
For wind farm neighbours all around the world to consider 
 

 
 

 

This case is about the impacts of 2 turbines only. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Low-frequency sound from wind turbines is now recognised under tort law. 
 

 

 
 

 
 



The wind turbine noise (WTN) must be assessed both quantitatively and qualitatively. 
 
 

  

 
 
 

 

Planning conditions do NOT determine if wind turbine noise is unreasonable or a 
nuisance. 

 
 
 



In a nuisance case, the onus of proof of noise compliance is on the wind farm.  

 
 

Audio recordings are tenable at court. 

 
 

The WTN (wind turbine noise) from two turbines amounts to a substantial interference with 
the plaintiffs’ use and enjoyment of their land. 

 

 
 

Lower frequency noise is considered as part of the nuisance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The wind farm regularly disturbs sleep.  

 
 

Plaintiffs can’t easily avoid the nuisance. 

 
 
 

The unreasonable noise must occur on a sustained basis 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 



 
 
 

To claim nuisance against a wind farm, the plaintiff must  
 

- Show interference with the enjoyment and comfort of their land. 
- This interference must be substantial over a period of time.   

 

 
 
 
 



NO objectively identified wind turbine noise level that gives rise to nuisance.  
 
 

  
 
NO objectively identified wind turbine noise level that does not give rise to nuisance.  
 

 

 
 
 
 



No line has been drawn as to what constitutes unacceptable windfarm noise. 
 

 
 
 
The qualitative assessment of listening to and analysing sound recordings provides 
information to identify and assess the impact of the special audible characteristic of wind 
turbine noise.   
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



An L90 statistical calculation does not identify fluctuations in noise levels such as 
amplitude modulation (AM).  
 

 

 
 
Two wind turbines are deemed a nuisance. 
 

 

 
 
 
Formal background testing is required to demonstrate compliance. 
 
 

 
 
 

 



Amplitude modulation and associated vibration are intrusive and make it impossible for 
reasonable people to habituate their homes.  
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Special audible characteristics of whoophing or thumping are likely to cause adverse 
reactions in the community.  
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

People hear and feel wind turbine noise both inside and outside the house with the 
windows open or closed. This is not a reasonable impact for a wind farm located in a quiet 
rural environment. 
 
 

 
 
 

 



The nature of the amplitude modulation of the wind turbine noise causing nuisance is 
infrequent and irregular 
 

 
 

 
 
 
Audio recordings and graphs of intermittent irregular wind turbine noise, in harmony with 
oral evidence and diary which record the plaintiff's inability to have a restful night’s sleep 
and the exhaustion which follows demonstrate, on the balance of probabilities, that a 
nuisance exists.    
 

 
 

 
 
 
 



Noise from turbines poses a nuisance in the evenings and weekends (during quiet waking 
hours) when one could enjoy the recreation and peace in one’s dwelling. 
 

 
 
 
A quiet environment is at a premium at night.  
It is unreasonable to expect occupants of a house to keep the windows shut in an attempt 
to mitigate unreasonable wind turbine noise. 
 

  
 
 
Shadow flicker from the 2 turbines was in and of itself insufficient grounds to claim a 
nuisance.  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Bald Hills gets a mention as the first wind turbine nuisance precedent – albeit with a few 
spelling errors 
 

 
 

 
 

There is not a binary choice to be made b/w the generation of renewable energy and a 
good night’s sleep for its neighbours – my fav judge’s line.  
 

 


