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Council — 15 October 2026 — Decision List

4. | East Cambridgeshire
\ .V District Council

Item | Report | Item Issue Decision Action by
No. Ref.
1. |- Public Question To answer questions from | One public question was received and responded to as | -
Time members of the public detailed at the end of the Decision List.
2. |- Apologies for To receive apologies for No Apologies were received. -
Absence absence from Members
3. |- Declarations of To receive Declarations of | Clir Mark Goldsack declared a personal interest in -
Interest Interest from councillors agenda item 7a, Local Government Reorganisation, as
he worked for a consultancy that had advised other
local authorities, outside Cambridgeshire, on the Local
Government Reorganisation process. Clir Goldsack
remained in the Chamber, participated in the debate
and voted.
Clir Charlotte Cane declared an interest in agenda item
7b, Vattenfall Proposals: Chatteris Wind Farm at Mepal
and Redmere Wind Farm at Shippea Hill, as an unpaid
director of Reach Community Solar Farm and as the
MP quoted in the Motion who the Leader would be
asked to write to. Clir Cane left the Chamber, did not
participate in the debate and did not vote.
4. - Minutes — 16 July | To agree the minutes of It was resolved: Democratic
2026 flhel rr;%ezténgs held on 16 That the minutes of the meeting held on 16 July 2026 Services
uly be agreed as a correct record.
5 1- Chair’'s Announcement of items of | The Chair thanked staff for setting the meeting up on -
Announcements interest the ground floor, as the lift was not working. In the
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Item | Report | Item Issue Decision Action by
No. Ref.
absence of microphones, she asked Members to
speak loudly and clearly.
- Petitions To receive any petitions There were no petitions for Council to receive. -
- Notice of Motions | The following Motions were
under Procedure received and considered:
Rule 10
Local Government Deputy Chief
Reorganisation (LGR) This Motion was passed Executive
Text of motion at the
end of the Decision
List
Proposer: Clir Anna Bailey
Seconder: Clir Julia Huffer
Vattenfall Proposals: Director
Chatteris Wind Farm at This Motion was passed Community
Mepal and Redmere Wind
Farm at Shippea Hill
Text of motion at the
end of the Decision
List
Proposer: Clir Anna Bailey
Seconder: Clir Julia Huffer
Discontinue Use of Chief
Pesticides on ECDC This Motion was withdrawn Executive
Playgrounds
8. |- To answer To receive questions from | One question was received from CliIr Christine Colbert | -
questions from Members of Council. and the response was given as detailed at the end of
Members. the Decision List.
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Item | Report | Item Issue Decision Action by
No. Ref.
9. | AB84 | Schedule of Items | To consider a It was resolved:
Recommended recommendation from the (a) That the annual review of the LCTRS be Director
from Committees Flnanc_e and Assets approved and that the Scheme for 2027/28 Finance
and Other Member | Committee to approve the remain unchanged
Bodies Local Tax Reduction '
Scheme 2027/28 and a (b) That the Audit Committee Annual Report 2025/26
recommendation from the be approved.
Audit Committee to
approve its Annual Report
2025/26
10] AB85 | Appointment of To consider the It was resolved: Director
Lay Member to appointment of the Lay Toa . Finance
. . . pprove the appointment of Dr Stuart Green as the
Audit Committee | Member to the Audit Lay Member to the Audit Committee for the 2026/27
Committee for 2026/27 Municipal Year
11/ AB86 | Planning — To invite Council to It was resolved: Director
Implementing the | consider an overview of . o Legal &
National Scheme | Government reforms to the (@) -Il\-lce)ltli\:)%t:I tg(e:hr:r?]ilrsfr%eer;;sg:trilil:g from the Monitoring
of Delegation Planning Committee which ) Officer and
introduce a new National (b) To Approve the Nominated Persons as set out in | Strategic
Scheme of Delegation paragraph 18 of the report. Planning &
coming into force on 31 (c) To Authorise the Strategic Planning & Development
October 2026 Development Management Manager, in Management
consultation with the Chair of Planning Manager

(d)
(e)

Committee, to create and implement a Gateway
Test Protocol based on paragraphs 19-28 of the
report.

To Approve the Call-in Form provided in
Appendix 1.

To Approve the changes to the Constitution
provided in Appendix 2.
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Item | Report | Item Issue Decision Action by
No. Ref.
(f)  Authorise the Strategic Planning & Development
Management Manager and the Monitoring Officer
to amend the Guidance for Members on Planning
in Part 5 of the Constiution; and
(g) To Authorise the Monitoring Officer and/or
Deputy Monitoring Officer to make changes to
the Constitution to implement 2e above.
12] AB87 | Constitution To review the proposed It was resolved: Director
Update — amendments to the To approve the proposed amendments to the Legal &
Amendment Constitution Constitution as set out in paragraph 3 of the report. Monitoring
Officer
13| AB88 | Parks & Open To consider the future It was resolved: Director
Spaces and Ely service delivery model for | (a) To Approve a 10-year contract, including a Legal &
Markets Service Parks (Grounds licence to occupy the Depot, Littleport, to ECSS Monitoring
Delivery Model Maintenance) & Open for the delivery of Parks & Open Spaces Officer

Spaces and Ely Markets

(e)

(Grounds Maintenance) Service commencing on
1 April 2027;

To Approve a 10-year contract to ECSS for the
delivery of Ely Markets Service commencing on 1
April 2027;

To Approve a 10-year lease to ECSS for Ely
Market Place with year 1 cost of £39,000
(increasing annually with RPI);

To Approve changes to the ECSS Shareholder
Agreement (with effect from 1 April 2027) as set
out in Appendix 1.

Approve changes to the ECTC Shareholder
Agreement (with effect from 1 April 2027) as set
out in Appendix 2, and
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Item | Report | Item Issue Decision Action by
No. Ref.
(f)  Authorise the Director Legal & Monitoring Officer
to complete the legal documentation to
implement the decisions of 2.1 to 2.6 above.
14| - Cambridgeshire To receive the It was resolved: Democratic
and Peterborough | Cambridgeshire and To note the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Services and
Combined Peterborough Combined Combined Authority update reports for the months of Elections
Authority Update Authority update reports. July, August and September. Manager
Reports

1. Public Question Time

Question received from Sasha Delon

“Given the vital importance of financial transparency, value for money, and supporting local employment, and noting that external
contractors are frequently engaged across council departments without always being offered to the public as Fixed-Term or
permanent positions, will the Council explain the formal justification process required before engaging contractors rather than
recruiting publicly, detail how expiring contractor agreements are evaluated for public advertisement, and commit to producing and
publishing an annual summary detailing contractor usage, total expenditure, and the status of roles transitioned to open public
recruitment?”

Response from Clir Alan Sharp, Finance and Assets Committee

“The Council uses agency workers and contractors only where there is a clear, time-limited operational need, such as maintaining
services while recruiting, providing short-term cover or securing specialist skills. Engagements must be supported by a business
need, budget and appropriate management, financial and procurement approval. Since 1 January 2026, 35 positions have been
publicly advertised across East Cambridgeshire District Council, East Cambs Trading Company and East Cambs Street Scene,
while 21 agency contracts have been used, mostly as temporary cover during recruitment. Expiring arrangements are reviewed for
continuing need and value for money, with ongoing roles normally considered for open recruitment.”

. Notice of Motion

a) Local Government Reorganisation (LGR)
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This Council notes that:

East Cambridgeshire District Council has consistently opposed the imposition of Local Government Reorganisation (LGR),
believing residents are best served by strong local councils that know their communities.

Despite this, the Council engaged fully and in good faith, contributing significant officer time, evidence and expertise to the
LGR process.

East Cambridgeshire has a proud record as a small council that delivers high-quality services, remains financially resilient
and continues to innovate. It is one of only two councils nationally with no external borrowing, has frozen its share of Council
Tax for 13 years, and has protected services without making cuts.

The Council continues to provide free car parking, free garden waste collections, and comprehensive face-to-face customer
services that include practical, in-person support around the prevention of homelessness, debt advice, and help for
vulnerable residents.

The Council has used its highly successful trading company innovatively to deliver housing, including affordable housing, and
to support community-led schemes such as Community Land Trusts. Since its inception, the company has returned
£6.2million to the Council, showing that East Cambridgeshire can be both commercially minded and rooted in local need.
Our mantra of being “Commercial with Community” is at its heart.

The LGR regional survey evidence found East Cambridgeshire consistently had the highest service satisfaction, strongest
sense of community belonging and highest perceived value for Council Tax among the authorities compared in
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough.

This Council believes that:

The LGR process has been rushed and poorly managed, creating unnecessary uncertainty for residents, businesses,
organisations, staff and councils. This reinforces the need for the Government to explain and evidence why reorganisation is
necessary before proceeding.

There is little evidence that larger authorities automatically deliver better services, lower costs or stronger accountability. The
Government should therefore consider whether collaboration, service-level devolution and district-led delivery could achieve
its objectives without the disruption of structural reorganisation.

East Cambridgeshire District Council’s record demonstrates that a smaller authority can deliver services at low cost, maintain
financial discipline, innovate, achieve high resident satisfaction and keep services close to local people. This provides a
strong basis for testing whether appropriate upper-tier responsibilities could also be delivered through a locally based model.
Developments elsewhere show that LGR is not a necessary building block for devolution. Norfolk and Suffolk are continuing
towards mayoral strategic arrangements and mayoral elections even though LGR in those areas has been withdrawn and is
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under review. Cambridgeshire and Peterborough already has a strategic mayoral authority, so the Government should
explain why disruptive structural reorganisation is still considered necessary here.

e For these reasons, the Council remains opposed to the abolition of East Cambridgeshire District Council and believes the
Government should justify its preferred approach, publish the evidence behind it and properly consider less disruptive
alternatives.

This Council resolves to:

Instruct the Leader to write to the Secretary of State to:

1. Express the Council’s disappointment with the conduct and outcome of the LGR process, and reaffirm that East
Cambridgeshire District Council does not support LGR;

2. Make clear that, although opposed to LGR, the Council engaged properly and in good faith to protect the interests of its
residents and backed Option B;

3. Ask the Secretary of State to explain why LGR is still considered necessary in Cambridgeshire and Peterborough when the
area already has a strategic mayoral authority;

4. Ask the Government to consider alternatives to structural reorganisation, including stronger collaboration, service-level
devolution and district-led delivery partnerships;

5. Request that East Cambridgeshire be considered as a pilot area for the devolution of appropriate upper-tier responsibilities,
including adult services delivered through a locally based, patch-level model;

6. Ask that the financial and service assumptions behind any preferred model are published so that residents and councils can
properly scrutinise them; and

7. Invite the Secretary of State and the Minister for Local Government to visit East Cambridgeshire to see how strong, cost-
effective local government can be delivered close to the people it serves.

Proposer: Clir Anna Bailey
Seconder: Clir Julia Huffer

b) Vattenfall Proposals: Chatteris Wind Farm at Mepal and Redmere Wind Farm at Shippea Hill

This Council notes that:

1. East Cambridgeshire District Council supports the generation of renewable and low-carbon energy and recognises the
importance of renewables to energy security.
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10.

East Cambridgeshire is already making a very substantial contribution to renewable energy generation. The Cambridgeshire
and Peterborough State of the Region Report records that East Cambridgeshire generated approximately 508,000 MWh of
renewable energy in 2022, representing 32% of all renewable energy generation across the Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough Combined Authority area — the largest contribution from any district.

East Cambridgeshire hosts numerous operational solar farms and other renewable energy infrastructure and has already
made a significant contribution of land to the generation of renewable electricity.

The Sunnica Energy Farm, a nationally significant solar and battery storage development of up to 500MW, has been granted
Development Consent, and the Kingsway Solar Farm developer has indicated its intention to bring forward a revised
application following the withdrawal of its previous application.

Vattenfall is now proposing two further nationally significant onshore wind farms in East Cambridgeshire:

o Chatteris Wind Farm at Mepal, a proposed development of approximately 2,471 acres (1,000 hectares), including up to
15 turbines with a maximum tip height of 220 metres and generating capacity of up to 126MW; and

o Redmere Wind Farm at Shippea Hill, a proposed development of approximately 5,881 acres (2,380 hectares), including
up to 32 turbines with a maximum tip height of 220 metres and generating capacity of up to 303MW

. Taken together, the two proposed wind farms cover site areas of approximately 8,352 acres (3,380 hectares), much of which

comprises highly productive agricultural land, including Grade 1 agricultural land - the highest classification of agricultural land
and a finite national resource.

The proposed turbines, at up to 220 metres high, would be more than three times the height of Ely Cathedral and would
represent a substantial and permanent change to the landscape of the Fens.

Both developments include proposals for Battery Energy Storage Systems and are proposed to connect to the National Grid at
Burwell, with associated grid infrastructure and underground cabling.

The proposed Chatteris development is located at Mepal close to the internationally important Ouse Washes, which is
designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest, Ramsar site, Special Protection Area and Special Area of Conservation.
The Ouse Washes is one of the largest remaining areas of lowland wet grassland and frequently flooded grazing marsh in
Britain and supports internationally important populations of wintering waterfowl and rare breeding waders.

The Redmere proposal is located to the north-east of Littleport at Shippea Hill and Redmere, in close proximity to RAF
Lakenheath and RAF Mildenhall, raising the need for full assessment of potential impacts on aviation, radar and defence
interests.
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11. Vattenfall proposes community benefits including construction employment, local contracts and annual community benefit
payments, but such benefits do not in themselves address the fundamental question of whether these are appropriate
locations for developments of this scale.

12. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) gives substantial weight to renewable and low-carbon energy development,
while the national consenting process means that small rural communities facing large-scale infrastructure projects do not
have the final decision-making role over whether such developments proceed.

13. As Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects, the applications will ultimately be determined by the Secretary of State for
Energy Security and Net Zero through the Development Consent Order process, rather than by East Cambridgeshire District
Council as the Local Planning Authority.

This Council believes that:
14. East Cambridgeshire is already contributing significantly to the UK's renewable energy provision and should not be regarded
as an unlimited location for further large-scale energy infrastructure.

15. Tackling climate change and protecting food security are not mutually exclusive objectives. The growth of renewable energy
must take account of the importance of protecting the country's most productive agricultural land.

16. The concentration of further major energy infrastructure on Grade 1 agricultural land in East Cambridgeshire raises serious
concerns about food security, landscape character, biodiversity, cumulative environmental impacts and the long-term
sustainability of land use.

17. The scale of the two proposed wind farms, their proximity to internationally and nationally protected sites and habitats, their
cumulative impact with existing and consented energy developments, and the proposed 220-metre turbine heights require
particularly rigorous scrutiny.

18. Community benefits and financial payments should not be allowed to determine the acceptability of developments which may
have significant and long-lasting impacts on agriculture, landscape, biodiversity and local communities.
This Council resolves to:

19. Oppose the proposals for Chatteris and Redmere Wind Farms, on the information available, on the grounds that the scale and
concentration of development would place an unacceptable additional burden on Grade 1 agricultural land and the
communities and environment of East Cambridgeshire.

20. Instruct the Leader to write to Vattenfall to ask them to reconsider their proposals and to investigate alternative locations and
configurations which would eliminate the impact on Grade 1 agricultural land.
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Ensure that East Cambridgeshire District Council makes robust and evidence-based representations throughout the
Development Consent Order process, including on:

« the loss and impact on Grade 1 agricultural land and food production

« the cumulative impact of renewable energy developments already operating, consented or proposed in East
Cambridgeshire

landscape and visual impact, including the scale of 220-metre turbines

impacts on the Ouse Washes and other protected habitats and species

flood risk, drainage and water management

biodiversity and the effectiveness of proposed mitigation

construction traffic and impacts on local roads

the proposed grid connection and associated infrastructure

Battery Energy Storage System technology and safety

aviation, radar and defence considerations, particularly in relation to RAF Lakenheath and RAF Mildenhall, and
impacts on local communities and the cumulative effects of the developments taken together with other major infrastructure
proposals

Work with affected Parish and Town Councils and relevant neighbouring authorities to ensure that local concerns and
cumulative impacts are fully represented during the DCO process.

Instruct the Leader to write to the Secretary of State for Energy Security and Net Zero setting out this Council's opposition to
the proposals on the information available and requesting that the concerns of East Cambridgeshire regarding Grade 1
agricultural land, food security, cumulative development and environmental impact are fully considered when the applications
are determined.

Instruct the Leader to write to the Shadow Secretary of State for Energy Security and Net Zero setting out the Council's
position and requesting support for the protection of Grade 1 agricultural land when determining the appropriate locations for
major renewable energy infrastructure.

Instruct the Leader to write to Charlotte Cane MP, Member of Parliament for Ely and East Cambridgeshire, asking her to raise
these concerns directly with Ministers, to raise questions on the floor of the House of Commons concerning the proposed
developments and their impact on Grade 1 agricultural land and food security, and to oppose the Chatteris (Mepal) and
Redmere (Shippea Hill) proposals.

Request that officers prepare an East Cambridgeshire position statement on each proposed development, informed by the
evidence submitted through the DCO process, and bring this to Members as appropriate so that the Council's position can be
maintained and strengthened as the proposals develop.
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27. Make clear that East Cambridgeshire has already done its part, and continues to do so, in supporting the generation of
renewable energy, and that the Council's objection is based on the principle that renewable energy schemes must only be
delivered in a way which also protects food security, the environment and the communities which host that infrastructure.

Proposer: Clir Anna Bailey
Seconder: Clir Julia Huffer

To Answer Questions from Members

Question from Clir Christine Colbert to the Leader of the Council
“Last week | attended a screening of the interesting and important People’s Emergency Briefing film.
Can the Leader of the Council confirm that a screening will be arranged for viewing by all ECDC staff and members?”

Response from Clir Anna Bailey, Leader of the Council

“We recognise that the People’s Emergency Briefing film raises important issues about our changing climate and the impact on
nature. What we are proposing to do is to make staff and members aware of opportunities to view the film so that individuals can
decide whether they wish to attend and book a place directly. In that vein a screening is scheduled to take place in Burwell on 28
October and will include a facilitated discussion. Further information and booking details are available through the National
Emergency Briefing screening information and the link to this website will be provided to staff and Members.”
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