Draft Minutes of the Meeting
of Whepstead Parish Council on
Wednesday July 16th 2025 at 7pm

Attendees:	Councillors 		 		Garry Corcoran
 					Steve Nutt
					Thelma Quince
					Vicki Skeels
Members of the Public 		22
Clerk 			 		Di Rix
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	Apologies for absence 
Cllr. Sergent; Cllr. Maddever
Declarations of Interest
None
Public Forum
Cllr. Corcoran brought forward agenda item 4 Planning DC/25/0909/FUL – Land off Poulters Lane, Horringer.
Cllr. Corcoran asked attendees to be focused on the planning concerns in hand. Several locations in the village had been involved in bat acoustic surveys. Four of the eight bat species found were listed on the England red list - species identified for special protection. At the very least, the developer should conduct echo location surveys on the site as one of the endangered bats was known to roost and forage in ancient woodland like that at Dovedon Hall which abuts the solar site. Government policy states foraging areas for bats should not be changed. An academic paper (Journal of Applied Ecology) on bat foraging in SW England found solar farms had a negative impact. An impact study into the disruption to the movement of deer from Ickworth Park across farmland should also be conducted. The visual impact was discussed. A policy in the Local Plan rated the area as locally valued landscape. Surely allowing a solar farm here would contradict that. In the plan it stated that these areas were less able to accommodate or adapt to development. In 2012 a core strategy document talked about Special Landscape Areas and the proposed solar field was included in that. It mentioned the River Lark being part of an SLA. Surely, WS Council would need to uphold their own policy on planning? Within the past two years, a Horringer resident living close to the proposed solar field wished to extend their property to expand their Forest School. The application was rejected with planners saying there was already too much development on that side of Horringer. Yet another planning inconsistency? 
Felt the solar farm contravened SCC’s own Local Nature Recovery Strategy. The ancient woodland was considered a special area for biodiversity and the solar field would be an area that could become an important part of that biodiversity. 
Water run off was discussed. Felt inevitably it would be worse with rivulets forming especially with the topography of the field. And with climate change - if scientists are to be believed – that would only worsen over the next 40 years. Experience locally (Gypsy Lane) showed a field that was furrowed in a different direction one year caused terrible flooding. Where was a study that showed rain would not cause more damage running off panels down a hill rather than directly soaking into a field? It was within the WS Council’s planning policy to maintain Special Landscape Areas and to protect Grade 3 land. The significant traffic disruption - not only during the one year of construction (with 700 HGV vehicles a month on the site) and then connecting to the grid - was discussed.
Twenty houses would be able to see the solar. Most people didn’t object to solar per se but it was about finding the right location. Whole feeling in the room was that it was the wrong field. Had an impact assessment been done on this field? Felt the Council should be challenged to call for solar sites like they did for housing. Visual impact after decommissioning discussed. Felt highly unlikely 40 years of hedging growth would be removed. The beautiful view currently enjoyed would be ruined forever. It would be like driving through a tunnel. If the solar farm was to proceed, what legal guarantees would be put in place if the company went bust and it was taken on by someone else. Safeguarding their promises to us would be essential, by putting something like a s.106 agreement in place. And what if the farm was sold? What maintenance contract would be put in place. Who would look after the hedging etc. No guarantees. The Military - which regularly carries out training exercises above the village – should be consulted about whether the potential glare from the panels could adversely impact its activity. This would also affect drivers of lorries, tractors and buses. Concerns the fencing, plus 37 CCTV cameras on 3.5m posts etc. would look like Highpoint Prison. It was industrialisation of the countryside. Regarding noise, could this adversely affect the bats. Was there anything to say that floodlights would never be installed? Told the CCTV cameras would point inwards, but this was not stated in any document, why not? What about the effect on the Astronomy Club which chose to meet in Whepstead specifically because of its dark skies? Would there be lights on the inverters. The NPPF said solar developments should not be on grade 1, 2 and 3a land. This was 3a land. It stated that there must be compelling evidence as to why a field was chosen for solar if using grade 3 land. Two hundred acres of solar panels were required to produce the same energy as one wind turbine. Why abandon productive land?
Residents urged to contact their district councillors Karen Soons (Horringer) and Sarah Pugh (Whepstead) and to individually comment on the application on the planning portal. Clerk to double check the latest date residents can make comments.  A group of residents to set up a GoFundMe page to employ their own independent planning advisor. The PC to submit its comments tomorrow.
The Geographical reference point for the application was changed a few weeks ago from River Linnet Solar, Whepstead to Land off Poulters Lane, Horringer. The parish boundary goes through the centre of the proposed development. Determination date is September 2nd. One resident had been told August 12th was the deadline for comment. The Clerk to confirm with Savannah Cobbold, the planning officer. 
Chairman’s Comments
Cllr. Corcoran thanked everyone for coming.
Any Other Business
None 


The meeting closed at 8.10pm





Signed………………………………Date……………………






