Submission ID: SEDF52929

Dear sir in relation to some of the points raised by representatives at the Rule 6 letter opening hearings and also in reply
to the Rule 8 & 9 invitation letter .

1. It was noted that the development and placing of the solar panels on the Rosefield farm site would not impact local
amenities or well being of local residents.

| strongly dispute this as the development is directly in the line of site from our house and views from our upstairs windows
over open farmland will be ruined. We have moved to this location 5 years ago to leave a built up area following much
building work around our old house . The idea of a country dwelling with open views was beneficial to our mental health
and well being.

We attach three pictures of the stated views for your consideration. At no time has the applicant or its representatives
approached us to consider the impact the development would have on our well being .

2. We are very concerned regarding traffic and noise generated during the construction stage of this Rosefield site. We
have already been pushed into sleeping at eh rear of our property due to the heavy goods vehicles using ||| | | | I i
Botolph Claydon to access the HS2 and East west Rail construction sites. This traffic has severely damaged our
driveways and hedgerows abutting the highway . In addition we have had to invest in additional glazing to the front of the
property to mitigate against the additional road traffic noise generated by not only the works traffic, but also the much
increased general traffic caused by the multiple local works road closures and diversions.

3. Scale of the Development :

The scale of the development seems to be completely overwhelming for an area that is of general arable farm land use.
Drawing a circle out to a 10 mile diameter from the centre of the Proposed Rosefield solar panels site and comparing the
scale of the site plus any associated BESS and Power station infrastructure to all other developed Urban villages within
the circle it can be seen that this development is larger than all the villages and dwellings constructed in this area over the
last 400 years !
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