Draft Minutes of the Meeting
Of the Whepstead Parish Council on
Tuesday, April 13th at 7pm (via Zoom)
Attendees	Councillors 		 		N Aitkens - NA
L Smith – LS
							T Smith – TS
							G Merrett – GM
							G Corcoran – GC
							A Walsh – AW
							S Durrant – SD
Clerk 			  		D Rix – DR	
District Cllr 				M. Chester - MC
Members of the public 		
Mr & Mrs D Gardiner (applicant)	Patrick Satish
Gaye Hope				Peter Mason
Al & Hillary Lindsay			Mr & Mrs R Quince
Mr & Mrs Christopher Gee		Frank Lindeman
David Jagger				Maggie Amy
Susan Izod Quay			Shelaigh Merrett
Alan Brinkley 				Steve Richardson
Ray Chalkley 				Rhonda Key
Alan Perkins				Lizzie Nutt
Jill Harper					 
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	Apologies for Absence
None
Declarations of Interest
Cllr NA responded to a query by Cllr TS explaining he did not feel he had to declare an interest in the application because he rented land on which some crops were grown by someone else that fed Mr Gardiner’s farm animals. 
Public Forum 
Ahead of the meeting, a list of villagers wishing to comment on the planning application had been drawn up (see below) 
Planning Application 
DC/21/0530/FUL –  Field Farm, Pages Hill Road
Change of use from agricultural (sui generis) to dog kennels (sui generis) for 30 dog kennels and associated temporary manager accommodation
The applicant Mrs Gardiner started by addressing neighbour concerns raised on the WSC planning portal. She explained that the site would be as far away from houses as possible and banking and trees would provide sound proofing from barking dogs. The site would continue to run as a working farm with sheep and cattle. There had always been a waste management and removal system there and this would continue with kennel waste. The accommodation would have a septic tank. She dismissed concerns about risks posed by new drivers unfamiliar with the roads. Visitors to the site would be individually managed by appointment with set drop off and collection times and therefore she felt access to the site was more than adequate. Kennel construction shown on the application were design examples and residents concerned about animal welfare should note that the RSPCA has been approached about construction and specific requirements for the dog kennels. Mr Gardiner said they were taking advice about the height of banking but it would be of the highest quality and standard. 
Cllr NA invited villagers to speak. 
Villager concerns included:
· Noise pollution (dogs are capable of barking continuously) would have a detrimental effect on quality of life and mental wellbeing.
· Fear of attack from potentially dangerous dogs able to breach the 6ft wire fencing.
· Air pollution from new traffic
· Risk of superbugs being passed from dogs to humans. 
· Disposal of chemicals needed to deep clean kennels
· Disposal of biological waste, foul odours, vermin
· Peace and tranquillity would be spoilt
· Proposals would not attenuate noise.
· Frequency of barking resonating over miles and noise escaping, unless the kennels are built in high density block work with double doors in and out it with airtight seals
· The valley - where kennels are proposed - acting like an amphitheatre reflecting sound.
· Kennels being an eyesore from the B1066
· Noise creating lots of stress for those who chose the village for its peace and tranquillity.
· The noise of barking would change how people enjoy their properties. They won’t want to open windows or sit in their gardens in the way they currently do. 
· Incessant noise - experienced by people who have previously worked and lived near kennels.
· The new dwelling would be contrary to planning policy 
Cllr NA and Cllr MC explained the planning process. Having considered comments - on the planning portal and from other consultees including Highways, the Environment Agency and the Parish Council - the planning officer would make his decision. If that went against consultees then the application would automatically be forwarded to a Delegation Panel. If the panel chose not to accept the planning officer’s decision then  it would go to Development Committee, where villagers could nominate someone to speak on their behalf and the applicant/agent could speak for 3 minutes. 
Parish Councillor concerns:
· Quality of life would be impaired by barking and homeowners would not be able to enjoy their properties in the way they currently do.
· The application would contravene a number of West Suffolk planning policies
· The proposed kennel layout was poor
· Barking noise can travel for up to two miles. 
Cllr GM proposed and it was seconded by Cllr LS that the Parish Council object to the application on the grounds that it contravenes West Suffolk Council’s planning policy DM2 which requires that all developments should not adversely affect residential amenity, but also contravenes policy DM31 which requires that farm diversification should not give rise to significant detriment to the amenity of nearby residents. Councillors supported the proposal. 
Another Other Business 
None
Chairman’s Comments
Cllr. NA thanked everyone for coming
The meeting closed at 7.45pm

Signed………………………………..Dated……………
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