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Thank you,

My family and I live near the application site.  We will be amongst the most adversely affected 

locally by this proposal.  

In January 2018, you were provided with a copy of objections by Pro Vision on our behalf, 

including the letter to senior Officers.  These concerns remain valid, despite the amended 

plans submitted in March.

We have already had to endure proposals for substantial expansion of the Lovedean sub-

station and the creation of a solar farm.  There are also imminent proposals by Aquind to 

establish a new electricity transfer facility on a 9 hectare site with buildings up to 22 metres 

high.  The Council is currently considering the EIA scoping request.

This is all concentrated, large-scale major industrial development in the countryside and is 

very close to the National Park and local people.

We are especially disappointed that the Officer report was been written before all 

relevant consultation was completed.  It cannot have been a fair, impartial or complete 

assessment of the proposal.  The recommendation to grant planning permission was 

premature and disingenuous to local people.  

There are actually 15 separate letters of objection and not 11 as stated in the report.  And 

there were also four further letters submitted in response to amended plans.  

The application is not ‘valid’.  The red line of the application site has been contrived to 

less than 1 hectare.  The fact that the applicant has amended the Red Line is not mentioned 

in the Report, and the committee report before you does not even show the new red line – 

amended to include access to the site.  

Officers have allowed the applicant to avoid submitting a flood risk assessment, a transport 

statement, and a lighting assessment.  There are also inconstancies between the reports and 

plans submitted making it unclear as to what is actually being considered by the Council.  

Is landscaping part of this development?  If it is, then why is it not in the red line?
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The application should have been subject to EIA.  The energy storage facility is clearly 

intended to operate at 50MW capacity, not 49.95 claimed by the applicant.  

The applicant and Officers failed to take into account the cumulative impact of the expansion 

of the Lovedean sub-station and the planned development by Aquind.  

Officers did not take into account comments from the Environment Agency nor realise that 

the site is next to a SINC and a SSSI.  

Officers should have screened that EIA was required for this development, which 

is of a significant scale in the countryside.

This is a speculative and opportunistic proposal for major development in the 

countryside.  There is no support or endorsement by any energy generation body or 

operator.  

There is no evidential basis for the Officer advice to Members that there is a ‘genuine and 

proven need’ for the development.  Critically Officer’s have not evaluated or challenged the 

case made by the applicant.  It has been accepted at ‘face value’.    


