


I do agree this was our mistake but the 
procedure for the first time lay person to 
navigate is somewhat confusing and 
surprisingly time sensitive, especially as 
the period was leading up to Christmas and 
the deadline just after the Christmas 
period. So unfortunately the comments we 
left were condensed and concise.  We feel 
the full facts of our situation need to be 
with the Examining Authority. 
  
We reside at  and it is 
home to ourselves and our six horses, two 
pot-bellied x kuni kuni pigs, two boar goats, 
rescued battery hens and our rescued 
husky x german shepherd. 
Our horses consist of two veterans (both 
well into their thirties and enjoying a 
peaceful retirement), our daughter’s two 
event ponies (whom she competes 
affiliated at British Eventing), our 
grandchildren’s pony and my own horse. 
  



Our facilities include a stable block and 
tack room, feed room, riding arena, 
individual post and rail paddocks, housing 
for both goats and pigs and chicken runs for 
the hens and cockerel. 
  
We have been in situ for thirteen years.  The 
property and location was chosen with the 
horses welfare in mind, to provide a safe 
and secure environment for them and 
ourselves.  
We have put in place all equestrian 
facilities. 
  
The construction and post construction  of 
solar arrays and sub-station neighbouring 
our equestrian property will make our every 
day life and daily routine unsafe both for 
ourselves and our animals. 
This includes managing, riding, schooling, 
leading the horses in-hand to and from the 
paddocks to their stables and vice versa, 



visits by our vet (MRCVS), farrier (DipWCF) 
and coach (B.H.S.I.) 
All in all the safety of our every day  life 
would be seriously compromised. 
  
Construction noise and visual activity near 
horses can cause significant stress, as 
horses are instinctually prey animals that 
fear sudden loud noises and 
movements.  The unpredictability of 
construction equipment can trigger ‘flight’ 
responses, while the long term presence of 
such activity can lead to chronic stress, 
affecting their health and behaviour. 
  
Signs of construction related stress in 
horses 
  
Behavioural changes: increased anxiety, 
agitation and restlessness, such as pacing, 
pawing, box walking and in severe cases, 
dangerous behaviour like bolting or rearing. 
  



Physical signs: high pulse and respiratory 
rates, excessive sweating, trembling, flared 
nostrils and in some cases, diarrhoea.  
  
Stereo  typical behaviours: increased 
evidence of vices like wind sucking, crib 
biting or weaving. 
  
Physical ailments:  unexplained weight 
loss, lethargy or the development of  Equine 
Gastric Ulcer Syndrome (EGUS) due to 
prolonged stress. 
  
Performance issues:  reluctance to work, 
poor ridden performance or acting  ‘shut 
down’ (apathy). 
  
Impact on well being 
  
Chronic stress:  long term exposure to 
noise pollution from machinery can impact 
their ability to rest, potentially leading to 
sleep deprivation. 



  
Injury risk: increased anxiety can lead to 
injuries from panic, such as running into 
fences. 
  
Reduced immunity:  constant stress can 
compromise the immune system, making 
them more susceptible to infection. 
  
Stress induced colic:  frequently triggered 
by environmental or routine changes, rather 
than organic disease. 
  
Prolonged stress can have severe health 
consequences. 
  
  
So we were extremely surprised and 
disappointed when we read the non-
statutory  report dated March 2025, which I 
believe would have accompanied the 
application EN010148 to the Planning 
Inspectorate. 



  
The said report has no mention of our 
concerns for our equines, which we gave 
both verbally and in writing at the meeting 
we attended, Monday 16th October 2023 at 
Thornesians RUFC, DN8 5BU.  We still do 
not know why our concerns were omitted 
from the consultation feedback. 
  
We did however receive a site visit from an 
RWE employee, namely an architect but 
had no follow up dialogue or 
correspondence. 
  
We have requested numerous times, 
including the very first meeting, an impact 
assessment regarding the impact on our 
horses which would trigger an impact upon 
ourselves that construction and post 
construction of both solar arrays and sub-
station would have. 
  



We were told this would not be possible 
and each request was refused without 
explanation. 
  
Yet in October 2025 Morgan and 
Morecambe Windfarms produced a 
comprehensive report for their application 
EN020028. 
  
MORGAN AND MORECAMBE WIND 
FARMS:  TRANSMISSION ASSETS 
Managing Construction Noise at Equestrian 
Receptors  Technical Note 
  
Deadline 6 
  
22 October 2025 
  
MRCNS-J3303-RPS-19251 
MOR001-FLO-CON-ENV-NOT-0105 
  
Document reference:  S_D6_9/F01 
  



The document was requested by the 
Examining Authority lead by David Cliff, 
supported by Jonathan Gorst, Richard 
Morgan and Maria Rokicka. 
  
This in depth report, I believe, is of 
significant importance when deciding the 
decisions of applications neighbouring 
equestrian receptors. 
  
As far as I am aware this is the only study 
published regarding equestrian receptors in 
the connection with the construction of 
solar farms/wind farms. 
  
I have spoken with the British Horse Society 
(BHS) and their guidelines are concerned 
only with bridlepaths and solar farm 
construction, no guidelines are in place for 
solar farm construction neighbouring 
equestrian properties. 
  





negative effect on our physical and mental 
well-being. 
  
Rural life is challenging and demanding at 
the best of times but the welfare of our 
horses and other animals remains of 
paramount importance at ALL times. 
  
We respectfully request that the Examining 
Authority commission an impact 
assessment such as the Morgan and 
Morecambe report. Due to the land 
surrounding  we would 
request that such a report also includes 
visual impact. 
The land is open, farmed agricultural land 
with very little screening and the riding 
arena, the stables and our property are 
raised giving even further visibility.  Any 
mitigation would prove to be very difficult 
due to the ‘nature of the beast’. 
  



We feel any evidence, documentary or 
otherwise, concerning equine/equestrian 
receptors should be published for use in 
future decision making.  These decisions 
are life changing for equestrians and their 
horses.  Surely the Morgan and Morecambe 
report has set a precedent for such reports 
to be considered in ongoing and future 
applications neighbouring equestrian 
receptors. 
  
The information provided by RWE is 
insufficient to ensure the safety of  our 
horses and ourselves. 
  
Surely the solar arrays and sub-station in 
question could have been incorporated in 
the initial design in a more considered way 
and perhaps after studies of such receptors 
had been undertaken. 
  
Please find attached e-mails and the 
Morgan and Morecambe ‘Managing 



construction noise at equestrian receptors 
technical note’ for your perusal giving 
further insight into the situation. 
 
As an additional point:-  
Could you please clarify on how this 
application is to proceed without the 
guarantee of connection to the grid and the 
unknown location of the connection. I 
notice it is now scheduled to connect to the 
national grid transmission network 
between 2031 and 2035. 
Reading the available correspondence 
between the EA, NGET and RWE regarding 
the connection there seems to be much 
uncertainty which is creating added 
confusion and worry for ourselves. 
  
Sharon Roslyn. 
Telephone  
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Martin Roslyn

From: Sharon Roslyn
Sent: 06 February 2026 09:57
To: Martin Roslyn
Subject: Fw: Proposed Solar Farm neighbouring  

 
 
Sent from Outlook for Android 

From: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 4, 2026 1:18:25 PM 
To: Sharon Roslyn @roslyns.co.uk> 
Cc: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Farm neighbouring   
  
Dear Mr and Mrs Roslyn, 
  
Thank you for your time on Wednesday 26 November. 
  
Regarding your request for clarification on points highlighted in your letter: 
  

1. Piling – to clarify the application includes flexibility for different types of piling, and we assess the 
worst-case scenario of these when carrying out noise assessments with ES. We are however 
committed to using non-percussive (press in type)  piling in the area to the south of your property, 
where possible and this is the point that we were trying to convey in the meeting.  Detailed 
designs will be confirmed after ground condition surveys, which would happen if the DCO is 
granted. 

2. Construction duration for piling and substation – it is not possible to provide a more detailed 
construction timeline at this stage, but we estimate that building works would take 6-9 months 
(excluding commissioning) for substation. We estimate that the erection of solar panels in the field 
adjacent to your property would take 2- 4 months (excluding commissioning). The figures provided 
in ES are indicative based on our experience of other projects. 

  
The table below provides a summary of the distances from your property of the solar panels and 
substation. 
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The panels were moved further from your property following statutory consultation as a result of 
assessments and consultation. We do not propose to further change the location of the solar panels or 
substation at this time. 
  
Statutory consultation design: 

Current design as set out in the DCO Application: 
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We have offered the following forms of mitigation for the potential effects on your property to take 
account of equine welfare during construction: 
  

 Start piling on the opposite side of the fields to slowly introduce the construction noise to the 
horses so they’re used to it by the time its near their stables. This is how we have approached the 
issue on our other solar farms. 

 Use press-in piling techniques to reduce construction noise where possible. Ground condition 
surveys will confirm the design, and this is normally done if consent is granted before the 
construction phase. 

 Erect a temporary acoustic barrier for the during of piling works. 
 Limit construction activity to certain times. 
 Though not usual, we have offered to pay for the stabling of horses at alternative accommodation 

for the duration of the construction works when they are in close proximity to your property. 
  
We would secure any offer of alternative stabling through a private agreement between RWE and 
yourselves, which we would need to begin working on with you. The Planning Inspectorate is issuing the 
Rule 6 letter which sets out the Examination timetable; within this is a deadline for Written 
Representations, which is when you can submit more detail about your concerns to the Examining 
Inspector and they will be taken into account in his recommendation and the Secretary of State’s final 
decision. 
  
We would like to continue to work with you to find any solutions based on the current design which 
would help to maintain equine welfare during the construction of the solar farm. 
  
Kind regards, 
Paul Hunt, on behalf of the Tween Bridge Solar Farm Project 
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From: Sharon Roslyn @roslyns.co.uk> 
Sent: Friday, January 2, 2026 11:04 AM 
To: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Farm neighbouring   
  
Dear  
 
Could you please inform me of Paul Hunt's email address. 
 
My husband sent an email in December requesting further information and as yet no reply has been 
received.  
 
Regards 
Sharon Roslyn  
 
Sent from Outlook for Android 

From: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2025 2:05:11 PM 
To: Sharon Roslyn @roslyns.co.uk> 
Cc: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Farm neighbouring   
  

Dear Sharon, 

Thank you very much for your email and for clarifying the nature of  I appreciate 
you taking the time to explain your setup and the purpose of the facilities. I’ll make sure this 
information is communicated to the wider project team so that it’s correctly reflected in our records. 

Paul Hunt, the Development Manager for the project, will be in touch with you next week and will be 
able to discuss a site visit. 

Thank you again for your time. 

Kind regards, 

 on behalf of the Tween Bridge Solar Farm Project 

 

From: Sharon Roslyn @roslyns.co.uk> 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2025 10:53 AM 
To: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Farm neighbouring   
  
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Dear  
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The impact of a solar farm proposal has on a neighbours use of their own land by virtue of matters 
such as Noise, dust, odour, shadow flicker,  air quality and traffic should be taken into 
consideration  by the developer. 
 
It is reasonable to consider  
equine facilities as a 'sensitive ' neighbour as they are highly likely to be affected by these matters 
both during the construction phase and afterwards. 
 
We could not continue living our life as we have done for many years here at  
alongside our six equines, two of which are veterans, 30 and 36 and two event ponies ridden and 
competed by our daughter. 
Our grandchildren would no longer be able to ride their pony as it would be far too dangerous.  Even 
when out in the paddocks grazing the stress of construction and all that is involved would be far too 
great for the horses. 
 
The revised proposal plans have been reduced somewhat. However we feel reflecting the above that 
no solar farm proposal should EVER be considered so close to an equestrian facility including any 
battery storage that close to any animals due to fire risk as recently highlighted in the National Press. 
 
I have a meeting with my local MP at the end of the month regarding the above. 
 
Regards 
Sharon Roslyn  
 
Sent from Outlook for Android 



1

Martin Roslyn

From: Martin Roslyn
Sent: 28 November 2025 09:35
To: @rwe.com
Subject: Follow-up regarding proposed solar farm development and concerns raised during 

our meeting on Wednesday

Dear Mr Hunt 
 
Mr & Mrs Roslyn 

 
 

  
 

 
Telephone  
 
Subject: Follow-up regarding proposed solar farm development and concerns raised during our 
meeting on Wednesday, 26th November 2025. 
 
Thank you for visiting us on Wednesday, 26th November, to discuss the proposed solar farm 
development. 
Following our discussion and a subsequent review of the project documentation provided, we have 
identified several discrepancies and require further clarification on key aspects of the installation 
process. 
We would be grateful if you could provide formal clarification on the following points: 

1. Piling of Posts: During our meeting, you explicitly stated that the solar panel posts would not 
require piling. However, the documentation on the planning inspectorate website for the 
planned panels clearly indicates that piling is specified as the installation method. Please 
confirm the correct methodology and address this contradiction. 

2. Installation Duration (Panels): You advised that the installation of the panels would take 
approximately 2 to 3 weeks. Our review of similar project timelines and documentation 
suggests this estimate may be inaccurate. Please provide a detailed and accurate timeline for 
the panel installation phase. 

3. Installation Duration (Sub-station): You indicated that the installation of the sub-station 
would require six months. We request a detailed project schedule to clarify the accuracy of 
this timeframe. 

During our meeting, we felt that the overall tone suggested the solar farm project was a fait accompli 
and that our property's specific circumstances were being treated as unfortunate but acceptable 
"collateral damage." We wish to emphasise that while we are exploring all available avenues to 
formally object to the current plans, our primary concerns remain centered on the significant and 
specific impact of the development on our equines. 
Our main concerns include the following: 

 Impact on Equines and Daily Life: We maintain that adequate investigation into the effects of 
increased traffic, noise, and general disturbance on the equines has not been conducted. 
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Regardless of proposed mitigation strategies, we anticipate a substantial negative impact on 
our animals and our daily operations. 

 Equine Welfare Considerations: It became clear during our discussion that neither you 
personally nor your company fully appreciates the critical effect construction works can have 
on horse welfare. Horses are sensitive receptors; stress in equines frequently leads to severe 
medical conditions, such as colic, which often results in a negative outcome. Ensuring the 
horses are not subjected to undue stress or harm is of vital importance. 

 Meeting Efficacy: The meeting felt procedural in nature—a "tick-box exercise." Beyond a 
generalised offer of alternative accommodation for the horses, little substantive mitigation 
was offered to address the root causes of our concerns. 

 Irrelevant Commentary: We found the anecdote regarding Mr. Dent potentially complaining 
about a lack of profit should panel locations be moved to be irrelevant to our discussion and 
concerns. We are focused purely on the operational impact on our property. 

Overall, the meeting did not meet our expectations for a serious consultation commensurate with the 
magnitude of the effect this development will have on our lives and the well-being of our animals. 
We reiterate that we are not fundamentally opposed to the concept of a solar farm. Furthermore, 
were we not managing an equine based facility, we would not be seeking these specific concessions. 
However, the presence of these sensitive receptors means they would be adversely affected—
potentially terminally so in a worst-case scenario. 
We strongly feel that more needs to be done to ensure the panel arrays surrounding our property are 
relocated to a more suitable site to mitigate these unavoidable risks. 
We look forward to your written response and clarification regarding the installation procedures and 
timelines outlined above. 
 
 
 

Martin Roslyn FILSA FBII 
Chief Executive Officer 

 

 

p:   
e: @roslyns.co.uk 
w: www.roslyns.co.uk 
 

          
 

 
Roslyn’s Accounting Company Limited |Registered in England & Wales | 06755252  
Registered Office: Suites C & D The Quadrant, 99 Parkway Avenue, Sheffield, South Yorkshire, S9 4WG 
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Martin Roslyn

From: Sharon Roslyn
Sent: 29 April 2026 10:22
To: Martin Roslyn
Subject: Fw: Tween Bridge Solar Farm/ 

 
 
Sent from Outlook for Android 

From: Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2026 3:19:40 PM 
To:  
Cc: Sharon Roslyn @roslyns.co.uk>; Info Tweenbridgesolar <info@tweenbridgesolar.co.uk> 
Subject: Re: Tween Bridge Solar Farm/   
  
Dear Mr and Mrs Roslyn, 
  
We appreciate the time you have taken to set out your concerns, and we understand how seriously 
you take the welfare of your horses and other animals. 
  
We also recognise the reasons you have given for not wishing to move the horses. Your explanation 
regarding the age, health and stability of the horses is clear, and our offer of alternative stabling 
remains optional. 
  
Assessment and design position 
You have again requested a bespoke equine impact assessment. As outlined previously, the 
Environmental Statement follows the standard methodology used for NSIPs, assessing impacts on 
sensitive receptors using worst-case scenarios, including noise from different piling types. While this 
does not take the form of a standalone equine-specific report, the impacts stated in the ES can be 
used to understand potential impacts from the solar farm more generally. 
  
Following consultation, the layout was amended to increase the distance between your property and 
the arrays. We are not proposing further design changes at this stage, and we do not want to prolong 
a circular discussion on this point. 
  
Your role in the examination 
It is important that you know you can put all your concerns - including those relating to equine 
welfare, construction impacts, and requests for additional assessment - directly to the Examining 
Authority. 
  
The Planning Inspectorate’s Rule 6 letter has now published, which includes the full Preliminary 
Meeting arrangements and the draft Examination timetable. EN010148-000449-Tween Bridge - Rule 6 
Final.pdf. 
  
This sets out clearly: 

 the dates for Written Representations (Tuesday 31 March 2026) 
 the deadlines for responses to the Examining Authority’s questions, and 
 how to request participation in Hearings. 
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Any evidence of how you approached the issue on your other solar farms (as stated in your email) would be 
gratefully received. 
  
Moving the horses to a livery yard is not as black and white as has been intimated and we are not willing to 
accept this offer for the following reasons: 
We have a herd of six horses who are settled in their routine and social group. 
Horses are animals that thrive on routine and a settled environment. 
Finding a suitable livery in the area that could take on six horses and provide the care that we provide is not 
possible. 
Two of our horses are veterans and well into their thirties, both due to their age and ailments are not fit for 
transportation (which can be verified by our vet and farrier), both have been retired for many years, enjoying 
the peaceful retirement they fully deserve. 
The welfare of our horses and other farm animals is paramount. 
  
At the moment we are left with more questions than answers 
  
Our firm view, as before is the current design will put at risk the health and welfare of the horses and other 
livestock. 
  
We have heard complaints from other residents that their concerns have not been taken into account, RWE 
make it really difficult for any progressive dialogue to be entered into, which could be construed as stalling for 
time. I have had to get my local MP involved to get replies to correspondence that I have sent to RWE. 
  
We have also completed further research regarding the Pigs and Goats, Pigs in particular are susceptible to 
changes in environment and the effects of construction noise, all of the above leads to justification for our 
previous request for a full impact assessment. 
   
Regards 
Martin and Sharon Roslyn 
  
  
  
  




