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BRECKLAND COUNCIL 
 
At a Meeting of the 
 
SNETTERTON CIRCUIT LIAISON GROUP 
 
Held on Thursday, 27 May 2010 at 10.00 am in 
Pit  Lane Suite, Snetterton Circuit 
 

PRESENT  
Mr S. Askew 
Mr P.D. Claussen 
Mr J.P. Cowen 
Mrs D. Foster 
Mr J. Hopper 
 
 

Mr P. Lotarius 
Mrs R. Middleton 
Mrs D. Overton 
Mr J. Palmer 
Mrs B. Waters 
Mr C.D. Wright 
 

In Attendance  
Anita Brennan - Assistant Director - Environmental Health & 

Housing 
Sheila Cresswell - Committee Officer 
Diana Dring 
Ruth Ellerby 
Andrew Grimley 
Nick Moys 

- Committee Officer 
- Senior Environmental Health Officer 
- Principal Environmental Health Officer 
- Principal Planning Officer (Major Projects) 

 
 Action By 

 

1/10 REPORT OF THE LAST MEETING (AGENDA ITEM 1)   

  

 Mr P. Claussen took the Chair. 
 
Having welcomed everyone, the Chairman apologised for the fact 
that there had been such a long gap since the last meeting and 
explained that this had been due to ongoing legal discussions. 
 
The Minutes of the last meeting, held on 14 May 2009, were then 
agreed as a correct record. 
  

 

2/10 APOLOGIES (AGENDA ITEM 2)   

  

 There were no apologies for absence.     
 

 

3/10 PLANNING ISSUES (AGENDA ITEM 3)   

  

 The Principal Planning Officer (Major Projects) (PPOMP) gave an 
update on the Local Development Framework (LDF) and its impact 
on Council planning policies.   
 
The Examination in Public had been held, and, after Government 
Inspection stage, the Core Strategy had been approved and 
adopted by full Council.   
 
As a result of this and the Site Specifics exercise, Snetterton had 
been identified as a strategic employment location.   Also, a 
significant application had passed through the Development Control 
panel recently concerning the redevelopment and revitalisation of 
the Snetterton Market.   
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As both Attleborough and Snetterton Heath had been identified as 
areas to be covered by an Area Action Plan, there would be a six 
week consultation period over the summer to enable feedback on 
the various site proposals.   
 
A Member asked about the possible impact of the new Government 
and, specifically, whether the Regional Spatial Strategy would be 
overtaken or revised.  The PPOMP said that it was too soon to say 
whether or not there would be any impact on current regional policy.   
However he did not envisage any major changes to the Breckland 
Core Strategy Policy at this stage.  This was very much a ‘living’ 
document, with Snetterton Heath still considered as a suitable 
location for employment development.    
 
It was acknowledged that there was a degree of nervousness 
among the local population due to the element of uncertainty about 
the future, with rumours about plastic recycling and grain 
drying/processing plants, etc.   
 
Officers were very conscious of noise concerns and issues, not only 
from the track itself but also from potential new developments in the 
immediate vicinity.   They gave assurances that there would 
continue to be close cooperation between all relevant departments.  
They would keep a close eye on, for example, the building materials 
to be used and the possibility of noise bounce etc.  Tree planting 
would also be considered as a means of helping to absorb noise.   
Noise monitoring would continue, though they noted that the Bund 
had already made some difference in this respect.   
  

4/10 PROGRESS WITH THE EARTH BUND (AGENDA ITEM 4)   

  

 Jamie Hopper confirmed that the Bund had been completed in 
February 2010.   It now stood at its full height and length in terms of 
the agreed planning conditions.   Some landscaping had been 
started, and he confirmed that more trees would be planted during 
the autumn. 
  

 

5/10 NOISE MONITORING AT THE CIRCUIT (AGENDA ITEM 5)   

  

 The Principal Environmental Health Officer (PEHO) reported that the 
Council had undertaken noise monitoring during the summer of 
2009, including leaving monitors in situ in a variety of locations in 
the local community.   The average reading was between 41 and 57 
decibels, and it was noted that circuit noise was not significantly 
greater than local birdsong, industrial noise or passing traffic etc.   
Whilst some of this monitoring had been undertaken before the 
Bund had been completed, it would nonetheless prove a useful 
record in terms of future noise monitoring. 
 
The PEHO added that it was not the Council’s intention to publish 
any statistics at this point, not least because these would need 
specialist interpretation.   As no significant noise problems had been 
identified, he felt that there was no need to take any further action at 
this stage.     
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Mr P. Cowen congratulated the team on their work done so far.  He 
felt that this had been an extremely worthwhile and important 
exercise as there was now a formal record of noise levels before, 
and during, the building of the Bund. 
 
Group members agreed that there was a general sense that the 
Bund had already made a difference.   Much of the noise was more 
muffled.  There were no reports of noise having disturbed children at 
the local school either, though it was acknowledged that general 
topography would continue to play a part in terms of the ‘bounce’ 
effect.     
 
Speaking on behalf of Quidenham Parish Council, Mr Lotarius 
expressed thanks to Motor Sport Vision (MSV) for having built the 
Bund.     
 
Mrs Foster added that Snetterton Parish Council had received no 
complaints.  It was felt that the harshness of the noise had 
decreased and she also commented that the Bund was starting to 
look good too.   
 
Mrs Waters, on behalf of Attleborough Town Council, added that 
she was not aware that they had received any noise complaints 
about the track either.   
 
Mr S. Askew concurred, saying that he was aware of only one 
recent complaint.  He felt this was generally good news all round.   
 
In response, Jonathan Palmer said he was delighted to hear all this.  
MSV had faced great difficulty in completing the Bund, chiefly 
because the recession had meant that local raw materials became 
scarce.   They had therefore incurred significant costs and delays by 
having to source materials from further afield.  The Council had put 
MSV under considerable pressure to get the job completed and the 
company had spent over £300,000 to expedite the process.    In 
addition, there had been an impact on events and track days during 
this period, resulting in a considerable drop in revenue. 
 
Jamie Hopper added that they continued to keep local residents 
informed about forthcoming events, especially days which would be 
particularly noisy.  In this respect they had sent out 1,600 reminders 
in February/March.  Only 60 people had indicated a wish to continue 
receiving personal notifications of noisy days.   
 
Jonathan Palmer expressed relief that the Bund seemed to be 
effective.   Speaking frankly, he said that he had been feeling 
increasingly disillusioned about Snetterton.   MSV needed, and 
wanted, to get on with running the business.  However, over recent 
years there had been no appetite to develop and invest in the site.   
He appreciated that noise had been a real issue, both for the 
Council and local residents, however he hoped that the Noise 
Abatement and Noise Management Plans which were now in place 
would help resolve matters.   He added that both of these were 
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consistent with arrangements in place at Brands Hatch.  They were 
carefully conceived, sound, and well–structured documents, which 
should provide some stability and confidence for everyone.  At the 
end of the day, MSV were entitled to run their business and should 
not be under continual, sometimes almost insidious, pressure from a 
small minority of people.  
 
He also added that the local management team applied all 
stipulated limits with absolute integrity, and said that it would be 
appreciated if MSV could be recognised as professional operators, 
who kept their word and complied with all regulations.   
 
Other group members concurred with the latter comments: MSV had 
indeed done what had been asked of them.   Over the past 20 years 
there had been many new developments at the track, with different 
cars and events etc.   There may have been some understandable 
local nervousness, or even over-reaction, in terms of some of these 
changes and the need for local adjustment.  Planning conditions 
and noise control measures had also changed over the years, with 
many more constraints being imposed nowadays than formerly.   
 
It was pointed out that provided MSV continued to comply with the 
agreed conditions, they would now have a “Best Practical Means” 
defence against any local complaints. 
 
It was also felt that the volume and scope of future development 
planned for the area meant that it was likely that there would be 
many other things for people to focus on, rather than noise from the 
racing track. 
 
Overall, the group agreed that it was time to work positively together 
to try to diminish any sense of ‘let’s get MSV’.  They acknowledged 
that the Liaison Group had served a very useful purpose, saying 
that prior to its existence relations with the previous track owners 
had been “dire”.   However, with the Bund in place it was now time 
to draw a line and to look forward to a positive relationship with 
MSV.   
 
Speaking on behalf of the Environmental Health & Housing team, 
the Assistant Director said that they had dealt with the business end 
of disputes and complaints.   With the required noise enforcements 
and monitoring now in force, they also felt it was appropriate to have 
a new approach and direction in dealings with the company. 
 
The Chairman concurred, adding that continued open dialogue and 
transparency would be the key to maintaining and strengthening 
local relationships.  
 
Jonathan Palmer mentioned that at Brands Hatch and Oulton Park 
the company was well established, with high levels of local 
acceptance, mutual communication and cooperation.   There was no 
sense of feeling bullied or beleaguered by local communities.    
 
He acknowledged that the onus was clearly on MSV to maintain 
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standards and the level of trust at a local level.   Effective site 
management was clearly a key factor, along with, for example, the 
continued ability for Council staff to undertake spot checks and 
drive-bys, etc.   
  
Times had been tough but MSV had real ambitions for the 
Snetterton race track.   Local support would be vital in order to 
achieve the upgrading and investment which the company was keen 
to undertake here.   Bold steps would be needed. 
 
Speaking on behalf of the Council, Mr S. Askew welcomed the 
prospect of future investment into the area.    
 
Other group members reflected on how far the area had come over 
the past decade or so.   There had been much local frustration 
about the site, which had evolved into some embittered and 
embattled viewpoints.   It was also somewhat unfortunate that MSV 
had inherited problems from the previous incumbents.   
 
However, further investment from MSV should now be welcomed 
provided there was continued excellent communication about what 
was being planned; why; how it would be taken forward; and how it 
would benefit the local community.    
 
It was unanimously AGREED that the Snetterton Circuit Liaison 
Group be disbanded with immediate effect.    It would be replaced 
by meetings to be set up by local Parish Council representatives, to 
which relevant Council officers would be invited.   
 
The Chairman drew this item to a close by thanking Council officers 
for all their background work on this matter over the past years. 
  

6/10 LOCAL ISSUES (AGENDA ITEM 6)   

  

 Some of these had been covered during the previous discussion.   
However, there was a question about whether or not anything could 
be written in to the Noise Management Plan (NMP) to accommodate 
the Wilby church services which were held at 09.30 a.m. on one 
Sunday each month.   
 
Jonathan Palmer said that it would be difficult to guarantee this from 
a business point of view.   However he would aim to achieve a 
positive compromise by trying to adjust the timetable of events 
during scheduled church services, so that only Class 1 levels were 
running (i.e. the quietest activity level).  Jamie Hopper would 
continue to liaise closely with the Events Organisers on 
commercially operative days.   
 
Jonathan Palmer added that rather than have a formalised entry on 
to the NMP at this stage, he would be happy to have an appendix 
using words along the lines “.. would try to achieve”, and “..best 
endeavour..” in this regard.   This matter could then be reviewed 
after a few years and, if accepted, an appropriate form of words 
could then be adopted.   
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There was brief discussion about local frustrations with aerobatic 
flying in the area, especially when this happened on quiet track 
days.   However, it was acknowledged that unless aircraft 
registration details could be taken (enabling a report to be made to 
the Civil Aviation Authority), there was little that could be done about 
this, especially if the flights were in uncontrolled air space. 
  

7/10 DATE OF NEXT MEETING (AGENDA ITEM 7)   

  

 See Minute No. 5/10, where it was unanimously agreed that the 
Snetterton Circuit Liaison Group be disbanded with immediate 
effect.  It would be replaced by meetings to be set up by local Parish 
Council representatives, to which relevant Council officers would be 
invited.   
  

 

 
 
The meeting closed at 11.15 am.. 
 

CHAIRMAN 


	Minutes

