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Campaign to Protect Rural England 

The newsletter for Members of CPRE Shropshire  

All change for the Autumn edition 
 

The Autumn edition of this newsletter will be  
produced and sent digitally to all those Shropshire 

CPRE members who have provided us with an 
email address. Emailing digital versions of the 

newsletter not only saves us the increasing costs 
of postage, but also means we can print  

fewer copies and save money.  
Additionally it means you can receive the  

newsletter in full, glorious colour!  
 

More information inside. 
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Farewell to our logo 
 

As part of National Office’s major rebranding  
exercise we will be changing our CPRE logo  
shortly to tie in with the new national style.  

 
More information in the next newsletter. 
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T 
he countryside is under particular threat at the moment. The energy 'crisis' raises—

and will continue to raise—controversial arguments about renewables and their  

effect on the landscape, not only in the form of wind turbines and generators, but 

also by the means of power transmission, and this is the subject of Wind Turbine Wars on 

pages 4 and 5. 

      As you can see from the notice on the front page, we are looking at ways to use our 

limited resources better. If you are willing to receive our future newsletters by email (and 

print it yourselves if you wish) this will save a considerable amount in postage and printing 

costs. Please contact Sarah Jameson, our administrator (contact details on back page) if 

you (a) have an email address we may not know about and would like us to use, or (b)  

have an email address but would prefer to continue to receive the newsletters by post  

(if we do not hear from you, we will assume you are happy to receive the newsletter by 

email in future). 

      We hope you enjoy this issue. If you have any concerns or points you would like to 

make in regard to any of the articles, we would be very pleased to see them. 

 

Nigel Conner 

Newsletter Editor 

Shropshire Voice 

Editorial 

Contents 

 /tw9 {ƘǊƻǇǎƘƛǊŜ ǳǇ ŀƴŘ ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ΧΦ 

CPRE Shropshire has recently simplified, updated and revamped its website at 
www.cpreshropshire.org.uk and in addition we now have our own blog to keep you 
abreast of current developments. Follow the link on our website and join the debate! 
Twitter fans can also follow us @cpreshropshire or see our Twitter feed at  
http://twitter.com/cpreshropshire 

http://www.cpreshropshire.org.uk
http://twitter.com/cpreshropshire
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H 
edgerows are the vital stitching in the 

patchwork quilt of the English coun-

tryside—so says the new Little Rough 

Guide Around the Hedges leaflet, published by 

CPRE National Office last month.  

     Certainly, Shropshire is particularly rich in 

hedgerows, many of which (especially in the 

South of the county where I live) are laid and 

relaid over the years in the traditional manner  

to keep them tight, vigorous and stockproof.  

I was told by an old farmer neighbour of mine 

near Clun that the hedges shaped with a 

„roof‟ (rather than a flat) top are better at shed-

ding heavy snow in the winter months. He also 

talked rather disparagingly of the method used 

in neighbouring counties of weaving the top 

row of branches to form a tight plait—which he 

said didn‟t allow the hedge to breathe, although 

it does look attractive to the untutored eye! 
 

Wildlife sanctuaries 
 

As well as providing a barrier to livestock, 

healthy hedgerows support a surprising range 

of plants, animals and birds and provide wild-

life corridors for them in areas of intensive  

agriculture or urban development.  

      According to the RSPB, hedges may sup-

port up to 80% of our woodland birds, 50%  

of our mammals and 30% of our butterflies. 

Ditches and banks found at the base of many 

hedgerows provide habitats for frogs, toads, 

newts and reptiles. 

      Unfortunately, like so many aspects of  

rural life, hedgerows are under threat. In 1940, 

there was a comprehensive network of hedges 

across much of England. But between 1950 and 

the early 21st century tens of thousands of kilo-

metres of hedges were uprooted. Changes in 

some farming practices (for example, the need 

for larger fields and bigger field entrances for 

ever growing agricultural machinery) have 

been one of the main causes in hedgerow de-

cline, but roads and housing developments are 

other culprits. 
 

Hedgerows and planning 
 

Amazingly, hedgerows were not given formal 

protection until Hedgerows Regulations were 

introduced in 1997, following campaigning by 

CPRE, thus providing the first legal protection 

for important hedgerows. 

Help for our hedgerows 

A hedgerow is considered „important‟ in terms 

of planning if it is over 20 metres long, at least 

30 years old and home to a certain number of 

plants and animals. Its historical signficance 

and whether it contains features like a hedge 

bank, ditch or tree are also taken into account. 

      A hedge can only be protected by the 

Hedgerows Regulations if the owner puts in an 

application to remove it. The Local Authority 

may only refuse removal if the hedge is classed 

as important (garden hedgerows and those 

standing in the way of built development are 

exempt from the Regulations). 
 

How can I help my local hedges? 
 

                         Get hold of a copy of the little CPRE       

        Guide to Hedges (available from Sarah 

Jameson—contact details on back page),  

which has useful suggestions, ideas and links. 
 

         Keep an eye out for planning notices     

         near you for hedgerow removal and 

check the application details. We have had  

instances in Shropshire where landowners  

applying for hedge removal „failed‟ to notify 

planners that mature oak trees stood in the 

hedgeline. Luckily one of our members photo-

graphed the hedgerow, complete with trees, 

lodged an objection to the application and  

succeeded in getting it turned down. 
 

 If you are worried about the loss of local  

 hedgerows due to development, contact 

your local authority to check permission has 

been given. 
 

  It is worth asking your local authority to  

 save existing hedgerows from future de-

velopment. It can require developers to do this 

by attaching conditions to planning permission. 
 

Sarah Jameson 

A snaking Shropshire hedge 

More information: www.hedgelink.org.uk 

Shropshire Voice 
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Wind turbine wars  

 

  Energy demand is increasing, in spite  

of new technologies which are more 

efficient.  

  We need to reduce CO2 emissions. 

  Wind power is a „clean‟ technology 

option which does not have the serious 

long-term legacy of nuclear power. 

  Wind power is a viable option for  

remote areas of the country. 

  The UK is the windiest country in 

Europe. It is claimed that the country‟s 

energy needs could be met several 

times over by wind power alone. 

 

Some facts about wind power: 

  An average speed of 14 mph is required 

to convert wind energy into electricity. 

  UK wind power currently accounts for 

only 2.2 to 2.8% of our energy require-

ments. This compares with more than 

20% in some other European countries. 

  There are currently 3,300 wind turbines 

in the UK, with a collective capacity to 

produce 5,500 MW (sufficient to power 

around 3 million homes). 

  A 2.5 kW domestic turbine can  

generate 4,000 kWh per annum, offer-

ing income savings of about £1,300  

per annum (with fee-in tariffs). Capital 

costs vary from £2,000 to £15,000,  

depending on the mounting of the  

turbine. 

  Offshore sites offer significantly 

greater potential for wind generation 

than onshore sites, but also greater  

construction and maintenance costs.  

  Offshore wind turbines currently have 

generation capacity of 600 MW. The 

main sites are Blyth (commissioned 

2000), North Hayle (2003), Scroby 

Sands (2004), and Kent Flats (2005). 

   

   

   

ñI believe that (a) CPRE needs to recognise 

that future energy needs will have to be met, 

(b) CPRE should understand that those needs 

may be met by the building of a nuclear or  

fossil fuel-burning power station within 

Shropshire (which might also upset our  

members), and (c) that no government, and  

certainly not the energy companies, will take 

much notice if we do not present alternatives 

to what we object to. 

  

I think that to consume energy heavily but to 

oppose renewable energy provision in one's 

locality, preferring installations to go else-

where and/or ignoring future energy needs,  

is an attitude bordering on hypocrisy.ò 
 

Alan Braddock, CPRE Member (by email) 

  

 

W 
ind power, turbines and the infra-

structure needed to carry the result-

ing electricity from wind farms to 

substations and beyond has come under close 

scrutiny in Shropshire in the last few months 

with the National Grid‟s consultion on pylon 

routes across our county. 

      Wind turbines and wind farms have their 

devoted supporters and their passionate oppo-

nents. On the one hand, as a country, we need to 

address as a matter of urgency the power „gap‟ 

we face in the near future, where renewables, 

including wind energy, would seem to provide a 

viable part of the solution. On the other hand, 

the windier parts of the UK targeted by wind 

farm developers tend to be upland areas long 

prized for their beauty and remoteness—a qual-

ity so easily despoiled by the arrival of industrial 

sized turbines and associated infrastructure.  

      The threat of pylons marching across the 

Shropshire landscape, whichever „route‟ is  

chosen, is one that CPRE as an organisation has 

been actively resisting. 

 

In this issue, we have collected some views 

and facts and figuresðbut what do you 

think? How do we balance our future energy 

needs against our concern for our land-

scapes? Write, or email us your thoughts and 

ideas (contact details on back page) and we 

will print them in the next newsletter. 

Some arguments for wind power: 

Shropshire Voice 
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I 
n March this year, National Grid announced 

that it would shortly be holding public meet-

ings to present proposals for overhead trans-

mission lines through Shropshire. This caused an 

immediate outcry as the pylons and cables would 

traverse some of our county‟s finest landscapes. We 

do, of course, have power lines linking up to Iron-

bridge but in general these lie in the flat Shropshire 

plains to the east of the county.  

      The origin of National Grid‟s proposals lies 

across the border in Wales. In 2005, the Welsh  

Assembly Government issued a Technical Advice 

Note No 8 (TAN 8) on renewable energy. It identi-

fied Strategic Search Areas considered suitable for 

the location of wind turbines, several being on the 

uplands of Montgomeryshire. National Grid has a 

statutory duty to install transmission lines if called 

upon to do so. Since 2005, comparatively few wind 

farms have been built and the existing network has 

been sufficient to carry the load. 

      Windfarm developers have been quick to seize 

on the opportunities, particularly since they receive 

substantial subsidies through the Renewables Obli-

gation Scheme. There are now proposals for be-

tween 600 and 800 new turbines in Powys, and new 

transmission lines are needed to join them up. And 

they are much bigger than could have been foreseen 

in 2005. For example, one proposal is to cut down 

the Dyfnant forest to make way for 35 turbines up 

to 600 feet in height. 

      Power from this and other wind farms will be 

taken on 132,000 volt lines to a new substation in 

Wales. Scottish Power Energy Networks is respon-

sible for this and arranged consultation meetings on 

routes in Wales, parallel to National Grid‟s consul-

tation in England. Two possible sites for the substa-

tion have been suggested, one at Abermule,  

between Newtown and Welshpool, the other at 

Cefn Coch in the Cambrian mountains.  

      Power from the substation to the grid would be 

taken on 400,000 volt overhead lines, with pylons 

150 feet high. National Grid began with an 

“optioneering” exercise. This involved the study of 

all possible routes―north to link up with the line 

from Trawsfynydd and Anglesey, south towards 

Swansea and east through Shropshire. Unfortu-

nately for us, Shropshire was chosen for a variety 

of reasons and the public meetings were intended to 

assist in deciding between up to eight alternatives. 

One following the Rea Valley would impact on the 

Shropshire Hills AONB, but all would be harmful 

to the county‟s landscapes and to the tourist indus-

try which depends on them. 

      At first, the offer of alternatives was seen to  

be very divisive, with local communities arguing 

against the proposal which would have harmed 

them and preferring one elsewhere. Subsequently, 

all have united against the whole concept of pylons 

through Shropshire. It is recognised that wind  

energy is intermittent and inefficient, will never 

solve the United Kingdom‟s energy problems,  

still less mitigate global climate change, and in no 

way justifies the environmental damage it causes. 

      In Wales, wind farm proposals―or more accu-

rately the pylons needed to serve them―have had  

a similar effect. Local community councils which 

hitherto welcomed the idea, not least for the finan-

cial benefits offered by developers, have joined the 

increasingly vocal campaign against them and the 

TAN 8 policy. So have the Wildlife Trusts which 

previously were reluctant to object to wind farm 

applications. On May 24 over 1,500 people,  

including representatives from Shropshire groups, 

marched on the Senedd in Cardiff to protest, calling 

for a review of TAN 8 and a moratorium on further 

wind farms.  

      It seems unlikely that these objections will have 

much effect. The leader of the Welsh Assembly 

government, Cllr. Carwyn Jones, has made it clear 

that TAN 8 is there to stay and every effort will be 

made to meet Wales‟ targets for renewable energy; 

he has expressed a wish to raise the limit on appli-

cations to be determined by the Welsh government 

(rather than the England-based Infrastructure Plan-

ning commission) from 50 MW to 100 MW. Our 

own government in Westminster has been equally 

unhelpful. Although there are a considerable num-

ber of MPs who oppose wind energy, including our 

own, the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate 

Change, Chris Huhne, remains determined to push 

for wind as the easiest way to meet EU targets and 

resolve the United Kingdom‟s renewable supply 

problems. A judicial review is also under consid-

eration. 

      That being so, what about Shropshire? There 

are two possibilities. The first is that National Grid 

should be persuaded to look again at a link within 

Wales; this is after all a Welsh problem and Wales 

should find its own solution. Secondly, if the lines 

must come through Shropshire, then the cables 

must be laid underground. This may be more  

expensive but the difference is not as great as  

National Grid has previously suggested. As a pro-

portion of the total cost of wind energy proposals  

in Wales, the cost is insignificant, but for us it 

would go some way to keeping our countryside as 

we would wish to see it. 
 

 

Selby Martin  

The Welsh connection 

Shropshire Voice 
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A wake-up call to Members! 

I 
t is perhaps hard to imagine a less exciting 

topic than SAMDev (Site Allocations and 

Management of Development Document),  

yet it is in fact of utmost importance for the 

landscapes of Shropshire. 

 

The origin of SAMDev was explained in an  

earlier edition of our Shropshire Landscapes 

newsletter. It is the compilation by Shropshire 

Council of a list of areas deemed suitable  

for housing and employment development  

suggested by landowners and developers 

(SHLAA), put out for public consultation  

last June.  

 

SAMDev aroused much anxiety since no  

attempt was made to filter out sites protected 

by wildlife, landscape or other designations.  

 

Responses 
 

Around 4,000 responses to SAMDev were  

submitted, some supporting certain areas for 

housing, others opposing it. The final SAMDev 

document was due to come out this September. 

 

It was stated in the consultation that Shropshire 

Council would issue a Supplementary Planning 

Document in September 2011 protecting the 

county‟s landscape, biodiversity and historic 

features.  

 

On learning that this document was delayed 

until early 2012, CPRE Shropshire submitted  

a suggestion that the new allocations should  

be assessed using the former district plans‟  

   designations and policies. How ever,   

   we were told that the SAMDev was        

   also delayed and so we withdrew the  

   suggestion as it would have been  

   premature. 

 

   Timetable 
 

   The cabinet timetable for considering  

   SAMDev proposals is now as follows: 

 

October 19th 2011 

Hubs and Clusters, Housing growth numbers in 

towns, Underlying policies on managing devel-

opment 

 

December 14th 2011 

Preferred housing sites.  

 

Public consultation on all the above will begin 

in January 2012. 

 

To assess the content and tone of the 2010  

responses, we read through a sample batch 

from four Shropshire districts. A number  

reflected concerns over landscape and green 

spaces, but surprisingly only two were from 

CPRE members, hence the provocative  

heading to this article!  

 

We urge all CPRE Shropshire members to 

follow the process carefully to see how it will 

affect the area where you live - even if it now 

seems very tedious.  

 

A foretaste of what is in store can be seen by 

looking at the Cabinet Agenda on Shropshire 

Council's website up to a week before the dates 

of meetings given above. And then be prepared 

to respond to the consultation when it begins 

next year. 

 

 

Selby Martin 

 

More information: 

www.shropshire.gov.uk/planning  

 

View from Shelf Bank, Oswestry  

© Chris Brookes Photography 

Shropshire Voice 
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A 
significant proportion of all new  

house building in Shropshire is made  

up of what are mysteriously called 

“windfalls” 

 

What is a windfall? 

In general windfalls are dwellings built by  

individuals or small builders on land not  

pre-allocated for development by the local  

authority. 

 

How many windfalls are there? 

Averaged over the past 11 years, two-thirds  

of new dwellings in Shropshire were windfalls 

(69.6% against 30.4% on pre-allocated sites). 

Over the past 5 years the proportion of wind-

falls has increased to nearly three quarters of 

all new dwellings. 

 

Are windfalls taken into account by the  

local authority when planning for future  

development? 
No, and government advice to local authorities 

is “not to include an allowance unless there  

are justifiable local circumstances…” 

 

How many houses are required? 

Shropshire Council‟s draft Core Strategy  

projected 27,500 new dwellings would be  

built in its area between 2006 and 2026. Inward 

migration into Shropshire from urban areas 

would contribute to the demand, but is contrary 

to the Regional Spatial Strategy which views 

this as an unsustainable trend. Following the 

recent public enquiry, when CPRE challenged 

the figures, the Core Strategy has now settled 

on 1,390 new dwellings per annum from 2011 

to 2021, increasing to 1,530 per annum after 

that. 

 

How many houses have been built recently in 

Shropshire on allocated sites rather than as 

windfalls? 

In the past 11 years, an average of 358 dwellings 

per annum, with the highest number being 480 in 

2000/2001. These figures are much lower than  

projected figures in the Core Strategy. 

 

Do the projected housing figures make sense?   

Pre-allocated housing is a relatively small  

proportion of total new housing in  

Shropshire. We question whether it makes 

sense in the Core Strategy to set a target so far 

in excess of that achieved by planned housing 

in the past 11 years. What do you think? 

 

Roger Carlyle (edited) 

Windfalls in Shropshire 

 

Up on the Stiperstones  

O 
n 1 August, it was reported 

that the Heritage Lottery fund 

had allocated £18 million to 

protect and improve eleven areas of 

countryside in Britain. One of these is 

the Stiperstones and Corndon Hill. 

This is very good news.  

      The Shropshire Hills Area of Out-

standing Natural Beauty (AONB) and 

the Shropshire Wildlife Trust will be 

responsible for putting forward pro-

posals, and CPRE will be consulted  

on landscape issues.  

      It is to be hoped that the money  

will be spent on the ground and not in 

commissioning consultants to carry  

out surveys and reports. 

Good news for Stiperstones and Corndon Hill 
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CPRE Shropshire: Contacts 
 
 

Officers 
 

President 
Sarah Bury D.L. / sarah@millichope.com 

 

Vice President 
Selby Martin 

01743 343784 / selbymartin@btinternet.com 
 

Chairman (Vacancy) 
 

Vice Chairman (Vacancy) 
 

Membership Secretary/Administrator 
Sarah Jameson 

01547 528546 / admin@cpreshropshire.org.uk 
 

Honorary Treasurer (Vacancy) 
 

Web address: www.cpreshropshire.org.uk 
 

National Office 
The Campaign to Protect Rural England 
Registered Office 128 Southwark Street 

London, SE1 0SW 
Tel: 020 7981 2800 / Fax: 020 7981 2899 

Email: info@cpre.org.uk / www.cpre.org.uk 
 
 

CPRE Shropshire Districts 
 

Bridgnorth 
Stella & David Voysey 

01746 780356 / david.voysey@jacd.co.uk 
 

North Shropshire (Vacancy) 
 

Oswestry 
Mike Bullen  / hebullen@btinternet.com 

 

Shrewsbury and Atcham  
Roger Carlyle  / cye@cardeston.zx3.net 

 

South Shropshire 
Pam Farquhar  

pamela.farquhar@mypostoffice.co.uk 
 

Telford & Wrekin  (& Newsletter Editor) 
Nigel Conner  / 01952  592224 / 

nigel.conner@tiscali.co.uk 

Shropshire Voice 

Obituaries  

Janet Goose  
Janet was born in Birmingham in 1930, daughter of 

the headmaster of a Grammar School. When war 

broke out she was sent to Tasmania, along with her 

cousin. There she developed her love of the coun-

tryside which was to dominate her whole life. 

    In 1945, she returned to Birmingham and five 

years later married Denys and they moved to  

Chester where they both became involved in local 

environmental organisations including CPRE, 

Friends of the Earth and Chester Civic Society, 

campaigning to protect the city‟s Green Belt. Janet 

worked in the antiques business and was a curator at 

Chester Museum. In 1989, they moved to Shrews-

bury where Janet continued to campaign on envi-

ronmental issues, devoting much energy to CPRE. 

She was secretary of the Shrewsbury District Group 

for some years and a member of the County Execu-

tive Committee. For ten years she edited the Shrop-

shire CPRE newsletter bringing in fresh ideas while 

her own contributions reflected her vast knowledge 

of environmental matters and her passion to pursue 

them. As her husband put it: “Janet was a strong 

minded, passionate person, caring for people and 

the world they lived in, always helpful and caring 

for others, but determined to see that a voice was 

heard for the things she believed in.” 

(Selby Martin, with thanks to Denys Goose) 

Dr Alicia Symondson 
Alicia Lewis was born in 1914, before the First 

World War began; her life spanned an era which 

began with horse-drawn transport and is now the 

age of ipods and blackberries.  

      Alicia studied in Cambridge and was deter-

mined to become a doctor. When on a course at 

Ashridge College, Dr John Symondson saw her 

coming down the main stairs, dressed in a brown 

corduroy skirt and yellow jumper. He announced 

“thatôs the woman for me” and they duly were  

married in 1941. 

      Their subsequent life together revolved around 

their happy family, their medical practice and the 

many activities they did together. In 1946, the  

Symondson family arrived in Shropshire, having  

acquired the practice centred on Knockin Heath.  

      Apart from her home and working life, Alicia 

had a huge range of outside interests all of which 

she pursued rigorously. She was an active member 

of the WI, Mothers‟ Union and the local amateur 

dramatic society. For many years she went regu-

larly to Kinnerley School to help the children with 

reading. As a result of her interest and unbounded 

curiosity in the natural world she was an active 

member of various natural history, history and  

archaeology societies, as well as wildlife and  

landscape pressure groups.  

For many years she was a very able Chairman of the 

Oswestry Branch of the CPRE. After John‟s death, 

Alicia travelled the world, often on arduous jour-

neys to uncomfortable places, all overcome with  

a flourish and a story to tell. At the age of  92 she 

made a memorable trip to India. 

      How will I remember her? For her kindness  

to my family, for her compassion, her sense of  

humour, her wisdom and, above all, for her  

company; she was just very good fun to be with. 
 

 

Mike Bullen 

(the full obituary texts can be found on our website) 

mailto:info@cpre.org.uk
http://www.cpre.org.uk
mailto:nigel.conner@tiscali.co.uk

