
































Ambçr Hill Peri¡h Gounct'l

For the UR€ENT Atter¡tion of:
The Rt Hon GregCla*
tepartment of Bu¡iness, Enerry arrd lndustr¡al Strategy
3 Whitehall Place
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CIE€C tontect Keith Welford
Itlationa I f nfrastn¡cture Consents
emal l : keith.rrrrelford@decc,gsl.gov. uk

RE: Ecotricity Heckington Fen Wind Farm Variatia¡r of Consent ref:4ü38p0199S1.

*ear Sec retary sf State,

Further Representation by Amber Hill Parlsh Council - Full Objection

As previously stated in our lettcrtc yourdepartment'on 26e February zSX€, Amber Hill
Parish fuuncil represent the wlnerable local cornrnunity srttich comprises cf residents living
in scattered properties in rnainþthe iforth E¡st and East direction of the consented
Heckington wind fann, This letter was in the form of a Þlolding Objection in which we also

advised you that:

Ðespite beíng ane of the cfosest pørirå es wl¡ìcÍt w¡lt hC subject to the prapensíly to receíve

tI* full spætrum al a$ wînd turbîna noisr mmfssions, espetloîty thryg wlfü ehtraite*stícs of
Anplítude Madulatlan and tow frequenq and audible ûaise, dwtnwíod of all 22 tutþines çt
Í,25¡n tø blsde tip, thraughsut the entfre planning prorcss, we lrølve nü. åcen ødeçtaæty
corcultd"

Arnber Hi{l End ttte adloining parisk af Hallond Fen çre iocated xíthîn the furaugh üf Eastsn

Ðirtríct Cauncil ond yet our Amtiø. þIil* Farish fuund ry aløng ú¡ftú tf¡e Eostor¡ Waugh
€øuncll baundary runs adjace$t te the rwrth east bûu.ndary sf t te wirú farm.

Furthermore rive stated thåt:

Our iocalÅciion 6roup have appointed a highll qualified wind turbine noíse expert,lohn V

Yalland MA ÞPh¡l(0r{CIn} M*nstP FlËT AMA5A MIOA, to futly âssess the s.ubmitted variatiôrt

noise iinpact ässessment, in view of th€ Broposal to increase the rotor diamster of the
turþ?ne b{ades v¡rirtluçr noisêfiom 9&ntú 1&3n. Hls fnltial appra}sal has advised tEËC, in a

fefter seftt Õn the L0 February 2CI16 that.: 'lçonsider it v*ry prababte that thë p{opasÊd

vçriøtlon, if wnsented, wpuld ccs*se neíghbaurs úf the wi*d farr* ta st$er írztolervble ievels

øf EAMJ

The Fariçh Councit nsw wish to inform yreu, that given the sþifieant cðncerns arising frorn

Ðr Yelland'.s initial appraisal and ttre substantiál srídence that has rince ernerged whilst

co*ducting his forensic assessrnent in preparation of hîç full report, the Parish Council

resolved and agreed to províde eollabor¡tirre fundlng in support sf the commissionlng of
this report on behatf of affected residerits r¡rkhin our Farhh and the local communities.
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Arnber Hlll Parich Councll

the monitoring eqr.ripm€nt on or near their residences, h now app€ars that these differ frorn
the data record¡ submitted by the applicant Ecrtr¡c¡ty, within thein subrn¡tted noise iffipðçt
åsssssmênt.

in additian to this it ís now apparent that at each of these six background noíse survey
locatio*s, Dr Yelland's appraisal of the nnise irnpact assessment ídentif¡es significant
coË€Êrns and non cornpliances whieh taken ln the raund, causes Amber Hilf Pa¡ish Ccuneil

serisus ctncerns and to tegitimately raise the question, as to whether th€ wind farm would
sr couhl he safely operated within the aperational noíse co*ditions, as set out with¡n the
planning ctnsênt for the consented wind farm,. let a{cne the proprsed variatisn turbine
ronfigur*ticn, witl¡ the increased length of the turbine blades.

It is the Farish Council's carefully cor'rsidened viaw, that in orderto protect sur fscal
residents fram exçesslvc non-complÍant lntn¡¡ive noise Impacts¡ that the wlnd frrn ¡hot¡ld
therefore nst be construrted| e\¡€¡¡ as currantlv comented.

As the reprrt confirrns that the wind farrn's operationaf r.roise levels would be non -

cornpliant. this by its very nature wosld potenti*lly harm the health of our local residepts
who live closer to the site, by subjecting them to excegsive intrusive noise, partieularly noise

identifi'ed as Ëxcelsive Amplitude Modulation and Low Frequency Noise, which would
assuradly laad nct only to numerous nofse cornplaints f¡sm the affecled residents, but
also to legal challengÊs as to the legitinnacy of its original consent. The rapcrt at Pare 4"3.2,

citgs axistingcaüse of csncem at CûttÐn Farm, Fullahrsok and Kessingland wind farms,
where theve have aiready been nurnerous complaints.

T?re Farish Cuuncil ís also ã'{wârê that our Constituency MP Mett Wa*nån, ¿nd the
neighbouring MP Stephe* PhillTps QÇ have sent â joint letter tû you expressing their joint
coñcerïs having considered Ër Yelland's rsBrrt, calling for rornpliant background noise

rnonitoringto be undertaken joîntly by an independent acôustÍcian, {as set out in the¡r
letter) and Dr Yelland-

Amber Hill Parish Council likewise support this course of action.

We await ysur rsspËnse tc çur legitimate, r¡r¡ell found*d and signtficant cönc€m$.

Yours sincerelv

Chris Stephensön

dhairrnan, Amþer l{ilT Farish Coi¡ncil

c c : ¡x a¡,t. :"vl¡¡r¡ta¡:r =mr*gp q: I ! * r x * r¡ f . at
n: ie haef . l¡rgcltEs@bost*¡'r.g*v. uk

g.lÍ¿q þg&¿g!gq!Tìeg iqsig n.qçy. ul
Ccnt¿ct Det*ils: CI*rh:
Joa¡: Barnes,

Email:
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5OUTH KYAAE PARTSH COUNCTL
Feter Ayre, DMA, MILGA - Clerk to the Council.

Oteseo,nct

the Rt Hon GregClarkMP
Secretary of State
Department of Business, Energy & lndustrial Strategy

3 WhitehallFlac¿
LONDON

SWl 2AlrV
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F
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zt^st July 1016.

Contact: Mr Keith Wetford@decc.gsi.gsv.uk

Cas€ Ma nage r, I'l ation¡l I nfrastructr,¡re Consents.

Dear Sscretary of State,

Re: HEffitúGTOll FEil OilStIORE WruD FARM - ECOIRICIW VARIAT¡ON APPtlCAilOî¡.

My councit r¡r¡ishes ta refer you to rny letter of Sl January 2tt6 vrrt!¡ch confìnned lls objestion'tø any.
vqriotion of ths a<istíng pldnning ænsent', fegardingthe radar mitÍgatTon scter.ne cs*diticn in place and
rnatters relating to the cqnstruction of the wind krm, The Council rlso expressed its conserns about the
propoaed irlcreäsê in the blade ru¡tsr dlarneter, wttich it considered will çÈusâ incre¡sed noiss and
v$bratfor, abng with unacceptab{e landscape, and ornithological impacts. (For ease of referenee pleåsê s€Ê

the att¡ched cqpyof the letter),

The Coundl is elsû mindful aî 'ïhe &avemmertt't commîtment ta Læslisfit' , and that consenting the
varî¿tisn wot¡ld undermine the planning condttlons cansidered at the Fublic lnguiry held in 20f.2, as

specified within the consent grarrted byThe S€crêtáry of $tate in Febiuary 20tr3, in accordance wtth the
aÞpolnted lnspecæy's recomrnendatíon.

The Parísh Co¡¡ncil is now avrare that the saçqnd round af consuffation initiated by ÐECC as outlined in a

letter frorn Keith Welfiorrd dated 19 January 2916 to North Kesteven District Council, (NKDCI was in
respense ts csncerns that the local carnrnunities had nat had sufficlent or adeguate oppor"tunity to be
inforrned sr consider the rrarlation applicatian, particularly in view of the Written MinisterialStatement by
the SecrÊtery of State Department of Communhies & Local Government dated 18 June 2016, as stated:

"ln úeterminíng the Varldtian Aqplicstia{l, the Seøetary øf Sta|æ will høve regard ta any relevdnt reprcsentøtions
rtreîved íncluding th:æe frarr. the lacal csmmunfi. Tlte Ðepartment of {øinrnanítíes, and Læøl ãavemn'lent Written
Støfernent af 18 tune 2t75 regardíng wtshare wínd hþhligÉ¡t¡ tåe *ed to consîdelr and arld¡ess re[etñnt plønni&g

r,rlnce/$s rdised hy laeal æepte as itprovídeg t*at *follawing æ*suttation, k rsn be denonstratd tlwt ahe ptønnìng

ímpæts ídentified hy dfþcted IæaÍ communities have fuen futty addressed ønd therefore the propsrlit has tkeir

ff*tår 
"r 

r*k views an h,*w the cøncerns rcixd în tlre respnses ta tke ftrst cons;ultatîan hwe heen aúdressed. ln
por€ícular, we invite thp Ðevtrlo¡ser tø respætd ta the specifw colr,eerrls rahed by Linaalnshîr* €ounty Cauneil and local
pea$e. We sko lnvite any furtt*r caffi$tefifsfr,wn thæ persøns who responded ta the firstca*sult*tîon ut the
V*riatîan Applîeatia* and ønybdy else who møy wÍsh to coûmênt ón ¡t.
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tf note is the NKÐC response in its letter of 10 February 2016 :-

"Ihe Cout cíl wautd urge tfic Secretory of State fo tske on bærd a!! reBrese*tøtíans made by tlæ læøl ranrnuniry and
have regørd ta thetr strength af feeling and appasition to the scheme',"

My Councif í* pleased that its legitimate concerns will now be consídered and urg€s you to take fult
account of these, especially as during the plannfng esnst¡ltation period the local comnnunitiçc werå ädvised
by representatives of Ecotricity; recorded in the Officer's Report to trlKÐC Planning Comrnittee dated lO
January 201? that¡

"tühen the wínd ferm was first propased în 2OA9 we 6lerc eontocted by Ecotrici{ Linited. We arranged o pubtîc
meetíng End Ûua af theír seníar mënsge*rent gnve û pîesentcrtion tkë ¡th septefiber àaog at lleckÌngton viildgê
ttall. Å* thís rweting a large number af *orîshiøners a&ended and expressed theír cancerns. The representatives ofn5catrkþ' were very condíd ín the respons* and the generral opinion wøs rûc¡ *rcsf firp re agaínst the proposø;" At
this meetingt*Q were tald tM a Pørislz Cot¡rcíl ewld have no infiuence t* thefinal deeisiøn which woutg be made hy
€entral Gwernment wíthaut consr¡fta8øn The Farísh tauneíl"s vieç¡s would nãtever- be considered".

"At the Anna{{l Parísh Meeting the najority af south Kyrae residenfs H¡ere Nrat in fawur of the Wínd Farm, A
subseqtnnt meeting with Ecotrtcity díd nothíng ta erlse resìdents coftÊerns, índf?f,ú, mady felt that their îonc was
gûtronísing çnd cnndesceúing. Whcn a resident çt Amber *lill qwstioried th. n*rrpony irg:srdíng tl,æ.effects qf the
develagnent an their autisfrc son. a less tåon helpful reply was teceived..:huÍld a nawd,! This ímplias tlwttlre
comlsny îs meraly curryíng ottt s token tsrsultstian and tlw apínions' øl the rpsndents corrËs na twlgl* oi apa"

Since rny previous letter, ttre local communities in response to this second round af ænsultations forrRed
en Âctitrn GrouO who epBointed and comrnissùrrçd a higftly qualtfied wr:nd turbine noise expert, John V yelland
MA DPh¡UrO¡ron| l*instF FIET AMASA fvlloA, to fulþ assex the subrnttted variat*¡n noise impact
asseåsnì€nt, in vÍ.ew of the proposa¡ to subctarrtiålly íncrease the rqlor diameter- sf thc turhine blades frorn
ttra 82æ offirqftv$pçËr.ûêd by &olridtVto t0*nrr-

An inÍtial appraisal of the wínd turbine Noise lmpact Assessment {NlA} submitted by Ecotricþ in support of
theír varÍation planniog ¡ppl¡ôãtiôn, ciu¡såd Þr Yelland to write to ÐËCC, on the l0 Febn¡ary 2916 in'ârh¡ch
he ctatçd that:

at cansider it very prabable t*øt the propared wriotian, if mnsenÞd, would c¿¡use røtghbøurs af the wíad fann to
su{þr intalemblc levels of EAM.'

My Council wishes to ¡nforiî you, that given the sígnificant concerns arising from Dr Yellandts initlal
appraisal end the substantial evtdence thet hås since emerged whilst conducting his forenqic asses.çment in
preparation of hfs f.ufl repçrtf it resolved and agreed to prov{de call¡borative lun*ing eloigsidc tfre
aeíghbotrring Parish Coqncils of HeckingÊsn ¡nd Ambar hllll in supprrrt ryf the cornmissioning üf this report,
on bchalf of rffectcd rcsidants within the Parish ¡nd tha wider local communitþs"

South l(yne Farish Council has now had thc spportunity to carefulty considerthe full rapcrtos findinp,
along with Ðr lèllarrd's final eonelusions which are deeply eoncarningi

We now notê th¡lt tr yeií¡nci concÍueics in Pares 8.1.7 - 9.1.9 brt¡rw:
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8.1.7 6luan fåat tåe wind farn design had, by tlæ apptícan{s own caîcu{atîons,líttJe ar nø *hàadrcOm' Åt øtty

surveyed raceptots the inevítøbþ c¿ûsrqü€ncê a! rcctilying the e¡von I hove foand ineútably demanstrstesfrrct ttle
crrryilkon{s wind farm design is mt mnptûantwrtñ FISU ar dre IOAGre,

This reveals that even the original w$nd fann ¿-onsented, n6w app€ars tp have been non-compliant from
the outset Þf'th.e submissisn of the planning rpplitation to lrlorth Kesteven and DECI in July 201X. The
ln¡pectsr ln hls decision letter also stated ¡t Par¡ 288 that:

*The predictio*s af nalse lmmíssion to tfte reç€ptaß around tåe site ore such tåot r ls erçect¿d th¿t tfie
noise lirniß recømm¿nded in 6I5U-ß-97 wautú be camfartøbty meL I ñave Ro russoo ta doubt tttdt,' '

It is clearfmm this, thet thê lnspector accepted and ralied upon the Noís.e lmpact Asseçsment, {NlAl as did
the Secrata-ry of State in giving consent far the wind farm, although it has now been reveeled that thi¡ was
b*sed sn informaticn and dat¿ the report considçrs to be significantly f,awed, on cþcer øxarninatian by Ðr
Yelland. Thera was no other apprai¡al sf thfs important assessment by any fiher pðrt¡es dirringthe
planning prÊ,cess or at the inquiry, as tlris was accepted on face value to be ccrr-'ect.

The local esrnrnunities at that tirne simply did not have the rüsourcests initi¡te an appralsal independently
of both the applieant Ecotrici,ty sr North Kesteven Distríst Cruncí|. lnde¿d'a Csuncitlor reprës€nting rny-
Parish Councii raiscd concerns at the inquiry regarding adverse noise impacts, @ Para 179-181 in the
fnspestpls report and recornrnendation, but these wër€ not giv,en eny,r,rcight in preference forthe f.llA
submitted by the applicant.

Þr Ydlandb conclusions ¿lso statc:

t.1.8 fhe øpplícstlt, by propæing ø *ind lørm wtth añ ínstdlled @r greøter tfrçt, 5A MW, *as ahtr" to cirtqmvent
læøl ryËiøt W removtttgtttd decirrgn ftwt fual to æntral goven1mefit, st a time whentfie ref¿vunt gouernn€fit
derrørtnarrt, DECC, M greaf entlrusíasm fw wind fdrms Att t?te untkntanlf rng of the¡r põtentløl impacl*s wt wlttd

farn nefghfuun. *lwlng'heen asswed by ttß &velopr on the on¿ hq*d that täere wauld be no adversc lmpacæ

lral¡n the prapwl and q$ llw oth¿r hand ttíaÈ abi¿etîaa was frtíle æ thc decb,Q¡n wøs o preúeterrnïned farmqlity, in
parikular lîcckîngtan Parish Ca.ntil, Soutfi r(yme îarísh toancil dnd Amber Hitî Psrístt Countit fek thr¡t theír cçnce¡ns

rould cørry líttte wtight in tTw &cisíçn ma}ring prûcess. Lxal ræider¡ts likwÍse alsø regÍstered theír ccncgrrns.

9.1.9..",.... Iåccfic¡*tsñtkffiftooanúfacefltIúW,I¿lû{oite66*lw,*lfutúfiølin.ft¡5rrüyqtrorËrtdrût
tlùÊ orþitlrc e**at çæ gsfuicd ht spfre al ø úelacdva ndcc fmpo* asrcJinrcrt' lf øñuaed de uN þnt
lrudd haw ørúuc*d ttof* wet în ?rccst øl gvcnvnu* llmlæ, ,l ìütG vwîûfan applløtlon fiet\e ta üe qqûsffifad

tlrc r¡øirc c*re¡¡ trurtld b clrcn grætËr

We also note that ÞrYelland stetes:

9.t3 There ûpgears to *¡e to fu a cøntl'tt* of ínterests when stsndards a*d guidanee íntendtd to prattü wind farrn
neíghbanrc frgãínst anfficeptatile ne,FP-Icw&,are authared bytl,nse*køt*rln u*t,t€m fo qrrrrf wind energy

develape rs æekî ng plø nn íng co¡rsents.

9.[3 tt ts ø[sa quite exhaordínary that in the present case the autharc ha'r* føítr*d to conpty wfthïúrf ir fargfu theír
own guidanæ

The report ¡lso highlißfits that the methodology used throughout the bac*ground noise surveye was not
ce¡nplier¡t with planning guidance and that local resfdents hosting noise monítÕrlng equipm€nt hðÞ

l
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submitted wrÌtten statenrcnts to your departmant, givìng their ¡æounts of the placing of moniìoring
equipment on, or nesr their rpsid*nces, which sub*¡ntially differ frorn the data records submtttad by the
ap plica nt Ecotricþ within their .[u ly 2011 N lA"

ln rdditÍon to this ¡t ¡s now rpprruntthat at a¡ch sf thcse six baek¡round noiss sun¡ey lcertbns, Dr
Yalland's appralsal of ttre noise impact assêssñrent ldcntifias si¡niffeant cotìcernÉ and non ømpliances
which trksn in the round, causes þuth Kvme Parish Councilserlot¡s cône€rns rnd a raal lack of ænfid¿nce
thtt thÇ wind farm wou{d or could be safely operatcd wlthin the operational noise conditions, set out
vr¡ithln the planning cûns€nt for th¿ c¡¡nçented wind f*m, lct ¡lonc tfta propoced v*riatûen turbine
coñf¡ßurätion, with the inreasrd length of ttre turbin¿ bladeg.

W-a stress that thc Prstcctior¡ af our resldents is of pararnoalt importanee to us ¡nd rvlll'seek to enjure
thrt evo¡y 66çrt is madc by NK0C to enforcc ¡ny breaches of th¿s* r¡oise Egndftøns, 

",rei 
¡f ** ".d"ril"is refused and Ecotrlci* ara rblç to oÞÇfãte the wind farm as conscnted, drspite the exkting noise

conditions being sat on thc b¡sis of wh¡t has norv bçen rer¡e¡led ¡¡ f,awed aad þrsed on norrcmpliant
daæ"

Furthcrmore as the rcport eonfirms thãt tl€ wind fartr's operational noí,se lcvets r¡çould be rp*.complÍant,
this by its very naturÊ rrluuld potont¡ally hqnü thc hcatth of our loc*l resldànts who lir¡e closer b the site,
by subjcctíngtham to excessive intrusir¡e noise, parthularly noise identifiad as Excessir¡e Amplitude
Modulation and Low Frequenoy f,loisc, uñieh.n¡or¡ld assuredly lead not onlyto numËrou$nois: complalnts
from the affected residentr, but also ùo leg¿l ehallenges as te the legitimacy of its origín¡l ¡o¡s¿nt. The
report at Para ¿1,3ì2, cites existing cause of concem at Cotton Farrn, Fullabrook and Kessingland wind
farms, n4rore there h¿ve afready heen nt¡merous cornplaints.

Th.e Farish Council is *lso ilrrrarê that ot¡r Con¡titueûclq ÉlP Staphen Philfips QC, ¡nd ?åc neiglrbouriry Mp
ür!ü Uñr,ñ¡rnn hffi cênt ¡ içint latte*,to thc pravbus Secrctnry of Stxe Amber Rudd erySn¡ thê¡r idfit
conccrrus and having considered Dr Yelland's rcport, are calling for æmplirnt badgrourd noise monitorilg
to ba qnd€rtåften þintly by rn'ir$çpcndsnt rcoustician, (es s¡t o t in tlteir ietter att¡chedl and Dr Yelhnd.

South Kymc Parísh Council fikewise supports this call by the loc¡l MP's"

My Council would be grateô¡l if you would carefully consider this subrnû¡sion in the light of these rdditional
legitirnate q¡nçerns and confirrn that it therefore cannÞt back the vari¿tion rpplication for these
substantive reasons-

Yours sjncèraly.

PeterAr¡e -
Clcrk to thc Councll

¡ttachcd: South Kyrne PC fctter ts DECC d|tcd 31-01-18. Joint MP'r letter to SoS Anbcr Rudd dated t4..06-16.
oc Steptrcn.Phillíps,rnp$parlianr¿nt.uk

cc cllrJulir-H¿rrbontn-kectevcn.guv. uk

cc: ma.rk-wilüets8n*c¡twcn.gov.ut

Chairman:

Cllr ãric Langley

webs¡te:

parishes @lineolnsft ire.gov.uldsouthfryt¡e
Vice Ch¿irman:

Cllr Miclty tlark

4



SwlN Es¡IEAD PARISH COI'N€IL

PARISH OFFICE

3wíneshead Pre-Schcol Centre
North End

Swíne¡head
PE?0 3rZ

PHCIÍ{É:07899 74û}75
EMAI¿.: sr*inesheadpc@gmail.ccrn

Il/EtSlTE: wwr-pa rishes.lïncalnshire.gov-uk,/swi neshead

reftlT-:rlÌfãfll++ lisi5 \:i

I I Å{fi llt

C}IAIRMAN:
ctERr*

Councillor D Hutson
Mrs Ann Fïetcher

fr
t¡

8.8.16

Frr the URCENT a&enrion of:
Thc.Rt Hon fireg Cl*rk,
Seersiary ü-r^StatÊ fi:r Busin,aqs; Energy and tndwFial Straregy.
Department of Energry ¿und Clim¡,tc Charrge,
3 Whitehall Place-
LONDON
sw lA,2A\¡r

ûËCC Ccntaci Keith Weltbrd
:riational lnfrasructure Consents

kett!- w*li'ord t¿}decc ; ss i. sr:v" uk

Ðcar Secrel¡ry of Ståie,

v

You¡s sineer:elp

Á*n f letcher,
ehrk to Srryineshead Parish Councii

I have been ã$ked 1o Ìvrite nn you on behalf of Swineshead Pmish Council. The Pa¡ish Cr,rr,u,cil trave
pas.sed å reñCIlutioû todal' ta st¡pport the request frrr a compliant, fully indcpendent noise monitcning
assessne[* ând r€P$rf. The.&aws in ths original n.oise impact assessrnEnt rep,ort pointed out by Dr
Yelland rausri the Pa¡ish Council Ê:rcat conceü]-

Ûur constitnçs!'üy IlfP, þ{at¿ 'ù'annan, ánd the neíghbouring þfP, Sæphen phittips eC, bave sent a
joint letter expressing their coneern and also calling tlrr a conapliani hackground n<lise æpart by ao
independelrt acoustician"

The Parish Council lully support this cor-nse of aution and lorrlc forward iû your n:sponse in due
cöurse.



t


	4038_R0935 VoC FI Parish Council Letters
	4038_R0935 VoC FI Parish Council Letters
	Heckington Fen Variation Amber Hill PC
	Heckington Fen Variation South KYme PC

	Heckington Fen Variation Swineshead PC

