Submission to the Senate Inquiry - Re Excessive Noise from Wind Farms APPENDIX EI

APPENDIX E: Typical Regression Curves

Loc 78 Background Moise at Receiver vs Wind Speed at Windfarm
78.6m AGL Total Regression
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Figure 12.5 - Background noise at receiver Residence 78 versus wind speed at wind farm

Flyers Creek Application
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Figure 4: House 9 background noise monitoring results and noise limits
Waterloo 2 Application
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