
  

  
 

 
Minutes 

Clayworks Community Wind Project? 
13th January 2022 on Zoom, 7.30pm 

 
Present 

 
Apologies 

 
Alistair Macpherson (AM)  Lidia Pearce (LP) Tim Clewer 

Als Parker (AP) Neill Hughes (NH) Martin Price 
Andy Davies (AD) Peter Lanyon (PL)  

Barrie Spencer (BS) Ross Fenton (Ross F)  
Charles Hattersley (CH) Ruth Fenton (Ruth F) 1 other group member did 

not attend. 
 

Colin Taffurelli (CT) Scott Smy (SS) 
Dan Stone (DS) Sean Leake (SL) 

Jake Burnyeat (Jake B) Teresa Godfrey (TG) 
Julia Bertram (Julia B) Tina Cantelo (Tina C) 

Julia Saunders (JS) Tim Crisp (Tim C)  
 
1. Welcome  
 
AM welcomed the group and summarised that the last two meetings introduced the idea of a vision 
for a community owned wind farm in the area. AM explained how the previous meetings had shaped 
the agenda. At meeting 2 it was agreed that meeting 3 focused on providing the group with: 
 
- more information about the community energy model, with some examples; and 
- ideas for how to move forward with the idea, if that is what the group decide. 
 
2. Minutes from meeting 2 
 
Minutes from meeting 2 were circulated in December 2021 for comment. Comments were received, 
minutes amended, then forwarded to all three Parish Councils as final. In this initial part of the 
meeting everyone formally agreed with the minutes. Ross and Ruth F (who were not in attendance 
at meeting 2) and Tina C (present at meeting 2) then vocalised that they disagreed with the following 
statement in the minutes: “The agenda for this meet is structured around circ. 150 questions that 
were submitted about the Feasibility Report.”  
  
A discussion followed about this. It was clarified that DEC used the circ. 150 questions submitted to 
address peoples key questions as best they could in the time available. It was asked whether the 150 
questions were available and the conversation moved on.1 
 
Agreed Action: TG to review wording of above sentence in minutes of meeting 22  

 
1 Yes, the full list of questions submitted is available on request.  
2 TG has reviewed the wording. It did not say that we addressed all the 150 questions, rather that we couldn’t. TG has added the following 
sentence after the original statement: “DEC outlined that they would work through these by addressing the key themes that people were 
interested in’. 
 



  

3. The community energy model.  
 
a. Alistair Macpherson (AM) - Plymouth Energy Community (please read in combination DEC 
presentation attached, slides 1 – 4 attached) 
 
AM recognised that there had been some confusion over the purpose and outcome of the Feasibility 
Report. So, at end of meeting 2 the group agreed we needed to re-visit what community energy is, 
why you might want to do it and what the process might be if you wanted to further explore the 
idea of a community owned wind farm. AM explained that community energy companies are 
constitutionally set up to benefit the community – they can’t do anything else. It’s a very different 
model to the normal way most solar and wind farms are built. Local people are central to whole 
process. Lots more wind and solar is required to get to Net Zero and DEC are all about making sure 
local communities’ benefit from that. 
 
b. Tim Crisp - Southill Community Energy (please read in combination with Southill presentation 
attached) 
 
Tim C presented a detailed account of the process Southill Community Energy went through to 
develop their solar farm. He provided details on the financing, community engagement and 
community/ environmental benefit.  
 
During the presentation comments were raised in the chat function that Southill is a solar farm and 
we are talking about wind. In a conversation following the presentation AM outlined that DEC were 
asked previously to provide some examples of the community energy model and that’s why Tim C 
was invited to share. AM again directed the group to the West Mill Wind farm website and YouTube 
video for a good community wind example. Concerns were raised again about the potential impacts 
of a wind project. AM explained again that the purpose of this session isn’t so much to discuss a 
particular scheme but, to provide information about the community energy model and how it could 
benefit your community. It was asked why the Clayworks site had been chosen. This is covered 
within the previously provided Feasibility Study summary document, but was also summarised by AP 
in Agenda item 4 (see below). 
 
4. Brief overview of the vision for a community owned wind farm - Als Parker (Devon Energy 
Collective CIC) (please read in combination DEC presentation, 5 – 8 attached) 
 
AP explained that the Lee Moor area has been identified because it has a grid connection and good 
wind resource. AP explained that other people/ developers will look to the area. It is an opportunity 
for the community and DEC are trying to support a conversation on what you could do. Maybe the 
community don’t want anything at all. But if you do, we can help you. 
 
New solar projects may need to be curtailed because there is a lot of solar power in Devon so on a 
sunny day there might not be capacity for more. This could lead to switching off generation at times, 
and therefore hitting the bottom line of any project.  
 
AP reminded the group that wind projects will not get through the planning system without 
community support. A wind scheme will not happen here unless your community want it. That could 
change, so now might be a good time to consider it. 
 
DEC identified the site for these reasons and gained the RCEF money to see if a community wind 
project here could be technically and financially viable. The main outcome of the study was that it 
told us that a windfarm could be technically and financially viable here. It also showed that if one 



  

was built it would contribute significantly to Devon’s net zero targets and give a significant boost to 
the local economy. The RCEF budget was spent on paying several consultants to carry out the 
various studies involved. 
 
AP showed another illustration presenting a 6-turbine project. This illustration showed a layout with 
all turbines at least 1km from any homes. Again, it is just illustrative, but shows another example of 
what the community could own and benefit from. You could look at a much smaller project, and of 
course none at all. 
 
Jake Burnyeat (Communities for Renewables) (please read in combination DEC presentation, slide 9 
attached) 
 
JB gave a financial illustration of a 4 x 5M turbines scheme in the area. It could initially generate 
£500,000 per year for the community after operating and financing costs. Once finance costs are 
paid off, over lifetime of project surplus income for the community could be £45 million.  
 
The biggest risk is not the cost of building, but the risk investment (circ. £1 million to get it through 
planning). 
 
In response to lots of comments in the chat and a few questions JB reiterated that there is no wind 
farm proposal here – all we’ve done is to see what might be possible. JB stressed that it will only 
happen here if you want it. This is what we need to talk about next – do you want to pursue this 
idea? He also explained that if you would like a community owned project here it would be governed 
by local people and set up to benefit local people. The income would come from generating the 
energy and selling it back to the grid. 
 
CT asked if we have approached the council?3  
 
5. Introduction to Local Energy Planning - Dan Stone (Centre for Sustainable Energy, CSE) (please 
read in combination with presentation attached) 
 
DS reiterated AP saying that currently planning applications for wind turbines will only be granted if: 
 

- the area is identified in either a neighbourhood or local plan; or 
- there is clear evidence of local community support. 

 
He reiterated DECs message that the local community are in a really strong position to consider the 
opportunity. He reminded the group that they are not at threat. DS introduced this section by 
explaining that AP had suggested taking a step back. DS introduced a local energy planning 
programme. He outlined how this would enable the community to look at the wider options 
available. CSE could deliver a half-day workshop for 20-25 members of the community to explore the 
local landscape. The group would identify what areas they feel could be changed, and which 
couldn’t. The workshop would also introduce different forms of renewable energy that might be 
suitable in the area. The process would enable the community to stand back and understand the 
different trade-offs of different available options for community owned renewables generation. The 
group could then communicate its findings to the wider community for their feedback. 
 

 
3 This wasn’t answered in the meeting as me moved on to Agenda item 5. Yes, DEC have engaged with Devon County Council, South Hams 
District Council and Dartmoor National Park Authority – they all know about the idea for a community owned wind farm and are 
interested to see if the community want to continue to explore the idea. 



  

LP applauded this approach and expressed that she wished we had started with this workshop idea. 
DS said that DEC were trying to be proactive in taking a detailed look at the area with the RCEF 
funding.4 DS reminded the group that DEC are not a commercial developer, but rather a community 
organisation that wants to see you benefit from the net zero transition. All profits from anything that 
might go ahead would go back into your community. £500,000 surplus a year – what could your 
community do with that kind of money? Are there people in your community with cold drafty 
homes? Could you do something about that? 
 
Ross F raised concern about the impact of a scheme on property prices. DS responded explaining 
that this process is all about considering these concerns and reminded the group that a project will 
only go ahead if the community wants it. 
 
Tina C expressed frustration with the process and explained that the group are investing time 
because some are passionate about the topic and some are worried about the impact a wind project 
might have on their homes. She asked if we could start that conversation on whether it is a priority 
for the group and who is going to lead the initiative? She questioned why the process was started 
without approaching the community5 and expressed that she felt like the £40k was wasted6. She 
requested that we start agreeing some next steps. Requested no more slides, rather a conversation.  
 
6. Does the group want to progress the idea of the project?  
 
AM reiterated that we are presenting an opportunity and not doing anything to anyone as some 
have implied. DEC are here tonight to try and move some suggestions along. DEC took away from 
the last meeting two suggestions 7 
 
1. provide more info about community energy models; and 
2. provide more information about local neighbourhood planning process.  
 
DECs suggestion is that we engage in the process that DS has presented. AM asked again would you 
like us to organise a workshop to start the process of developing a boarder local energy plan? And if 
so, would you like DEC to help you? If so, we can seek some resources to make that happen. If not, 
DEC will leave your lives. 
 
There was then a long discussion that moved about covering a number of different topics: 
 
Wider Community involvement:  
 
CT said that we’ve got to get more people involved. We asked DEC to bring illustrations of different 
projects which you have done but they were based on solar. Its wind farms people want to know 
about. Need workshops so public are involved and to get them interested in the benefits. 
 
Tina C said that if we are going to try something we need to start again with the stakeholder group 
and make sure landowners were involved. She said that her biggest concern was who will be leading 
this initiative in partnership with DEC? Who has got the appetite and energy to do that? Can we get 

 
4 The RCEF funding also allowed SDCE to engage with all three local parish councils, local MP, South Hams District Council, Devon County 
Council, Dartmoor National Park and the Commoners Association from day one of the study to get their thoughts on the idea.  It was 
always made clear that the Feasibility Study was the start of an idea. Unfortunately, DEC did not have funding or resources for the 
workshop process. 
5 DEC started conversations with all three parish councils at the outset of the feasibility study – DEC felt this was the most courteous place 
to start but have not had the resource to fully engage with the wider community. 
6 Hugely valuable information for the community is contained within the Feasibility Study. It will be useful to the energy planning process. 
7 See 1. Welcome at start of minutes 



  

the funding? Can we get enough ambassadors to champion this? We need something to consult on 
first? 
 
BS said that most people here in this meeting are interested in climate change and the state of our 
world. Some people here don’t like the idea of a wind farm, some do. BS said he was in total 
agreement with the idea of having a local energy workshop. Funding from district councillors may be 
available to pay for the workshop. BS hoped that the group would support the local energy planning 
suggestion. 
 
There was a discussion about representation at the workshops. AD said that the group had to be a 
cross section of people from the community so everybody can be represented. LP concurred that 
this group is very small and there are people that don’t know this is going on. Younger people that 
need to be involved, more so than any of us and have their say. LP expressed support for the energy 
planning process. Tina C said it would be great to get representatives from the community from all 
parishes - its about a community conversation to see where it goes and if there are any viable 
options we want to consider. 
 
Workshop detail:  
 
The group had questions about time and cost of a workshop. AM said we will find out more and if 
there is appetite in the room we will try and gain some budget to cover it. Ross F said that Tom at 
Village Hall would give the space for free. 

 
Land ownership:  
 
AP talked about the complexities discovered as part of the feasibility study and that one of the 
landowners was thinking about putting a turbine on some of their land anyway, and in that instance 
if the community could own that turbine it would be a benefit to the community. She stressed that 
the community is not under threat as they couldn’t do it anyway without community support. 
 
Unanswered questions related to the Feasibility Study: 
 
Ross F expressed again that he felt he still hadn’t had answers to questions related to the potential 
impact of a wind farm on their lives. Tina C then explained that we will be starting again and looking 
at the wider picture of considering the climate question concern, and as a community exploring if 
there is a viable community energy option. If there is, which option would get the most support from 
the community? That may or may not be the turbines. She expressed that she felt there was little to 
loose by going through the process ensuring we involve all the right stakeholders. Tina C stated 
support for what BS is recommending, if we think it is good use of funds. 
 
Decision on workshops 
 
CT asked for show of hands to the question ‘do we want to go ahead and have these workshops 
organised?’. There was a full consensus that the group proceed with workshops.  
 
Agreed Actions: 
 

- Group agreed to move forward with organising a local energy planning workshop; 
- DEC agreed to find out more about the workshop timings and cost; 
- SDCE to talk to BS about potential funding available; 
- Tina C, LP and SL volunteered to help with developing the scope of the workshops; 



  

- TG agreed to contact Tom at Lee Moor Village Hall as the requested location; 
- Tina C asked if the group could agree on email what representation the group should aim 

for; and 
- CT said he’d try and write an article in the magazine. 

 
7. A.O.B NA 
 
8. Close 
 
CT thanked speakers for their time, DEC for all the work they are doing and the group for their 
contributions. He summarised that there were mixed feelings tonight, but we have decided that we 
will go ahead with some local energy workshops to see what people want. Tina C also thanked AM 
and expressed that she looked forward to the next step. 
 
 
 
 
 
 


