT ay sl
wirey puim pasodoid sy Jo 1seaYINOS W3 6 INOQY

‘uaxeuspun buiag si 1oedwi Auswe

[enualod ay} Jo sisAjeue oisnode pue [ensia
pajrelap e ‘sssjayuanaN "Alsusp uswames
MoO| AjaAITe|al B aARY Wiy puim 3yl Buipunoins
seale [enuapIsal [eins arelpawiwl ay |

109loid ays Jo sued Jo SMaIA paindsqo

aney 01 A|9y|1| a1e Jeodle) Jo seale awos
‘auIgJN) PUIM 1S9S0|2 38U} 0} SaJ18Wo|1 ¥ INoge
paledo| si pue diysumo) 1saleau syl si Jeodsed

‘a)s pasodoud ayj e Bunsixa

SSIIAIISUSS pue JuswdojaAap wie) puim ay}
10 9[eJs ‘sonsiisIoRIeyd 3lis ay) uo Buipuadap
passaippe ag 01 paau Jeyl syadse dyoads
alis Jeinoned sey 109loid wiey puim yoe3

9UBJ3I81UI SUOITRIIUNWWOID|3} .

s1oedwi abeiay enualod .

uonelado Bulnp sreq 1o spiiq uo syoedwl .
uon9NIISUOI 10} BdURINISIP

Telqgey pue Bulesd uonelaban .

uononasuod buunp sioedwi difesn .

uonelado pue uoidNISUOd Buunp asiou .

MBIAIBAQ DBuluue|d — wieH PUIp Y9310 SIaA|4

SEETIE)
U6 pue Jaxol)} mopeys ‘s1oedwi [ensia .

:aJe 1099f0.d siy} 10} passasse Ajanisuayaldwod
Bulaq are yoiym pue sjoaloid Abiaus

puIM O} UOIB[S) Ul Pasiel SaNSS| 8y} JO aWoS
“eale Buipuno.ns ay) uo syoedun Anuswe
fenualod aney sjue|d uonelauab ANoL129|9 |V
s1oedwi 21WOU093 pue

[e100S ‘[eIUBLUIUOIIAUS [eNual10d

‘ue|d Juswabeuey [elusWUOIIAUT pa|ieIap

€ 01103[gns aq |m pue syuow 8T 0} ZT ueds
A1 1 199foad ayy jo abeis uononisuod

3y "wJe} puim ay} jo BuluoIssILWOo

pue alIs 8y} Jo uonelolsal ‘saniioe} Aresjodwal
JO [eAowal A PAMO]|0} 8 ||IM UOIIONIISUOD 3y L

sJamo} BuioyuoWw puIM [eIaASS .

sa|qed punoibiapun Joj Buiyosuay .
uoneISgNsS e Jo UoIdNISU0d .

SauIgJN} pUIM Y} JO UONJBId .

sBuIl00} JO UONONIISUOD pUE UONBABIXD .
s[euarew pue uawdinba jo Alaaljap B
Syo®J) SS929. [eUIdIUI JO UOITRLIO) .
sanjIoe} uonoNIISuod Arelodwsal B

:9pN|oUl [|IM SYIOM UOIONIISUOD

"BUI eIpeD 3y pue abueiO usamiaq
Buiuuni aulj uoissiwsues) ABlaug Auno)d
oA 000'2€ET Bunsixa ay) 0} pspodxs aq

JIIM wirey puim ayl Aq palelauab AloLoale syl

anuiw Jad
suonnjoAal 8T Inoge Jo paads uoneioy .
'SaJjowW OGT ueyl alow ou aq |Im (deams
ape|q ay3 Jo dol ay3 03) wbiay [elo1 ayL .

{0002 MSN AaupAs 19a11S NId 95 ‘gz |anaT - ABiau3g uabyu| ‘Jebeuel Juswdojana Joluas ‘uosdn ueyreuor

s|ie1ap 19e1U09 Jusuodoid

ybus)
ul sansW Og 01 dn sape|q J01oJ 83yl .
sanaw 00T — 08 J0 WBIBY Jamo) v .
MIN €-Z Jo Aloeded uonelauab v .

:sonsualoeIRyd BuImoj|o)
3y} 9ABY PINOM BUICIN} YIes ‘pasifeul;
ua8a( 10U SeY [9pOW BUIgIN} PUIM 3yl I

JlJeWaYIS BuIqINL
Busges oA 0oo'c e punasBiapun

sBeyon joeiaust 1A 000 L 10 D68 \

|
JEVT h: {jeucqdo)
ICJSUES JUNCWDEY

7 speg

HoIOdE WGOL - 08

054 J0 WNupew - Wiz}

ogoeN

1/1/

gy - pp oxide
wbual apeg

100} 0} WgH S|P 2peig

'ssa90.d Japua) aannadwod e ybnoiyy
paulwialap aq ||m 198loid ay1 Joy pasn aq 0}
|opowW auIgiN} pUIM 3y "SIN0AR| SNOLIeA YIM
Ss|apow auign) Jo abuel B pue sauigin] puim
97 01 dn palapisuod sey aseyd Buluueld ay
s|ieop 108loid



Appendix 6-4 — Summary of survey responses from Information Days in November 2010

1. Background

As indicated in Section 6.3.2, two Community Information Days were held at the Tallwood Community
Hall on a Friday and Saturday (19 and 20 November 2010). A range of information was made
available by the proponent mostly in the form of posters showing various aspects related to the
proposal but also including various information brochures on pertinent topics as previously discussed.

Attendees were greeted on arrival and introduced to project team representatives. Each visitor was
asked to register their details and to indicate their location relative to the wind farm. Forty nine people
registered their attendance. Some family groups did not register all attendees and several attendees
chose not to register their details.

Prior to leaving attendees were asked if they would like to complete a short one page questionnaire in
regards to the wind farm proposal. Attendees were also asked if they were interested in receiving
updates about the project as they become available. Where contact details were provided and the
attendee has requested to be kept informed of progress of the proposal, the proponent will provide
periodic updates to the interested parties. One follow up letter to Information Day attendees has been
sent.

A total of 31 attendees (over 60% of registrants) completed questionnaires and the following
summarises the responses to the questions set out below. It should be noted that the attendees may
or may not be an accurate representative sample of the community. In fact, one might expect that
attendees to a Community Information Day would contain a higher proportion of those with concerns
about the project.

2. Summary of responses to Questionnaires (total of 31)

Question 1:  What was your reason for attending this information day?
Options - Proximity / General Interest / Other (please specify)

Answers:
e Proximity — 14
e General Interest — 13
e Other — Involved — 3, Dislike Wind Farm -1,
Question 2:  Were you aware of the proposed wind farm before this event?
Answers: All except one respondent indicated a prior awareness of the proposal.
Question 3:  Have you much prior knowledge of wind farms?
Answers: Twenty one of the respondents indicated prior knowledge of wind farms
Question 4:  Have you visited any wind farms? If so which ones?
Answers: Ten respondents said they had not visited wind farms previously. Those that had
visited wind farms previously listed Blayney, Crookwell, Capital and Alinta wind farms and one
mentioned wind farms in Europe.
Question 5: Do you think renewable energy is beneficial to the community?
Answers: Twenty four indicated that considered renewable energy as beneficial to the

community. One of these indicated a preference for solar. Four did not think renewable energy
was beneficial and three were undecided.

Flyers Creek Wind Farm — Environmental Assessment
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Question 6:

Are you aware of the key planning issues for this wind farm project?

Answers: Twenty one indicated an awareness of planning issues for wind farms while ten were
not aware of the planning issues.

Question 7:

Do you think that a wind farm is beneficial for the local area?

Answers: A range of responses as indicated below:

Question 8:

Yes - 18

No -5

‘Beneficial’ To Some — 3
Unsure — 5

Do you think the proposed project site is suitable for a wind farm?

Answers: A range of responses as indicated below:

Question 9:

Yes—-19
No -8
Unsure — 4

What makes it a suitable or unsuitable site?

Answers: Grouped by whether the respondent considered the site suitable

1 — Considered site suitable because:

Terrain, wind resource/availability and no pollution produced
Well spaced out
Wind Turbine number 2 not suitable, otherwise ok

2 — Considered site unsuitable due to:

Question 10:

Visual impact

Number of turbines

Habitat destruction

Grazing

Proximity to residences

Land values and/or affect on business

Do you have any general comments on the wind farm proposal?

Answers: Grouped by whether the response was supportive or critical of the proposal

1 —Supportive response

Great idea

Proceed quickly

Great — very good information day
Construct quickly - Fantastic
Want more towers — Bring it on
Good Luck

2 — Unsupportive response or seeking variation

Need for better understanding

Strongly oppose wind turbine #31 and would like to see it moved back or removed
Eyesore, habitat, flora and fauna destruction, health issues eg, Nina Pierpont
Why not build the wind farm in Sydney?

Wind farms are the greatest green lie of the 21st century

Flyers Creek Wind Farm — Environmental Assessment
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¢ Not effective as an energy source — Wind farm technology in its infancy
Horrified
Reconsider position of wind turbine number 2 — affects future plans for residence close
to wind turbine number 2

e Too secretive

e Effects on chicken egg production to the north of the wind farm site

3 — Intermediate/Query
e Is the set-up and follow-up cost worthwhile for the power
e More involvement with local residents
e Only a few benefit

Question 11: Having seen the material provided today, please indicate your opinion of the proposal

Answers: The responses are shown graphically below (5 represents strong support). Nine
responders out of 31 opposed the project.

Attendee Opinion

o B N W A~ OO0 O N 00 ©

1 2 25 3 4 5

Ratings where 1 - Strongly Oppose : 5- Strongly Support

Question 13: Would you like to be kept informed of the progress of the project and received
updates? Preferred contact details for updates:

Contact details have been recorded and future updates will be provided by the proponent as
requested by attendees.
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