
  

  
 

 
Minutes 

Clayworks Community Wind Project? 
11th November 2021 on Zoom, 7pm 

 
Present 

 
Apologies 

 
Alistair Macpherson (AM)  Peter Crone (PC) Lidia Pearce 

Als Parker (AP) Peter Lanyon (PL) Martin Price 
Andy Davies (AD) Peter Spiers (PC)  

Barrie Spencer (BS) Sean Leake (SL)  
Charles Hattersley (CH) Simon Francis (SB) 7 other group members did 

not attend. 
 

Colin Taffurelli (CT) Teresa Godfrey (TG) 
Jake Burnyeat (Jake B) Tim Clewer (Tim C) 
Julia Bertram (Julia B) Tina Cantelo (Tina C) 

Neill Hughes (NH)   
 
 
1. Welcome  
 
2. Electing a Chair. CT was the only nomination for Chair. All agreed that CT would Chair the 
meeting, with the support of AM when needed. 
 
3. Minutes from last meeting. Agreed. 
 
4. Setting the Context AM reminded the group that DEC are a non-for-profit organisation with the 
aim of increasing the uptake of new renewable energy generation across Devon, ensuring that as 
much of that generation as possible is owned and controlled by communities. DEC does that in the 
context of the climate emergency and the need to move quickly to new forms of power generation. 
 
DEC is a group of individuals experienced in community energy and knowledgeable about the 
benefits that it can bring communities. Traditional developments bring very little benefit to 
communities. DEC is not a developer and are not here to force an idea upon you.  
 
What DEC has is a Feasibility Report that indicates that the clayworks area could be a good location 
for a wind farm. The Feasibility Study explored two very high-level scenarios. We shared a summary 
of that report prior to this meeting. 
 
The agenda for this meet is structured around circ. 150 questions that were submitted about the 
Feasibility Report (DEC outlined that they would work through these by addressing the key themes 
that people were interested in). AM re-capped that the ultimate aim of this group is to explore the 
question of whether there is an interest within the community to do more on this? If there isn’t we 
will go away. 
 
The group discussed the best approach to information sharing at this point in the process. DEC 
clarified that to date the Feasibility Study has only been shared with this group because 1) the 



  

information is lengthy and technical and 2) DEC isn’t resourced to answer every question from 
members of the public. The report was shared to allow some exploration of what the considerations 
would be in bringing forward a community owned wind farm. DEC clarified that the scenarios in the 
report are just two possible scenarios. If you progress the idea of a wind farm – it is unlikely to be 
either of these scenarios. The report is merely a starting point of an idea. 
 
If the group decides they would like to move on, that will be the time for more detailed 
conversations with the wider community. The group agreed that information will need to be 
simplified for the public when the time is right. 
 
5. Discussion of constraints highlighted by the Feasibility Study   

 
a) Site choice, technology assessment & limitations [PC] The conversation stressed that we really 
are at ground zero. The Feasibility Report was produced to determine whether there is a possibility 
of a wind farm at this site. PC explained that there are many things that determine the boundary of a 
site, but that noise, and the impact of that noise on any neighbours is often the biggest factor. Once 
noise monitoring has been carried out it will indicate where wind turbines can and cannot go in the 
area. 
 
There are planning regulations around noise (ETSU 197). Wind farms shouldn’t increase background 
noise by more than 5 DB at any recipient property. But if the community doesn’t think the planning 
guidance is tough enough - you might like to find out where you can put turbines where no-one can 
hear them. That’s a question you can ask as its your project.  
 
b) Planning & community support [PC] The National Planning Policy Framework guidance states that 
any proposal must demonstrate that it has the support of the community. What it doesn’t tell us is 
how you establish whether there is community support. That is one of the principal tasks of this 
group if you decide you want to progress the idea.  
 
One approach would be to draw up a neighbourhood plan for community energy, and explore 
through that the suitability of designating a site for community wind. You would then go out to the 
wider community and seek their support – possibly by way of a local referendum. 
 
JB talked about the community’s current position of strength - only the community can develop a 
wind farm here. There is a window of opportunity before that might change. So now is a good time 
to start the process. 
 
c) Grid connection – [AP] The Feasibility Study asked - could a wind project here be connected to the 
grid? Connections in the SW are difficult – there isn’t much spare capacity on the network. Study 
found that you could connect a large scheme to Plympton bulk supply point. Developers might 
discover the same in the future. So worth knowing – as a community – you have the opportunity to 
export electricity into the grid here. 
 

d) Transport & Access Logistics – [AP] AP summarised that the aim of the high-level transport and 
access study was to see if you could get turbines to site. The consultants used the largest turbine 
possible to test the route. Study concluded that it was feasible to get large turbines to site and 
therefore smaller ones too. 
 
The group had a brief discussion about alternatives in the form of offshore wind. SL explained that 
the seabed around the SW is too deep for traditional offshore wind farms. 
 



  

e) Landowners – [AP] AP briefly talked about the complexity of the landownership across the area 
looked at.  
 
f) Finance, Governance & Community Benefit – [JB] The group discussed other community energy 
schemes that could be read about / visited. The following were mentioned: 
 
Point and Sandwick – Isle of Lewis 
Westmill windfarm - Oxfordshire 
South brent – Devon.  
 
The group discussed how much of the profits generated would go to the local community. JB briefly 
explained the business model:  
 

- initial capital from bank finance and community share or bond offered (first offered locally); 
- investors are paid a fixed interest, just like the bank investors; and  
- all surplus income after operation and finance costs are asset locked to serve the local 

community purpose. 
 
Tina C & AD expressed scepticism that the scheme would be viable and that the community would 
benefit.  
 
AM and AP both gave illustrations of community energy schemes they have been/ are part of. They 
gave examples of the community impact their projects have had. 
 
Several members of the group expressed frustration about the feasibility report, and the lack of 
clarity about what the actual proposal was. DEC apologised for this, and reiterated that this was as 
far as the government feasibility allowed us to get and the key bits of learning are: 
 

• that some kind of wind farm is technically and commercially feasible, and 
• that we understand better the constraints associated with any scheme.   

 
6. Schedule meeting 3 DEC originally proposed 3 meetings – DEC asked for feedback on what would 
be helpful. For the group to consider if the community want to move this forward AM suggested DEC 
provide: 
 

- some models of community energy financing; 
- details about how decisions could be made about the project; and 
- details on the neighbourhood plan process. 

 
The group agreed that to get public support for a scheme, if that is what the group wants, then it 
would be necessary to have something more clearly expressed to share with the wider community.  
 
TG summarised the suggestion that for meeting three we could have a panel of community energy 
groups to quiz about their experiences. The group agreed that would be useful. 
 
Agreed action:  email TG if you have any questions prior to the next meeting. 
Agreed next meeting: Thursday 9th December (subject to availability of speakers). DEC will confirm. 
CT thanked all for attending. 

 
7. A.O.B NA 
 



  

8. Close 


