
Developer: ASDA. Scale: 2 MW, enough to power 100% of the facility’s energy needs
Sector: Onshore wind energy (urban)
Site: In the car park of the distribution centre in the Brackmills industrial estate outside Northampton, near a 
number of mainly affluent villages, including Great Houghton where the nearest residence is less than 400 
metres away from the site.
Decision process: Taken by West Northamptonshire Development Corporation (WNDC).
Timeline: The consent process took two years. During this time, the local opposition group, Great Houghton 
Parish Council (GHPC), succeeded in delaying submission of the application by referring to a local planning 
policy on maximum height. After submission, GHPC (along with CPRE) argued against the proposal on safety 
grounds (the proposed site was next to a public footpath, the existence of which had been overlooked in the 
application). Despite planning officers considering these safety concerns and still recommending approval, the 
application was refused in October 2008, due to the risk assessment not covering bird kill and fire.

Engagement with local residents 
Alongside  engagement  with  statutory  consultees  (e.g.  English  Heritage  and  environmental  health),  the 
developer engaged with local residents using methods such as letters, public exhibitions, advertising in local 
newspaper, press releases, information leaflets, and a community benefits package. WNDC engaged with 
local Parish Councils by putting signs up on their notice boards, and Great Houghton Parish Council (GHPC) 
acted as an opposition group for  the project.  GHPC wrote letters  to  local  newspapers,  encouraged local 
residents to write letters of opposition, and encouraged local residents to attend the public exhibition.

Data Collection: A total of 271 individuals took part in the research, conducted from August-November 2008. 
Four interviews: developer, opposition group, local development corporation (planning authority) x 2.  Focus 
groups with local residents: one in Wootton, one in Great Houghton (17 participants in total).  Questionnaire 
survey of local residents: total responses 250 (75 in Wootton, 45 in Hardingstone, 130 in Great Houghton).
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ASDA’s goal is for its entire estate of over 345 stores and depots to be supplied by 100% renewable 
energy. It is currently working towards the development of single, 125 metre-high (base to blade tip) 
wind turbines at six of its distribution centres across the UK (all in urban or semi-urban areas). One of 
the proposed sites is just outside Northampton. However, this proposal was rejected in October 2008, 
and there are no plans to appeal the decision.
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Results

1. How much do local residents support the project?
Support  for  the  project  varied  between  the  three  villages 
studied.  In  Great  Houghton,  over  half  of  survey  respondents 
(54.6%) opposed the project and only 8.3% expressed support, 
while  in  Hardingstone  and  Wootton,  levels  of  support  were 
substantially higher (31.6% and 30.7% respectively).
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2. What were the main reasons for public support and opposition?
Local  impacts: The majority  of  survey respondents in  Great 
Houghton (82.1%) perceived there to be more drawbacks than 
benefits to the project, while in Hardingstone and Wootton the 
figures  were  34.4%  and  45.4%  respectively.  Focus  group 
participants felt strongly, particularly in Great Houghton, that the 
project had been proposed in ‘the wrong place’. Concerns were 
raised about  height,  visual  impact,  and safety,  but  there was 
also doubt about the project’s viability.

Perception of costs and benefits of the project

more benefits 
than 

drawbacks

---about equal---more 
drawbacks 

than benefits

Perceived impact to local area

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

Pe
rc

en
t

Perception of costs and benefits of the project

Wooton
Hardingstone
Great Houghton

ID for location within the 
case study

Developer engagement: Very few survey respondents agreed 
that the developer had made an effort to listen to local people, 
and  large  numbers  of  respondents  in  all  three  villages  gave 
neutral  responses.  Focus  group  participants  described 
‘miscommunication’  from  ASDA,  referring  in  particular  to  an 
administrative error which had resulted in only female members 
of households being contacted about the project by letter. They 
also emphasised a need for ‘complete’, ‘balanced’ and ‘neutral’ 
information.
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Planning  procedures:  Very  few  survey  respondents  agreed 
that the planning process was fair. The high number of neutral 
responses (as many as 77.8% in Wootton), suggests that many 
were  unsure  how  decisions  were  made.  Focus  group 
participants  saw  WNDC  as  non-democratic  –  a  ‘quango’ 
pushing government  targets.  They also  perceived a need for 
more  ‘national  co-ordination’  of  where  renewable  energy 
developments  should  go,  and  which  technologies  should  be 
prioritised.
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Trust: Survey respondents expressed very low levels of trust in 
the  developer  (as  little  as  4.5% in  Wootton),  but  again  with 
substantial  numbers  of  neutral  responses.  Focus  group 
participants  saw  the  project  as  a  ‘publicity  stunt’,  and  were 
particularly cynical about the financial and other benefits of the 
project to ASDA.
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Conclusions: The Northampton project met with controversy initially due to concerns over the height of the 
proposed turbine and the resulting visual impact, and then due to safety concerns due to the fact that the 
proposed turbine would be directly above the distribution centre car park, and also a local footpath.
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