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Planning Inspectorate 

By email 

22nd August 2025 

Contact: 

 (Clerk) 

clerk@cumnorparishcouncil.org.uk 

BOTLEY WEST SOLAR FARM (BWSF) REF: EN010147 

Cumnor Parish Council’s Comments on Submissions received at D3 -   
Consultation on proposed changes 

Introduction 

 

1. Of the 1,418ha of land for the three solar power stations proposed by PVDP, 81ha - 

comprising the whole of the applicant’s southern power station and the applicant’s 

southern part of cable routes between the central and southern power stations - is 

located in Cumnor Parish, which in turn sits within the administrative area of the Vale of 

White Horse District Council (VWHDC). 

 

2. This submission cover note, and its related document (pages 2-5), is copied by Cumnor 
Parish Council (CPC) to the ExA in addition to its submission to the applicant, as required.  

 
3. CPC’s decision to copy ExA into the consultation response reflects its experience with 

this consultation and prior consultations.   
 

This has resulted in it assessing that it has a zero to very low degree of confidence in the 
consultation process, and in the applicant’s ability to provide the ExA with a complete 
and accurate account of CPC’s response, which includes requests for more information, 
and for an updated LVIA and a noise envelope assessment be carried out in respect of 
Change 11. 

 
4. CPC’s response to the applicant can be found on pages 2-5, and the applicant’s letter to 

Council, received 9 days after the start of the Consultation, in Appendix 1. 
 

Cumnor Parish Council 

22nd August 2025 
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PVDP: info@botleywest.co.uk 

By email 

22nd August 2025 

Contact: 

 (Clerk) 

clerk@cumnorparishcouncil.org.uk 

BOTLEY WEST SOLAR FARM (BWSF) REF: EN010147 

Cumnor Parish Council’s response to the applicant’s consultation (23rd July 
2025-22nd August 2025) on proposed changes 

 

Cumnor Parish Council’s comments on the consultation process 

 
1. Your letter (Proposed changes to the Botley West Solar farm DCO Application) dated 

23rd July – the start date of the consultation - was sent by post (not by email as other 

communications) to the Cumnor Parish Council (CPC) PO Box, and was received at some 

point during Friday 1st August, 9 days after the start of the consultation period. 

 

2. Therefore, CPC was not in a position to consider the letter until Monday 4th August.  We 
can supply minutes of our 4th August meeting to confirm this should you so wish.  This 
was some 12 days after the start of the 30-day consultation. 

 
3. This alone is sufficient for CPC to believe that the consultation as described by you to 

ExA cannot meaningfully take place. 
 

4. CPC further doubts that this consultation can meaningfully take place without the 

photomontages etc. requested in Cumnor Parish Council’s Comments for Deadline 3 on 

responses to Examining Authority’s 1st written questions (ExQ1) being available. 

 
5. In addition, your 23/07 posted letter to CPC (Appendix 1) includes no details on how 

consultation responses will be assessed by you. 

 
6. Contrasting with the incomplete information provided by you are your repeated 

assertions (in EN010147-001239-Applicant's Change Request 2 Notification (Rev 0).pdf) 

that for all three of your proposed changes in this Parish:  
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'overall there is unlikely to be any new or materially different significant environmental 

effects’ 

These repeated assertions are unevidenced, a common theme. 

7. So, against a background of unsatisfactory prior consultations, CPC has assessed that it 

has a zero to very low degree of confidence in this new consultation and in your ability 

to provide the ExA with a complete and accurate account of this response.  

 

8. Given 7. above Cumnor Parish Council agreed at its 4th August meeting that it will also 
copy this consultation response to the ExA, so that there can be no doubt as to the 
nature and extent of this response. 

 

Cumnor Parish Council’s comments on the proposed change 3 

 

9. The proposed position of the main Project substation places it immediately adjacent to 

PRoW 184/30/40 and 184/29/10 and within a few metres of 184/30/20 (the Oxford 

Greenbelt Way).   

 

As such, and given its permanent, not ‘temporary’, nature it will irretrievably change the 

kinetic experience of walking those PRoW; the setting of Upper Whitley Farm (Grade II) 

(see also para 9 - ExA q1.6.29 - in EN010147-001336-Cumnor Parish Council - 

Comments on responses to the Examining Authority’s First Written Questions (ExQ1)); 

will be visible to recreational users of Farmoor Reservoir, and will be completely visible, 

with no possibility of mitigation given elevation changes, from Cumnor Neighbourhood 

Plan (CNP) Important Views 3, 7 and 31.  

 

In light of these facts and of para 6. above, CPC does not believe the applicant’s 

conclusion in respect of proposed change 3 (in EN010147-001239-Applicant's Change 

Request 2 Notification (Rev 0).pdf) that:  

 

'overall there is unlikely to be any new or materially different significant environmental 

effects compared to those already reported. ' 

 

Cumnor Parish Council’s comments on the proposed change 6 

 

10. The applicant’s proposed change of an additional 2.41ha of panels would place the panel 

arrays immediately adjacent to PRoW 184/22/20 to its south and west.    

 

The proposed immediately adjacent Red House Farm solar power station plans to install 

panels, fencing, CCTV etc. to the north and east of the same PRoW (see for example para 
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10 in CPC’s Written Representation - EN010147-000887-Cumnor Parish Council Written 

Representation Ref EN010147 30th May 2025). 

 

The cumulative impact, which the applicant has repeatedly failed to address (see for 

example para 2.2 of EN010147-001136-Cumnor Parish Council - Responses to 

Examining Authority’s First Written Questions (ExQ1) and para 10 of EN010147-000887- 

Cumnor Parish Council Written Representation Ref EN010147 30th May 2025), would 

be to create a canyon for the PRoW surrounded by industrial scale equipment, fencing 

and CCTV, in what is currently open Green Belt farmland. 

 

Given the applicant’s lack of attention to such details it’s disappointing, but not 

surprising, that the applicant has already concluded (in EN010147-001239-Applicant's 

Change Request 2 Notification (Rev 0).pdf) that: 

 

'it is unlikely that this change will lead to new or materially different likely significant 

environmental effects to those currently reported. ' 

 

As with the applicant’s judgement on proposed change 3, CPC does not believe this 

conclusion. 

 

Cumnor Parish Council’s comments on the proposed change 11 

 

11. The applicant’s July 2025 Explanatory Note for the Change Request1  lists on page 12 the 
following ‘approximate design parameters’ ‘On an indicative basis only at this stage’ for 
the proposed NGET substation: 
 
• Up to 3.8ha site area 
• 93.020m x 16.725m footprint of main GIS building 
• 14.495m height of main GIS building 
• Gas Insulated substation 
• 95 dB(A) sound power level 
• 105.020m x 10m footprint of adjoining building 
• 4.8m height of adjoining building 
 

Thus, the main building has grown from 76m x 31m by 14m high (REP1-014) to 93.020m 

x 16.725m by 14.495m high. 

 
In the UK, 95dbA, according to HMG2, is considered ‘above the permitted exposure level 
and requires hearing protection. Exposure to 95 dB(A) for 50 minutes is the equivalent of 
the maximum daily noise dose for unprotected ears’ 

 
1https://botleywest.co.uk/files/cto_layout/img/documents/072025changes/BWSF%20Change%20Request%20
2%20Explanatory%20Note%20July%202025%202.pdf 
2https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/67ee592ce9c76fa33048c706/JSP375_Vol1_Chap25_AnnexA.p
df 
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This would clearly transform the site, immediately adjacent to the Oxford Green Belt 
Way and other PRoW, into both a visual and noise site typical of a major industrial 
enterprise, with consequential impacts on humans and wildlife.  
 
And yet you have already concluded (in EN010147-001239-Applicant's Change Request 

2 Notification (Rev 0).pdf) that: 

 

‘it is considered that there are no new or materially different likely significant 
environmental effects that would arise a result of this change.’ 
 
CPC does not believe this statement to be true, and in light of the above requests that 
the relevant – and now outdated – LVIA be repeated, and that a noise envelope 
assessment also be undertaken, the results being overlaid with bat roosts and 
flightpaths to allow their disruption to be assessed. 
 

12.   End 

 

 

Cumnor Parish Council 

22nd August 2025 
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Appendix 1 
 

Applicant’s letter to Council, dated 23rd July, received 9 days after the start of the 
Consultation. 

 

 

 












