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PETITION OPPOSING COPPABELLA WIND FARM MODIFICATION SSD6698 «---
BECAUSE

The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha :

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwing has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction"

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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BECAUSE

The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwing has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction”

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacgeptable
Endangered Species Vegetation cleaning was reduced from 226ha to 83ha o obtain the 30

March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification) clearing is to
be increased by 263%to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016 application, it would not

have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwind has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved within

the existing vegetation clearing restriction”

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius, has not been
disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase geometrically whereas the
radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial increased area impacted is not
apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and sound of
different terrain within the impacted area
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwing/ has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction"

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
”Go/dwing’ has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction"

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwind has advised that it would not be able to consiruct the project as approved
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within the existing vegetation clearing restriction

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable

The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Golawing has aadvised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction"”

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area

SIGNATURE NAME ADDRESS EMAIL




TIVINA
SSTIaAav HAVN TANLVNDIS

rom pajordun g UIAL UTBLI9) JUDISFID
JO pINOS puUE TOISIA UO $109]13 WUAIILJIP JUN0IDT OJUT LY JOU OP SIIPIS s uaucdoxd ay |

ajqr3dadseun st uonEIIpow ay; yo yoeduuy Ensia Y],

wesdetp snipes oy woly waredds
10u st payordun vare pasealout [ROURSqns L1094 ], AT[RINIUIILN OSEIIOUT {[IA SNIPRI

1) SPAIIYM AJ[EOLDIWOIB 2SBAIOUL [[im PNORdIUL A[[PNSLA POIR [EIUALISIOUT O |, ‘PISOISIP
U29q JOU ST ‘STIPBI [ENSIA PISEMOU 9y Aq pajpovdunt vole Isn puv| [TINI PISEMOUL Y],

JuonsLysas Bulwapd uoy1aSoa Sulsixa ayr
i pasoaddn so 1aloid 21y 19143510 01 |GV 3G JOU PINOM 11 JDIYT PISIAPD SDY ‘\.::300..

440U 31 PINOYS AYM — JUISLOD PIAIANYOE IABY
jou pnoa 31 ‘uoneandde 91 (7 YHMTIA 0 A YHIM PIUIGUI0D UIIQ PLY UOHEILIPOW Y3 J]

BURGLL ©) %E9T Aq pasealout oq
03 st Suurealo (uoneoripotr) uonesrdde yuoasaxd o ur mou pue “UISU0D § 1B 91 0T YorgN
0F 241 WEIQO 0] BYER 01 BYYZT WO} pAONPaL seav uLies[d uoneaBo sawadg paraduepug

quydadorun s1 Ast0AIpoIg U0 Jovduny Ay

ISNvO3d - 8699ASS NOILVDI4IAON
NIV ONIM VT139VddOD DNISOddO NOILIL3d
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Golawind has advised that it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction”

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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The Impact on Biodiversity is unacceptable

Endangered Species Vegetation clearing was reduced from 226ha to 83ha to obtain
the 30 March 2016 Part 4 consent, and now in the present application (modification)
clearing is to be increased by 263% to 179.8ha

If the modification had been combined with the 30 March 2016
application, it would not have achieved consent — why should it now?
"Goldwingl has advised that: it would not be able to construct the project as approved
within the existing vegetation clearing restriction”

The increased rural land use area impacted by the increased visual radius,
has not been disclosed. The incremental area visually impacted will increase
geometrically whereas the radius will increase arithmetically. The very substantial
increased area impacted is not apparent from the radius diagram.

The visual impact of the modification is unacceptable
The proponent’s studies do not take into account different effects on vision and
sound of different terrain within the impacted area
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