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Minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on 22nd September 2008 in 
the Village Hall at 7.30 p.m. 

 
 
 
Apologies:  None 
 
Present:  Mr E. G. Ascroft (Chairman), Mr J. Peal (Vice Chairman), Mrs 

J. Murray, Mr P. Jackson, Mr. L Johnson, Mr J. Murray, Mr P. 
Woodhouse.  

 
Declarations 
of interest: All councillors declared a personal interest in agenda item 5, 

Cotton Farm Wind Farm. 
 
Minutes:  The minutes of the meetings of 18th February and 21st July 

were read. It was proposed by Mr Peal, seconded by Mr 
Woodhouse and agreed unanimously that they were an 
accurate record and signed by the Chairman according. 

 
Matters arising: 
 
Surface water: The Clerk reported that further contact with the Highways 

Division of Cambridgeshire County Council had resulted in an 
acknowledgement from the area supervisor, Mr Murdoch, that 
this was a longstanding matter and, as a result, he had 
offered a ‘without prejudice’ offer to investigate and rectify the 
problem when resources allowed. 

 
Bridge: As the repair has now been completed and the bridge 

repainted, the Council unanimously felt that it would be 
appropriate for the Clerk to write a letter of appreciation to the 
County Council. 

 
Broadband: The Clerk advised that he had finally received a reply from BT 

about the connectivity. BT had advised that they would not 
take any action on behalf of the village as a whole as 
individual subscribers are required to take and problems up 
with their relevant internet service providers. 

 
Dog Control: The Clerk reported that he had not yet agreed proposals for 

either an additional bin or relocation of one of the two existing 
bins with Huntingdonshire District Council. The Council 
confirmed that it should continue to be progressed. 

 
Speeding: The Clerk advised that the speeding survey had been carried 

out by Cambridgeshire Police and the results confirmed that 
speeding was a problem in both directions through the village. 
Local officers had been tasked with carrying out periodic 
checks but any permanent speed reduction measures were a 
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matter to be taken up with Cambridgeshire County Council. 
The Clerk was asked to contact the County Council to 
ascertain the options and procedures. 

 
Cotton Farm 
Wind Farm: The Chairman considered that any matters arising should be 

brought up when the Council considered that later agenda 
item. 

 
Village 
Website:  Mr Peal confirmed that the website was now operational and 

the various village groups had seen good interest. 
 
Footpaths: Mr Peal reviewed the various grant ideas discussed at the last 

meeting. It was felt that that the replacement of the kissing 
gate near the cricket pitch would be the most viable as the 
other works would be too costly and this would be the grant 
application to submit. 

 
Cotton Farm Wind Farm 
 
The Clerk reported that the planning application had been submitted to 
Huntingdonshire District Council by nPower Renewables Ltd at the end of 
July. The principal documents forming the application were; 
 

(a) The Planning Statement, 
(b) The Design Statement, 
(c) The Environmental Im0pact Assessment and, 
(d) A Non-technical Summary. 

 
It was probably the most voluminous application ever to come before the 
Council to the extent that it had been hand delivered to the Clerk by the 
Planning Department case officer, Jennie Parsons, however all documents 
were also available via the Planning section of Huntingdonshire District 
Council’s website. 
 
Given the complexity of the proposals, the time period for responses had 
been extended beyond the usual 21 day period with representations due from 
neighbours by 22nd September and from statutory consultees by 10th October. 
 
Before moving to discuss the application, the Chairman reminded the 
Councillors that they should be mindful of the obligation to give due weighting 
to the views of parishioners in reaching a determination and that that 
determination needed to be based on sound planning principles. He advised 
that he and the Clerk had received letters from parishioners, twelve in total, 
which in every case objected to the proposal. Further, a door-to-door survey 
had been conducted jointly by the Clerk and Mr Richard Brewster for the dual 
purpose of making the views of parishioners known to the Council and the 
Cotton Farm Action Group. The survey was largely complete with 
approximately 84% of occupied properties covered. The results indicated that 
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of the properties surveyed 71% opposed the application, 10% supported it 
with 19% undecided. 
 
The proposal was discussed in some detail with the Council noting that 
although nPower asserted that the visual impact of the proposal would be 
limited to the western end of the village; in reality it would have a much 
greater impact. Much of the village was within the 2km zone suggested as the 
minimum separation in Scotland and the turbines would be visible from as far 
away as 30km. Specific concerns were raised over; 
 

• Visual intrusion and loss of tranquillity, 

• Noise and vibration, 

• Adverse impacts on listed buildings and ancient monuments 

• Ecological considerations 

• TV reception 

• Incomplete assessment aviation considerations 

• Distractions to road users from the wind farms proximity to local roads 
and shadow flicker while in operation 

• Potential damage and restrictions on road use during construction, 

• Potential for expansion of the site, likelihood of development of further 
sites if approval is granted and the uncertainty of whether the site 
would be decommissioned once the projected operating period had 
ended. 

 
The Council also noted that nPower’s application was of a highly technical 
nature drawing on the expertise of a large number of expert consultants and 
questioned if it was reasonable to expect unqualified respondents, including 
the parish councils of the immediately affected villages, to tender their 
responses within the timetable set by HDC. The Council noted particularly that 
the Non-technical Summary which was designed to present the application in 
plain language contained a number of anomalies to the underlying detailed 
documents which raised doubts about its veracity and purpose.  
 
It was proposed by Mr Jackson, seconded by Mrs Murray and carried 
unanimously that the application be opposed and HDC urged to reject it. 
 
It was further proposed by Mrs Murray, seconded by Mr Woodhouse and 
carried unanimously that the Clerk prepare a draft opposition document to be 
agreed by the Chairman. 
 
NATS Consultation 
 
The Clerk reported that he had received an acknowledgement from NATS of 
the Council’s opposition to the aircraft stacking proposals together with a 
further letter advising that given the consultation responses, the proposal 
were to be re-evaluated. In the event that a further consultation was 
warranted, the Council would be contacted.  
 
Annual Audit 2008 
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The Clerk reported that the external audit had been satisfactorily concluded 
by Moore Stephens. 
 
Overgrown hedgerows at eastern approach 
 
It had been brought to the Council’s attention that the hedgerows on the left 
hand side on the approach to the village from the direction of Papworth were 
overgrown. The Clerk had confirmed with Huntingdonshire District Council 
that the responsibility for their maintenance falls on the landowner. The Clerk 
was requested to write to Mr & Mrs Mott pointing this out and asking them to 
arrange for the hedges to be trimmed back. 
 
Damage to footway 
 
It had been brought to the Council’s attention that the footway at the entrance 
to Rectory Farm had been damaged. The Clerk was asked to raise the matter 
with Cambridgeshire County Council. 
 
Accounts to Pay  
 
The following accounts were presented for payment. 
 
Moore Stephens  £  58.75 Fee for annual audit 2008 
Suffolk ACRE insurance £218.01 Annual insurance renewal 2008/09 
 
The Clerk noted that the insurance premium as quoted includes an amount of 
some £34 in respect of legal expenses cover which has not previously been 
taken but otherwise the premium increase was in line with inflation. It was 
proposed by Mr Murray, seconded by Mr Jackson and carried by 6:1 that the 
legal expenses cover be taken up. 
 
Payment of the accounts was proposed by Mr Peal, seconded by Mr 
Woodhouse and carried unanimously. 
 
Correspondence 
 
The Chairman advised that it had been brought to his attention that a fence 
had been erected by the occupant at 6 Friends Close which was of a height 
which may require a planning application and he had asked the Clerk to 
confirm the position with HDC planning department. The Clerk advised that he 
had done so and received a communication that planning consent was 
required but as no application had been made the matter had been referred 
internally to the planning enforcement section. 
 
Any other business 
 
Mr Jackson advised that he had not been present at the Council meeting on 
15th September at which a planning application for an extension and 
alterations to the garage at 50 High Street had been supported. He had been 
contacted by the occupants of a neighbouring property who would be 
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opposing the application and were disappointed that the Council had given its 
support given the recent history of alterations at the property and the impact 
the latest proposals would have on their property. The Clerk had confirmed 
that the proper procedures had been followed at the meeting and no 
neighbour representations had been received. Mr Jackson understood this but 
was raising the matter to ask that the Council was happy no better procedure 
could have been followed. The consensus was that, practically, nothing more 
could have been done. 
 
Mrs Murray advised that she had received comments from a parishioner 
suggesting a site adjacent to the pond at Bridle End as the location for any 
additional dog waste bin that might be provided. The Council noted this but 
thought that the fact it would not then be located on public property might be a 
consideration. The Clerk was asked to clarify the position with 
Huntingdonshire District Council. 
 
Mr Peal advised that the village notice boards had deteriorated further and 
would need repair or replacement soon. Mr Peal reminded the Council that 
following his renovation work on the village sign, Mr Harrington had been 
approached to see if he might carry out the work but he was not happy to 
quote. Other volunteers might well come forward but in the meantime the 
Clerk was requested to investigate the cost of obtaining new notice boards. 
 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 8.59 p.m. 


