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1 Introduction

1.1.1 This appendix presents the Applicant’s response to feedback received from Section 47
consultees during the statutory consultation. The feedback has been categorised into
thematic categories based on the key topics raised by respondents. Each theme is
accompanied by a summary of feedback received and the Applicant’s response.

1.1.2 The thematic categories are as follows:

Community benefit
Connectivity
Consultation
Construction

Cumulative impacts
Decommissioning
Environment

Ethics and supply chain
Indicative layout
Landscape and visual impact
Land use and agriculture
Needs case

Operational phase
People

Project design

Property

Public recreation and access
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Community benefits

Topic Theme

On-site benefits

Community
benefits

On-site benefits

On-site benefits

Comment

That rights of way and new additional permissive
paths are preserved and established to boost local
health and wellbeing. This could include the provision
of seating, parking spots, way marking, picnic areas
and public access points. Thus, the development
would not be set apart from the community but the
complements existing provision.

There are two Water Treatment Plants, at West Acre
and Castle Acre (both North of the river so not directly
in The Droves area). Working with Anglian Water to
improve the quality of discharge water into the SSSI
River Nar would be of societal benefit improving the
quality of the river water. Alternatively working with
landowners, AW and maybe Norfolk Rivers Trust, to
install Integrated Constructed Wetlands or provide
other river pollution mitigation would be beneficial.
Norfolk Rivers Trust would be an excellent first point
of contact.

We strongly support the inclusion of on-site green
infrastructure, such as the provision of new green
spaces, hedgerow for screening, grassland creation
etc, as well as the provision of other wildlife habitats
such as bat and bird boxes.

Has this resulted in a change to the

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

Yes

No

No

Applicant response

The Scheme includes proposed enhancements and
improvements to the local footpath network, including
approximately 3.5km of new permissive paths and an area
identified for publicly accessible amenity space at the edge
of the plateau. The Scheme would be designed to provide
education and interpretation of the solar farm site as set
out within the outline Landscape Environmental
Management Plan (oLEMP) [APP/7.11].

Opportunities for the local community to engage with and
learn about the natural environment will be provided. This
will include the provision of informal, low-key interpretation
boards at appropriate, strategic points across the Order
limits that would allow the community to learn and engage
with the local history of the Site and Nar Valley, and the
Site’s ecology. Information will also be provided on the
solar farm, climate change and the benefits of renewable
energy.

ES Chapter 12: Water Resources [APP/6.2] presents the
findings of the EIA of effects on Water Resources as a
result of the Scheme, as well as proposing measures to
address the potential impacts and likely effects during the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases. It
concludes that with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse water effects expected across the
Scheme’s construction, operational and decommissioning
phases on water quality, water bodies or protected areas

Embedded scheme design measures are set out within the
outline Construction Environmental Management Plan
(oCEMP) [APP/7.6].

The Applicant welcomes the opportunity to continue to
work with all relevant stakeholders, including Norfolk
Rivers Trust.

The Applicant notes this comment and confirms that
enhancements such as those listed are provided as part of
the Scheme.

The Applicant also notes that the design of the Scheme has
sought to retain, buffer and enhance the existing on-site
green infrastructure where practicable. The minimum
buffers to existing onsite features are set out within the
Design Principles, Parameters and Commitments
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On-site benefits

On-site benefits

Subsidised energy

Subsidised energy

Funding wildlife corridors to link existing areas of
habitats and allow wildlife and people to move across
the landscape - a sunshine walk with interpretation
along the way

Funding a community meadows programme where
donor meadows are created to provide green hay to No
new meadow creation sites

Yes. Provide free electricity to power all the public

street lighting in Castle Acre, Sporle, and Swaffham. No

Ensuring all pensioners within the impacted area
never have to pay a Winter fuel bill during the project's No
lifetime.

document [APP/5.8]. The strategy for existing and
proposed green infrastructure throughout the Site is
detailed within Appendix 1: Green Infrastructure
Strategy Plans to the oLEMP [APP/7.11]. New planting
and maintenance regimes outlined within the oLEMP
[APP/7.11].

The offsets from Fincham Drove and Petticoat Drove were
increased from 30m to 50m, following feedback, to provide
a wider ecological corridor through the Site. The Scheme
includes proposed enhancements and improvements to
the local footpath network, including approximately 3.5km
of new permissive paths and an area identified for publicly
accessible amenity space at the edge of the plateau. The
Scheme would be designed to provide education and
interpretation of the solar farm site as set out within the
oLEMP [APP/7.11].

Opportunities for the local community to engage with and
learn about the natural environment will be provided. This
will include the provision of informal, low-key interpretation
boards at appropriate, strategic points across the Order
limits that would allow the community to learn and engage
with the local history of the Site and Nar Valley, and the
Site’s ecology. Information will also be provided on the
solar farm, climate change and the benefits of renewable
energy.

The Applicant notes this comment but can confirm that
funding a community meadows programme does not form
part of the Scheme. However, the Applicant is committed
to ensuring that local communities benefit from the
Scheme. Throughout the pre-application process, the
Applicant has consulted on community benefits and, based
on feedback and ongoing discussions, will determine how
best to distribute funding.

The effects of the Scheme on the local community in terms
of socio-economic are assessed within ES Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics [APP/6.2], which concludes that no
residual significant effects from the Scheme on human
health are anticipated at any stage of the Scheme following
the implementation of embedded and additional
mitigation.

At this stage, there are no plans to provide free electricity
to power public street lighting locally.

These comments are noted by the Applicant. Whilst there
are no plans to provide free or subsidised electricity locally
it should be noted that the effects of the Scheme on the
local community in terms of socio-economic and human
health are assessed within ES Chapter 14: Socio-
Economics and ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics
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Subsidised energy

Subsidised energy — emails

Subsidised energy

In addition, we strongly recommend that there is a
wider community financial benefit beyond just a
modest

benefit fund, which would see those who experience
the greatest amenity impacts, experiencing direct
financial benefits such as discounted bills.

For example, will we see a rebate on our energy bills

Community benefit. Communities which are given no
choice but to host national infrastructure have a right
to expect some significant proportionate community
benefit. At the very least residents of the area to be
affected by this scheme should be given discounted
energy bills, compensation for any loss of their
property value, or other community payments.

No

No

No

[APP/6.2], which concludes that no residual significant
effects from the Scheme on human health are anticipated
at any stage of the Scheme following the implementation
of embedded and additional mitigation.

The effects of the Scheme on the local community in terms
of socio-economic are assessed within ES Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics [APP/6.2], which concludes that no
residual significant effects from the Scheme on human
health are anticipated at any stage of the Scheme following
the implementation of embedded and additional
mitigation.

As acknowledged by the comment, the Applicant is
proposing a community benefit fund as part of the Scheme.
Should the Scheme receive development consent, to be
independently administered by a local foundation and
would be available for local initiatives to provide services to
the community.

There are currently no mandatory or legislative frameworks
in the UK to support community benefits but voluntary
guidance does exist. There are no current plans to provide
subsidised energy or rebates to the local community
directly as a result of the Scheme. That said, the Applicant
is proposing a community benefit fund as part of the
Scheme, should the Scheme receive development
consent. This will be independently administered by a local
foundation and would be available for local initiatives to
provide services to the community which could include
local energy schemes. The wider effects of the Scheme on
the local community in terms of socio-economic are
assessed within ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics
[APP/6.2], which concludes that no residual significant
effects from the Scheme on human health are anticipated
at any stage of the Scheme following the implementation
of embedded and additional mitigation.

There are currently no mandatory or legislative frameworks
in the UK to support community benefits but voluntary
guidance does exist. There are no current plans to provide
subsidised energy or rebates to the local community
directly as a result of the Scheme. That said, the Applicant
is proposing a community benefit fund as part of the
Scheme, should the Scheme receive development
consent. This will be independently administered by a local
foundation and would be available for local initiatives to
provide services to the community which could include
local energy schemes.

The wider effects of the Scheme on the local community in
terms of socio-economic are assessed within ES Chapter
14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2], which concludes that no
residual significant effects from the Scheme on human
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Domestic renewable energy
installations

Domestic renewable energy
installations

Domestic renewable energy

installations

Domestic renewable energy
installations

EV charging

Educational initiatives

Also large solar farms cause the
environmental change and temperature increase in
the surround area. Enabling 115k homes to have their
own solar panels and battery storage would be the
best environmental solution

Why are the local residents and businesses not
offered the option of solar panels on property rather
than destroying the countryside?

Solar panels for local schools, community centres
etc?

Provide educational resources to schools and solar
panels, batteries etc to public buildings where
appropriate.

Active travel? Horse riding, quad bike - e-scooter one
is looking to the future.

Social value etc...could be expanded to include a
holistic educational facility for folk.

Every project needs to be thoughtfully feedback
consider "outside the box™ for the many aspects to
achieve the best outcome overall.

No

No

No

No

No

No

health are anticipated at any stage of the Scheme following
the implementation of embedded and additional mitigation.

ES Chapter 13: Climate Change [APP/6.2] identifies
and proposes measures to address the potential impacts
and likely effects on Climate Change during the
Construction, Operation and Decommissioning Phases of
the Scheme. The Scheme's design and integrated
mitigation measures effectively address climate change
risks including any temperature changes in the surrounding
area. No significant climate change risks during the
Construction, Operation, or Decommissioning Phases
have been identified.

Ultimately, this Scheme represents a significant
contribution to the delivery of the UK Government's
commitment to achieve net zero emissions by 2050. This
will assist in limiting further global temperature increases.

The Applicant agrees that domestic solar should also be
pursued, but that this is not able to meet the national urgent
need for new generation on its own. Therefore, rooftop
solar should come forward as well as, rather than instead
of, large-scale ground mounted schemes such as this
Scheme.

The Applicant agrees that this should also be pursued
alongside, rather than instead of, large-scale ground-
mounted schemes to meet the national need for renewable
energy generation.

The Applicant agrees that this should also be pursued
alongside, rather than instead of, large-scale ground-
mounted schemes to meet the national need for renewable
energy generation.

ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access [APP/6.2]
concludes that, with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse transport and access related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operational
and decommissioning phases of the Scheme.

The Applicant is committed to engaging with established
local programmes and initiatives to maximise the
employment and skills benefits of the Scheme, working in
partnership with NCC and relevant local providers. The
approach has been developed to align with Norfolk’'s NSIP
Employment and Skills Framework and reflects the range
of existing interventions identified within it.
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Educational initiatives

Educational initiatives

Educational initiatives

Educational initiatives

| think that people need to be educated in energy
saving practices, food waste (especially as so many
local people are opposed to the scheme on the basis
of lost agricultural land - and most people throw away
a lot of food), and general environmental
improvements that impact us all.

In coordination with other developers establish a local
centre of education and interpretations.

Funding the NWT Wilder Learning programme for
West Norfolk we can provide more details on this if
required.

Funding research into priority species or habitats in
the area

Funding a citizen science programme to monitor new
nature recovery initiatives

Educational levels at 16 and 18 are below the national
average, as is the level of Higher Education
attendance. There is also a significant degree of rural
depravation in the area. Hence, a community
education programme and appropriate long-term
financial obligation, would be an appropriate
approach towards community mitigation of amenity.
This may be negotiated and secured to support

No

No

No

No

As outlined in Section 8 of the outline Employment,
Skills and Supply Chain Strategy (0ESSCS) [APP/7.15],
the Applicant will seek to collaborate with key countywide
and local initiatives, including the Careers Hub and Boost
Programme to deliver employer encounters, internships,
and career inspiration aligned with the Skills Bootcamps
and relevant Adult Learning offers to support local
readiness for solar construction, operations, and
maintenance; and local colleges and training providers,
such as the College of West Anglia, East Coast College,
and City College Norwich, to help deliver skills in solar PV
installation, BESS maintenance, and land management.

This ongoing engagement will inform the development of
the detailed Employment, Skills, and Supply Chain
Strategy (ESSCS), ensuring that commitments are
realistic, targeted, and complementary to existing local and
regional provision.

The Applicant notes this response.

The Applicant is open to engagement regarding the
delivery of community benefits in collaboration with other
developers; however, no joint approach is committed to at
this stage.

The Applicant is committed to engaging with established
local programmes and initiatives to maximise the
employment and skills benefits of the Scheme, working in
partnership with NCC and relevant local providers. The
approach has been developed to align with Norfolk’s NSIP
Employment and Skills Framework and reflects the range
of existing interventions identified within it.

The draft Local Nature Recovery Strategy principles,
where appropriate, have informed the approach to
biodiversity enhancements across the Site. The oLEMP
[APP/7.11] sets out specific strategies and priorities
identified in the draft LNRS, of relevance to the Site, and
how these have been incorporated into the Scheme.

The Applicant makes note of this comment. Section 6 of
this the OESSCS [APP/7.15] identifies potential
opportunities for employment and skills initiatives. These
include:

* Local jobs

» Apprenticeships
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Educational initiatives

New jobs associated with the
Scheme

New jobs associated with the
Scheme

understanding of your solar farm project and the value
of sustainable land use historically. Both historical
human and natural landscape and wildlife could easily
fit such an education programme and even, aid
upskilling and enhance education outputs in the area.

What input will you provide for our local schools?

Cooperative Movement (see https://www.uk.coop)
small plant growers and livestock keeps should be
allowed to cultivate and maintain ground around the
solar panels to allow for biodiversity, custom artesan
crops and provide local employment to the
surrounding community

It is essential that this development becomes part of
the community rather than being viewed as remote
investors just profiteering from the locality. This
means an ongoing, ftrustful relationship with the
community and engaging on a positive basis to help
fund local organisations, amenities and facilities in
consultation with the town and parish councils and
community groups. Company officials should not be
remote and unobtainable and there should be an
ongoing liaison over the life of the development. The
community cohesion and acceptance is key to the
success of this development and there are significant
concerns locally. We would suggest that each
affected community is given a stake in a section of the
proposed development such that they get a regular
payout over the life of the development rather like
solar panels on buildings and feed in tariff. As it stands
there is opposition given the impression that this is a
group of outside investors cashing in with no real
community affiliation.

No

No

No

* Education provider engagement; and

* Green skills awareness.

The Applicant’s approach to skills development focuses on
strengthening local capacity in green and technical
occupations through collaboration with further and higher
education providers and established local initiatives. Key
priorities include supporting apprenticeships, promoting
STEM engagement in schools and colleges, and
expanding access to vocational training aligned with the
Scheme’s requirements. Partnerships will be sought to
deliver upskilling programmes and qualifications relevant
to renewable energy and construction disciplines, helping
local residents gain sustainable employment and progress
into higher-value roles.

Further details are set out in Section 6 of the oESSCS
[APP/7.15].

The Applicant notes these comments and the
recommendations put forward. The draft Local Nature
Recovery Strategy principles, where appropriate, have
informed the approach to biodiversity enhancements
across the Site,

The Applicant notes these comments and points to the
approach being taken to the community benefit fund,
should the DCO Application be granted. The Applicant is
proposing a community benefit fund, to be independently
administered by a local foundation and available for local
initiatives to provide community services.

In addition to the Pre-Application consultation undertaken
by the Applicant, should the Scheme be granted consent,
a Consultation Liaison Manager (CLM) would be
established prior to construction commencing, and last
through the construction and operational phase of the
Scheme. This would provide a forum for discussion
throughout the construction period, to act as a point of
contact should there be any queries outside of the forum.

During long-term general operation and maintenance
activities, a full-time member of the Scheme’s operation
and maintenance team should also be in dedicated
‘community contact’ position whereby they are responsible
for monitoring community interaction to ensure community
concerns are heard, responded to and suitably addressed
throughout the duration of the Scheme’s operation and
maintenance phase. Details of the Community Liaison
Manager within the operation and maintenance team
should be made available to members of the public through
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New jobs associated with the
Scheme

New jobs associated with the
Scheme — emails

Improved local infrastructure

Improved local infrastructure

2. Community-Resilience & Worker Accommodation
Support

Support for small-scale rural accommodation
infrastructure, aligned with the projects own
temporary worker needs (e.g. a barn-to-worker-lodge
conversion, or seasonal camping area).

A modest fund or profit-share scheme open to small
landowners or community members to develop low-
impact rural enterprises from local food production to
conservation projects.

Could be matched with help securing planning
approval or low-interest loans backed by the
developer.

How many local jobs will be created?

Support the local churches of the Nar Valley,
especially South Acre and Castle Acre.

Close the road down to the ford at South Acre
permanently to prevent motorbikes and landrovers
racing down the track creating pollution in our wild
chalk stream river.

Swaffham park is in a poor state. The toddler park is
closed off completely, and locked off, which is a really
sad loss for the community. The Nicholas Hamond
Academy in Swaffham would probably love to speak
to you about educational opportunities for students.
The high school covers catchment for the villages
surrounding the solar farm and has many students
from deprived backgrounds. | know they seriously lack
benches for the students, so there would probably be
many ways you could help. If you are interested in
pursuing this |||l the deputy head would
be the lady to speak to.

No

No

No

No

elected representatives or online, and kept up-to-date at all
times. The role of the CLM is secured by the oCEMP
[APP/7.6] and outline Operational Environmental
Management Plan (0OEMP) [APP/7.8].

Some construction workers will be specialists with highly
specialised skills and are likely to be sourced from a range
of locations. It is conservatively estimated that 50%-75% of
the construction workforce would come from outside of the
Labour Catchment Area and therefore, may require
temporary accommodation during the construction phase.

At the peak of the construction phase used for assessment
(Q2 2032), it is estimated that 740 workers will be onsite.
Applying a leakage of 50%-75% suggests that 370-555
construction workers at peak would come from outside of
the LCA and seek temporary accommodation (see ES
Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2]).

The Scheme is expected to support approximately 1,145
net additional jobs over the twenty-four-month construction
period, with 285-575 of these anticipated to be taken by
local residents in the Labour Catchment Area (see ES
Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2]).

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access [APP/6.2]
concludes that, with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse transport and access related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operational
and decommissioning phases of the Scheme. ..

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.
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Improved local infrastructure

Improved local infrastructure

Improved local infrastructure

Improved local infrastructure -
Emails

Local green infrastructure

Telling the story of why we need this next
infrastructure, how it works, landscape & climate
change etc, a place for local schools & community.

The infrastructure of some local villages is in a
relatively poor condition & not at all energy efficient.
West Acre village hall for example!

Can developers & communities find ways of creating
examples of efficient energy use?

We would like support for the church and churchyard.

Local Infrastructure and Suggestions
Wishes the village still had a Post Office.

You may remember we discussed community funding
initiatives that Droves Solar and/or RWE would
consider as part of the overall development.
| am working very closely with the team at West Acre
Theatre to raise funds essentially for their sustainable
future.

The key aims and our plans have been captured in a
crowdfunding programme Save Us From Extinction
Crowd Funder with support from Stephen Fry, one of
our patrons.
The crowdfunder is one part of a £3m fund raising
programme to create a new larger capacity theatre,
with corporate sponsorship activity running alongside.

This may provide a great and timely opportunity for
your company to be associated with a significant
community hub perhaps with building naming
opportunity.

| would like to open dialogue on this opportunity
perhaps by way of a meeting with the theatre in West
Acre.

The construction phase and ongoing maintenvnce of
this man made, engineering project needs to have an
upside over the environment for the local community,
especially involving maintenance of the purity of the
chalk stream which is the Nar. A complex project to

No

No

No

No

No

The Applicant notes these comments and has prepared a
Statement of Need [APP/5.4] which sets out the
justification for the Scheme within the context of the clear
and urgent national need for low-carbon, home-grown
energy.

The Applicant also notes the comments around community
benefit and energy efficiency of local community
infrastructure. The Applicant is committed to ensuring that
communities benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-
application process, the Applicant has consulted on
community benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing
discussions, will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

With regard to the specific request made by the respondent
with regard to a meeting at West Acre Theatre, the
Applicant is open discussing the matter further.

ES Chapter 12: Water Resources [APP/6.2]
presents the findings of the EIA of effects on Water
Resources as a result of the Scheme as well as
proposing measures to address the potential impacts
and likely effects during the Construction,
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Local green infrastructure

Local green infrastructure

Local green infrastructure

protect the Nar river course, needs to be undertaken
as a prid pro quo for the local community. Its to
ensure no pollution, (sewage and/or construction run
off) and indeed some river and/or bank improvements,
(yet to be determined. ) This contribuion from the
wider population is to involve and improve the
environmnet for the South Acre community.

As part of the broader landscape and heritage
mitigation strategy, we respectfully propose that
enhancement of the churchyard be included within the
project's local amenity and environmental investment
planning. This might include:

A lump sum contribution toward the annual
maintenance of the church building and grounds,
supporting its preservation and continued use by the
local community.

Inclusion of the churchyards and grounds in
landscape planning, with improved planting, access,
or interpretation that reflects the shared cultural value
of the site.

We believe this would be a meaningful gesture of
recognition for the role South Acre's heritage plays in
the wider character of the area and a positive example
of long-term local benefit.

We need community facilities in Little Dunham - a new
village hall/hut, or at least a toilet block for it.

Swaffham is poorly provided with infrastructure and
public amenities such as a swimming pool that lies
dormant because the Town council who own it are
unable to fund modernisation and no tennis courts. It
is quite a vibrant community but honest ongoing
support would be valued - not least to improve the
visitor and resident offer for the natural environment
and active transport.

No

No

No

Operation and Decommissioning Phases, which concludes
the Scheme is not anticipated to result in any residual
adverse effects on water receptors across the Scheme’s
construction, operational and decommissioning phases. .

Efforts to provide specific benefits in locally impacted
communities are set out in the oSSCEP [APP/7.15] (for
employment and economy), in the oLEMP [APP7.11] (for
landscape and ecological improvements) and through the
provision of community benefits such as new permissive
access routes, or through the community benefit fund
(separate to the DCO process).

Efforts to provide specific benefits in locally impacted
communities are set out in the oSSCEP [APP/7.15] (for
employment and economy), in the oLEMP [APP7.11] (for
landscape and ecological improvements) and through the
provision of community benefits such as new permissive
access routes, or through the community benefit fund
(separate to the DCO process).

These comments are noted by the Applicant and it will
ensure this is part of the consideration for the community
benefit fund. Ultimately, whether these initiatives are
chosen to benefit from the fund will be independently
determined by a local foundation.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] assesses
the impact of the Scheme on local tourism and businesses
and concludes with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse socio-economic related effects expected
across the Scheme’s construction, operational and
decommissioning phases. There is a significant beneficial
effect anticipated on the provision of education, skills,
training and supply chainas a result of the Scheme’s
construction, operational and decommissioning phases. .

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
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Funding allocated to
groups/councils

Funding allocated to
groups/council

Funding allocated to
groups/council

Funding allocated to
groups/council

Funding allocated to
groups/council

local

local

local

local

local

Sadly, | believe that this project under the current
Government is unstoppable. Local towns and villages
should get some recompense to support local
communities.

Perhaps money towards our community centre to
make it more of a social club. The 3 villages of
Raynham each receive £12,000 per annum from their
solar farm.

Several, including a fund to help maintain St Georges
Church in South Acre, but by far the most useful and
if 1 were you impactful would be to lobby for and
secure the closure to traffic of the lane and ford
crossing the River Nar from South Acre to Castle
Acre. This has been the bane of residents of both
communities for years, and the council always end up
caving into 4x4 clubs who threaten legal action. We
need you to put your weight behind the ongoing
campaign to have the lane and ford decommissioned.

This means an ongoing, trustful relationship with the
community and engaging on a positive basis to help
fund local organisations, amenities and facilities in
consultation with the town and parish councils and
community groups. We would suggest that each
affected community is given a stake in a section of the
proposed development such that they get a regular
payout over the life of the development rather like
solar panels on buildings and feed in tariff.

In addition, we strongly recommend that there is a
wider community financial benefit beyond just a
modest benefit fund, which would see those who
experience the greatest amenity impacts,
experiencing direct financial benefits such as
discounted bills.

No

No

No

No

No

benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The wider effects of the Scheme on the local community in
terms of socio-economic are assessed within Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics, which concludes that with embedded
and additional mitigation measures in place, there are no
significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse socio-economic
related effects expected across the Scheme’s construction,
operational and decommissioning phases. There is a
significant beneficial effect anticipated on the provision of
education, skills, training and supply chain as a result of the
Scheme’s construction, operational and decommissioning
phases. .

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.
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Funding allocated to local
groups/councils - emails

Funding allocated to local

groups/council
Rejection  of
benefits
Rejection  of
benefits

community

community

Will there be any funding available for the local
football club at Castle Acre? As a village club, we
survive on the support of local business's and are

always looking for opportunities for No
donations/sponsorship.
We would like support for the church and churchyard.

No

Companies always put 'spins’, to make something
look like you absolutely need it, but in reality only
companies reap the rewards, the working class will
not see or have any benefit for at least 10-12 years!

this is too big, right along daily access roads between
Swaffham and Castle Acre , not discretely tucked in a
vadt exoansf of unfrequented land or ali g long
stretches of motorway. It is diso directly adjacrnt to
another dolar fat. propisal ( High Groves) and
therefore a cumulative burden to local people, visitors
to the area and wildlife. It will involve years of noise | No
from piling and transport traffic. Itis planned on good
agricultural land, which goes against the sims of green
energy planning. The lease is also 60 vyears-
unacceptable that 2 generations will experience this
immediately in their daily lives. | cannot see any
benefits

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] concludes
that with embedded and additional mitigation measures in
place, there are no significant (in EIA terms) residual
adverse socio-economic related effects expected across
the Scheme’s construction, operational and
decommissioning phases. There is a significant beneficial
effect anticipated on the provision of education, skills,
training and supply chainas a result of the Scheme’s
construction, operational and decommissioning phases.

A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has been prepared, which
sets out the critical benefits of the Scheme, including
supplying low-cost, secure energy to the nation.

The Applicant notes the comment regarding the sized of
the Scheme but disagrees. The Statement of Need
[APP/5.4] and Planning Statement [APP/5.5], submitted
in support of the DCO Application, set out the justification
for the Scheme and its proposed scale within the context
of the clear and urgent national need for low-carbon energy
generation.

Cumulative effects associated with the Scheme are
addressed in the topic chapters of the ES [APP/6.1 — 6.4]
and summarised in ES Chapter 17: In-Combination
Effects [APP/6.2].

ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.4] includes
a cumulative assessment of noise impacts and considers
the effects from High Grove Solar Farm proposed adjacent
to the Site.

It should be noted that the construction phases are not
expected to overlap, and noise effects have been assessed
on a worst-case basis, i.e., loudest piling activity at the
nearest point to each receptor residential property, where
in practice most of the pilling work will take place further
away than those assessed and will result in lower impact.

Cumulative traffic noise has also been taken into account
in the growth factors for the future baseline traffic levels.



|

The Droves Solar Farm — Consultation Report Appendix H: Section 47 - Responses Received and Applicants Response

13

Rejection
benefits

of

community

Impact on landscape. Removal of productive
agricultural land. Proximity to historic heritage sites
and sssi environment. Impact on Pedders Way. Far
too large. No discernable benefit to local community.

No

Both traffic noise and construction noise have been
assessed as non-significant effects at the worst-case, and
will in practice be lower in effect.

Regarding the use of agricultural land, the Applicant notes
that the Order limits extend to approximately 840ha. Of
this, approximately 455ha is of BMV quality. The ALC
surveys have confirmed that approximately 54% of the
Order limits comprises of BMV land.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares in 2024. The agricultural land taken for the
Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and is not
expected to have a significant impact on national food
production and security. Further to this, the Applicant notes
the Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6], which
confirms that the use of BMV land within the Scheme is
justified, given the economic and other benefits of the land.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The design of the Scheme has also sought to retain, buffer
and enhance the existing on-site green infrastructure
where practicable. The minimum buffers to existing onsite
features are set out within the Design Principles,
Parameters and Commitments document [APP/5.8].
The strategy for existing and proposed green infrastructure
throughout the Site is detailed within Appendix 1: Green
Infrastructure Strategy Plans to the oLEMP [APP/7.11].
New planting and maintenance regimes outlined within the
oLEMP [APP/7.11].

The Design Approach Document [APP/5.7] sets out the
Project level Design Principles which have guided the
detailed design of the Scheme. This includes commitments
to respond to the character of the Site, respect the setting
of heritage assets, and support the objectives of Norfolk’'s
Green Infrastructure Strategy.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] sets out the justification
for the Scheme and its proposed scale within the context
of the clear and urgent national need for low-carbon energy
generation.

ES Chapter 4: Reasonable Alternatives and Design
Evolution [APP/6.1] also provides a summary of the
reasonable alternative options that the Applicant has
considered for the Scheme, including the initial selection of
the Site and throughout the development of the design.
Further appraisal of the use of BMV land, and why this is
justified, is set out in the Planning Statement [APP/5.5].
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Rejection  of
benefits

Rejection  of
benefits

Rejection  of
benefits

Rejection  of
benefits

Rejection  of
benefits

14

community

community

community

community

community

Social value & community benefits - '‘community
benefits' are being offered as a concilatory gesture but
can never compensate for the loss of productive
farmland; the visual intrusion and the adverse impact
on heritage and wildlife.

The idea of 'supporting nature recovery' is frankly
absurd when you are taking a perfectly fine piece of
nature and destroying it in order to add this solar farm
in the first place. This is similar to new build
developments destroying a field and the homes of
wildlife in favour of building a housing area and then
adding a small area of grass to the estate which in turn
gets a park that no one wants built on it when the local
council needs to spend its money at the end of the
year.

Itis huge, and after you build it, recover your company
costs, pay your shareholders, | do not feel | would
benefit in any way. The energy you don't use will go
into the grid, but where do you use your energy?

No discernable benefit to local community.

The fix is clearly in. This is a done deal, the
opportunity grasped by yourselves with a completely
pliant Secretary of State and new planning rules that
entirely subvert our democracy. Apparently,
politicians are concerned about the ever lowering
levels of participation in politics and voting by the
general public: for all and any genuinely interested,
look no further than here.

No

No

No

No

No

The Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6] further
confirms that the use of BMV land as part of the Scheme is
justified, considering the economic and other benefits of
the land.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and
is not expected to have a significant impact on national
food production and security. A Statement of Need
[APP/5.4] has been prepared, which sets out the critical
benefits of the Scheme, including supplying low-cost,
secure energy to the nation.

The draft Local Nature Recovery Strategy principles,
where appropriate, have informed the approach to
biodiversity enhancements across the Site. The oLEMP
[APP/7.11] sets out specific strategies and priorities
identified in the draft LNRS, of relevance to the Site, and
how these have been incorporated into the Scheme.

The Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net
Gain remains to be implemented (currently anticipated May
2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as
calculated within the Statutory BNG metric. The
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4]
has been submitted with the DCO Application.

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees that no
benefits will be felt locally. A Statement of Need [APP/5.4]
has been prepared, which sets out the critical benefits of
the Scheme and the wider effects of the Scheme on the
local community in terms of socio-economic are assessed
within Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/5.2].

A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has been prepared, which
sets out the critical benefits of the Scheme, including
supplying low-cost, secure energy to the nation. Also, the
wider effects of the Scheme on the local community in
terms of socio-economic are assessed within Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics [APP/5.2].

The Applicant notes these comments but wishes to
reiterate that the appropriate approval processes are being
followed for the Scheme with all required levels of scrutiny
being upheld.
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Rejection  of community
benefits

Rejection  of  community
benefits

Non-specific community
benefit comments

15

This development is unwelcome in our area. It will not
supply us with power. There is no amount of
greenwash that can justify this. The site may be very
convenient for the developer but is wholly
inappropriate for this area.

The farmer selling you the land gets rich(er), IGP gets
richer. We get a view of plant machinery and buildings
that support the panels.

No

All  your explanations, mitigations and childish
illustrations are a bit of an insult really because | know
this is a done deal and you dont really care what local
people think anyway. Peace& love =)

We asked what benefits the locality would get. The
project team couldn't think of any. The only lasting No
difference | can see is the loss of land. You can't eat
solar panels.

Your questions and answer options are loaded and do
not offer the opportunity to capture my views in full. In
sum, my concerns are:

Existing infrastructure's ability handle this (road and
grid);

Manufacture of components involves modern-day
slavery practices overseas; No

Lack of legacy for affected communities;

Fast-moving technology updates will render system
obsolete within it's lifetime;

Government investment in nuclear had made this kind
of development unnecessary; and

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees with
the principles outlined. A Statement of Need [APP/5.4]
has been prepared, which sets out the critical benefits of
the Scheme, including supplying low-cost, secure energy
to the nation.

Efforts to provide specific benefits in locally impacted
communities are set out in the o0SSCEP (for employment
and economy), in the oLEMP [APP/7.11] (for landscape
and ecological improvements) and through the provision of
community benefits such as new permissive access
routes, or through the community benefit fund (separate to
the DCO process).

The Applicant wishes to reiterate that the appropriate
approval processes are being followed for the Scheme with
all required levels of scrutiny being upheld.

A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has been prepared, which
sets out the critical benefits of the Scheme, including
supplying low-cost, secure energy to the nation. Also, the
wider effects of the Scheme on the local community in
terms of socio-economic are assessed within Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics [APP/5.2].

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares in 2024. The agricultural land taken for the
Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and is not
expected to have a significant impact on national food
production and security. Further to this, the Applicant notes
the Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6], which
confirms that the use of BMV land as part of the Scheme is
justified, considering the economic and other benefits of
the land.

The Applicant notes the comment regarding the road
network; however disagrees. ES Chapter 9: Transport
and Access [APP/6.2] concludes that, with embedded
and additional mitigation measures in place, there are no
significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse transport and
access related effects expected across the Scheme’s
construction, operational and decommissioning phases of
the Scheme.

Controls are established within the outline Construction
Traffic Management Plan (oCTMP) [APP/7.7] and the
outline Operational Traffic Management Plan (0cOTMP)
[APP/7.9]; these outline management plans have been
prepared in support of the DCO Application and set out
measures to manage any potential transport and access
effects that may arise from construction and operational
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Non-specific
benefit comments

Non-specific
benefit comments

community

community

The productivity will not deliver supply commensurate
with scale of impact - it is simply not a very effective
way of manufacturing energy.

No social or community benefits were demonstrated
in either your literature or community meeting at
Castle Acre. So too vyour biodiversity and
environmental net gains. Nada.

Please see our generalised comments that we have
made to support the local area. maximise biodiversity
and local benefits.

No

No

activities and are secured by Requirements within the draft
Development Consent Order (draft DCO) [APP/3.1].

The Applicant notes that IGP is a signatory of the Solar
Energy UK supply chain statement, which commits the
company to a transparent, sustainable supply chain free of
human rights abuses.

The Applicant is also committed to ensuring that
communities benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-
application process, the Applicant has consulted on
community benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing
discussions, will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] confirm government’s
policy position that large-scale ground mounted solar farms
have a critical role to play in achieving the government’s
energy policy aims of delivering a secure, low carbon and
low-cost electricity supply for consumers on the way to
delivering net zero carbon emissions by 2050. The National
Policy Statements for Energy (Energy NPSs) establish a
critical national priority (CNP) for low carbon infrastructure,
including for large-scale solar farms, because of the
decarbonisation, energy security, and affordability benefits
that they deliver. Government’s analysis concludes that “a
secure, reliable, affordable, net zero consistent system in
2050 is likely to be composed predominantly of wind and
solar’ (Energy NPS EN-1, Para. 3.3.20).

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] also describes current
progress in, and risks associated with nuclear development
in Great Britain. While nuclear may play a future clean
power role , the delivery of other clean sources of electricity
with shorter development timescales than new nuclear
power (such as large-scale ground mount solar) is also
required.

The Applicant is proposing a community benefit fund which
will be independently administered by a local foundation
and would be available for local initiatives to provide
services to the community. The BNG Assessment Report
submitted with the DCO Application demonstrates
significant net gains for biodiversity as a result of the
Scheme.

The Applicant notes these comments and has responded
in turn below.
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Non-specific
benefit comments

Non-specific
benefit comments

Non-specific
benefit comments

Non-specific
benefit comments

community

community

community

community

An ongoing community fund that organisations and
groups can bid to often fairly limited amounts of
money can be of benefit to them.

- Possible reduction of energy costs to those
adversely affected by the development. No

- Pride in being a green energy hub. The
Ecotricity turbines were a local showcase when they
were installed and put Swaffham 'on the map' as a
clean energy hub.

There is no long-term, proportionate legacy proposed. = No

The walk to swaffham would be a great addition to the
landscape, and is should be a permanent right of way
as a legacy of this project. Land access is being
denied to people in the UK on a regular basis, so it
would be a nice legacy to protect this new proposed
walk.

No

"It is essential that this development becomes part of
the community rather than being viewed as remote
investors just profiteering from the locality. This
means an ongoing, trustful relationship with the
community and engaging on a positive basis to help
fund local organisations, amenities and facilities in | No
consultation with the town and parish councils and
community groups. Company officials should not be
remote and unobtainable and there should be an
ongoing liaison over the life of the development. The
community cohesion and acceptance is key to the
success of this development and there are significant

The Applicant is proposing a community benefit fund which
will be independently administered by a local foundation
and would be available for local initiatives to provide
services to the community.

The Applicant notes the comments around “green energy
hub” and the relationship with the Ecotricity turbines in
Swaffham and agrees that a mix of renewable energy is
the appropriate solution to be implemented if the national
need for generation is to be met.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees with the
conclusion drawn. A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has
been prepared, which sets out the critical benefits of the
Scheme, including supplying low-cost, secure energy to
the nation.

The Scheme includes proposed enhancements and
improvements to the local footpath network, including
approximately 3.5km of new permissive paths and an area
identified for publicly accessible amenity space at the edge
of the plateau.

The Scheme would be designed to provide education and
interpretation of the solar farm site as set out within the
oLEMP [APP/7.11]. Opportunities for the local community
to engage with and learn about the natural environment will
be provided. This will include the provision of informal, low-
key interpretation boards at appropriate, strategic points
across the Order limits that would allow the community to
learn and engage with the local history of the Site and Nar
Valley, and the Site’'s ecology. Information will also be
provided on the solar farm, climate change and the benefits
of renewable energy. The Applicant has collaborated with
High Grove Solar Farm to provide a permissive link through
to Swaffham. The Applicant does not control the land to the
south of the Site and therefore can’t commit to providing a
permanent right of way over this land.

The Applicant is proposing a community benefit fund which
will be independently administered by a local foundation
and would be available for local initiatives to provide
services to the community.

The Applicant notes the comments around accessibility
and an ongoing relationship with the community throughout
the lifetime of the Scheme. The administration of the
community benefit fund is to take place throughout the
operation of the solar farm and IGP are committed to
ensuring any relationships built within the community are
maintained throughout.
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Non-specific community
benefit comments

Non-specific community
benefit comments

Non-specific community
benefit comments

Non-specific community
benefit comments

concerns locally. We would suggest that each
affected community is given a stake in a section of the
proposed development such that they get a regular
payout over the life of the development rather like
solar panels on buildings and feed in tariff. As it stands
there is opposition given the impression that this is a
group of outside investors cashing in with no real
community affiliation.

Should this development go ahead, there needs to be
ongoing support for the local churches, historic sites
and communities in South Acre and Castle Acre.
These communities will be sorely blighted by the scale
of the development, their once peaceful rural lives and
environment irrevocably altered.

Your companys link with the other proposed site
should have been made clear. A much wider
consultation on the impact of visual, cultural and
heritage destruction needs to be discussed. Also
there is very little to no community benefit of this
development.

The fast tracking of this proposal adjoining a vast
acreage already proposed. DS F will critically affect
the local economy here, impacting on both farming
and tourism. Ruining the context of the many
important heritage assets in the immediate vicinity. |
hope that these plans are most closely scrutinised.
The notion of amelioration and compensation let
alone benefits do sound hollow when the loss of
amenity would be profound.

It will be important that final scheme details are made
available to local communities. In particular in relation
to the following:

- LUIA judgements, mitigations & utilisations
- Detailed final landscape layout & specifications

- Landscape management strategy

No

No

No

No

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The effects of the Scheme on the local community in terms
of socio-economic are assessed within ES Chapter 14:
Socio-Economics [APP/6.2], which concludes that with
embedded and additional mitigation measures in place,
there are no significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse
socio-economic related effects expected across the
Scheme’s construction, operational and decommissioning
phases. There is a significant beneficial effect anticipated
on the provision of education, skills, training and supply
chain as a result of the Scheme’s construction, operational
and decommissioning phases.

ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] assesses
the impact of the Scheme on local tourism and businesses.
The Scheme is expected to support approximately 1,145
net additional jobs over the twenty-four-month construction
period, with 285-575 of these anticipated to be taken by
local residents in the Labour Catchment Area (see ES
Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2]).

The Applicant also notes that ES Chapter 8: Cultural
Heritage and Archaeology [APP/6.2] concludes that,
with embedded and additional mitigation measures in
place, there are no significant (in EIA terms) residual
adverse heritage related effects expected across the
Scheme’s construction, operational and decommissioning
phases.

The Applicant notes these comments. All information
submitted to PINS as part of the application process will be
made available to the public including details on the topics
outlined.
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Non-specific community

benefit comments

Non-specific
benefit comments

community
- Emails

Non-specific community

benefit comments

Non-specific
benefits

community

- Detailed solar panel & fencing layours
- Detailed biodiversity strategy & BNG

- A full agreed scheme of all community benefit

It is important that there is genuine community benefit
from such schemes and it must be ensured that there
is community support. Imposing unpopular schemes
on local communities risks the danger that there is a
move away from the support of the transition to net
zero as a result, thus harming our collective efforts to
transition away from fossil fuels.

Given the lifecycle of this scheme is at a generational
scale and the landscape scale of the development is
so impactful on the historic landscape character of
mid Norfolk (Claylands/Breckland, Nar and Wissey
river valley and plateaux settlement pattern), this is
why an appropriate planning obligation should be
agreed to support long-term community engagement
(in-kind and financial obligations, in line with s.106 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as
amended).

As a Swaffham resident | am interested to learn what
DIRECT benefits will be provided (financial or
otherwise) to local people?

On a few occasions we have briefly discussed the
possibility of community benefits that might be
available if approval for The Droves Solar Farm were
to be consented.
You advised that | should confirm the interest of the
Castle Acre Community expressing an interest in what
public benefits might be available should this project
proceed.

On the understanding that we discussed the lack of
current processes due to early-stage planning and the
time scale involved to potential connection, | write as
Chairman of Castle Acre Parish Council and ask you
to please accept this email as confirmation of the
communities interest in exploring what community
benefits might be available if The Droves Solar Farm
is to be consented.

No

No

No

No

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding..

Embedded mitigation measures to safeguard the River Nar
SSSI and a full assessment of potential impacts to relevant
SSSis and irreplaceable habitats have been undertaken in
Section 7.7 and Section 7.8 of ES Chapter 7: Ecology
and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], which concludes there would
be no significant adverse effects associated with the
Scheme on the River Nar SSSI.

Impacts of the Scheme on Priority Habitats have been fully
considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

The effects of the Scheme on the local community in terms
of socio-economic are assessed within Chapter 14: Socio-
Economics. The Applicant is proposing a community
benefit fund as part of the Scheme. Should the Scheme
receive development consent, to be independently
administered by a local foundation and would be available
for local initiatives to provide services to the community.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

The Applicant does however note that it is open to
continued engagement with the Castle Acre Community
regarding the Scheme and the delivery of community
benefits.
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Non-specific community
benefits
Non-specific community
benefits

3 Connectivity

Topic Theme

Again, we discussed examples of possible projects for
the village and agreed, due to the lack of current
processes and extended time scales involved, this
was difficult, so would clearly have to be discussed at
an appropriate date in the future.

Long term Catchment management plan % of
revenue generated

Education on Nar Valley Way

River Nar improvement plan Long term and funded No
River maintenance budget

Long term monitoring “ Impact and Benefits

Opportunity for local ownership.

poor transport links to Downham Market, Fakenham,
Narborough,Kings Lynn and Swaffham , poor public
toilet facilities in all the villages, reduced property
values, improve school technology and science
attainments locally with guaranteed training , jobs and
apprenticeships

Comment Has this resulted in a change to the
Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

Embedded mitigation measures to safeguard the River Nar
SSSI and full assessment of potential impacts to relevant
SSSis and irreplaceable habitats has been undertaken in
Section 7.7 and Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], which
concludes there would be no significant adverse effects
associated with the Scheme on the River Nar SSSI.

Impacts of the Scheme on Priority Habitats have been fully
considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

Long-term monitoring would be achieved by establishing a
framework that requires producing an annual report for the
council. The report would set out how the community
benefits have been used and what impact they have had.

ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access [APP/6.2]
concludes that, with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse transport and access related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operational
and decommissioning phases of the Scheme..

Section 8 of the oESSCS [APP/7.15], the Applicant will
seek to collaborate with key countywide and local
initiatives, including the Careers Hub and Boost
Programme to deliver employer encounters, internships,
and career inspiration aligned with the Skills Bootcamps
and relevant Adult Learning offers to support local
readiness for solar construction, operations, and
maintenance; and local colleges and training providers,
such as the College of West Anglia, East Coast College,
and City College Norwich, to help deliver skills in solar PV
installation, BESS maintenance, and land management.

Applicant response

Connectivity Existing road infrastructure

20

Having met the representatives at Swaffham No
Assembly Rooms, | was reassured that the local

The Applicant notes this comment.
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Existing road infrastructure

Existing road infrastructure

Existing road infrastructure

Existing road infrastructure

landscape will be retained and that the local roads
would not be too impacted by the project
development. Consideration had been taken for
environmental issues and the impact for local
residents/cyclists/walkers.

Your questions and answer options are loaded and do
not offer the opportunity to capture my views in full. In
sum, my concerns are: Existing infrastructure's ability
handle this (road and grid);

Installing the panels and infrastructure will cause
disruption on the rural road network as construction,
operation and decommissioning all involve actions
which cause physical changes to the local topography

We have selected "'neutral™ regarding improvements
to access for walking. From South Acre's perspective,
this remains unresolved. In particular, we would like
to see the small portion of the Castle Acre circular
walk that passes along South Acre Road toward the
River Nar clearly addressed. This portion of road is
under consideration for permanent closure to four-
wheeled traffic, but motorcycles and quad bikes
currently continue to use it, often crossing the river via
the pedestrian bridge overlooking the Priory, rather
than the ford. This presents significant disruption to
walkers, and the local setting. The South Acre
community would prefer to see this road fully closed
to all motorised traffic, except for property access, in
order to support walking access and protect the
landscape character.

Road networks need to be protected during
construction and improved roads to provide access to
construction and maintenance vehicles. The impact of
the closure of roads or restricted access needs to be
minimised to prevent disruption to local traffic and
avoid unnecessary air pollution from idling vehicles.

No

No

No

No

The Applicant notes this comment as part of its response

The Applicant notes these concerns; however, an
assessment of the effects on the road network during
construction, operation, and decommissioning is provided
in ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access [APP/6.2], which
concludes that there are no significant effects associated
with the Scheme. The Applicant notes that the
assessments undertaken take full account of the rural
nature of the Scheme.

The Applicant notes that with regard to the local
topography, the Scheme has been designed to minimise
ground disturbance and avoid extensive earthworks
wherever practicable.

The Applicant notes that this area lies outside the Order
limits for the Scheme. However, as part of its wider
approach to community benefits, the Applicant is open to
further discussions with the South Acre community and
relevant community representatives about how it could
support this ambition.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
condition surveys will be agreed with the local highway
authorities through the CTMP, secured by way of a
requirement in the DCO and prepared in substantial
accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7] submitted as part
of the DCO Application. The condition surveys will keep a
log of the state of the highway and ensure that any
damages are addressed post-construction.

The Applicant does not anticipate the need for road
closures during construction. Should any temporary
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Existing road infrastructure

Existing road infrastructure

Existing road infrastructure

We therefore request that the developer put in place
a continuous maintenance and road cleaning plan
throughout the construction period, and that the traffic
management strategy includes specific provisions for
rural and road safety and the protection of public
rights of way, especially where they are shared with
site access. "

We have also selected transport and access as a key
concern. The land around the site, particularly near
working area 11 and Bartholomew Hills, is
characterised by sandy soil, which already causes
surface issues. Sand is regularly displaced onto the
road near Glebe Cottages, especially after rainfall,
where it travels downhill toward the junction of Big
Wood Lane, Three Corners Lane, and South Acre
Road. If site traffic increases in this area, the problem
will worsen, posing risks for walkers and cyclists using
this stretch of Peddars Way.

Several, including a fund to help maintain St Georges
Church in South Acre, but by far the most useful and
if | were you impactful would be to lobby for and
secure the closure to traffic of the lane and ford
crossing the River Nar from South Acre to Castle
Acre. This has been the bane of residents of both
communities for years, and the council always end up
caving into 4x4 clubs who threaten legal action. We
need you to put your weight behind the ongoing
campaign to have the lane and ford decommissioned.

No

No

No

restrictions or closures be required, these would be limited
in duration and managed through measures traffic
management measures, such as appropriate signage and
advance notice to affected parties. Further measures to
manage traffic during construction and maintain access for
residents is provided in the oCTMP [APP/7.7].

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
condition surveys will be agreed with the local highway
authorities through the CTMP, secured by way of a
requirement in the DCO and prepared in substantial
accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7] submitted as part
of the DCO Application. The condition surveys will keep a
log of the state of the highway and ensure that any
damages are addressed post-construction.

The Applicant further notes that measures to manage and
maintain the condition of local roads during construction,
such as wheel washing facilities and the provision of a road
sweeper in the area surrounding site access points to
alleviate any residual debris generated during
construction, will be secured through the CTMP, secured
by way of a requirement in the DCO and prepared in
substantial accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7]
submitted as part of the DCO Application.

The outline Public Right of Way and Permissive Path
Management Plan (o0PROWPPMP) [APP/7.12] details the
maintenance and cleaning regime to ensure that the
PRoW remain appropriate for use throughout
construction and are not damaged.

The oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12], will detail the
maintenance and cleaning regime to ensure that the PRoW
remain appropriate for use throughout construction and are
not damaged.

The Applicant notes that this area lies outside the Order
Limits for the Scheme. However, as part of its wider
approach to community benefits, the Applicant is open to
continued dialogue with the South Acre and Castle Acre
communities, local representatives, and relevant
authorities about how it could support this ambition.
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Existing road infrastructure

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Your proposed site access off the A46 is at their
junction of 3 minor roads to the north (Castle Acre),
the west (Westacre), the east (Sporle) and the
crossing for a public footpath. You will know of the
number of accidents which have happened there.
Moderating the hazard through highway
"improvements" would be visually v. disruptive.

| was told our area was chosen because it was rural.
| live here BECAUSE it is rural. | enjoy the
countryside, the trees, the hedgerows, the wildlife.,
the footpaths. | was told there will still be access to
footpaths but how can we enjoy walking along these
when we will be walking along a path with fencing
either side and solar panels. Now we can walk along
footpaths and know if we cannot continue for reasons
like flooding or fallen trees, we can take ourselves off
the path but when you have fenced us in, we won’t be
able to do that. Walking in nature has been proven to
help our mental health and wellbeing. It gives us a
sense of freedom. | don’t want to walk along a path
where our beautiful countryside has been
industrialised.

This particular area of farmland is beautifully scenic
and unspoilt. There are hedgerows and quiet lanes
connecting these villages.

Also don't think encircling whole villages in Norfolk is
fair either...not the droves but other solar farms in the
area. My concerns about the Droves are the hedges
and trees beside the bridleways and if they will be
protected, and the bridleways themselves. How much
disruption to locals and wildlife will there be?

Me and my family are keen walkers, cyclists and me
and my daughter ride, we regularly use the paths
where the solar farm will be

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Access junctions for the Scheme are located off the A1065,
which are being upgraded to accommodate the expected
vehicles in a safe and efficient manner.

The Applicant notes that a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit has
been undertaken in ES Appendix 9.2: Traffic Assessment
[APP/6.4] which identifies no concerns with the proposed
access locations or design. A review of Road Safety data
has also been undertaken in ES Appendix 9.2: Traffic
Assessment [APP/6.4] which has found no existing
collision clusters present in the vicinity of the proposed
access junctions.

The Applicant notes that the Scheme has incorporated a
minimum of a 15m offset either side of PRoW that pass
through the Order Limits. For Fincham Drove and Petticoat
Drove this has been increased to 25m.

These offsets are secured through the Works Plan
[APP/2.3] and the Design Principles, Parameters and
Commitments [APP/5.8]. An oPROWPPMP
[APP/7.12] has been prepared which sets out measures
of how the PRoWs that cross the Order Limits will be
managed throughout the lifespan of the Scheme.

The Applicant notes that a detailed site selection process
was undertaken to determine the suitability of the Site.

The Scheme has incorporated a minimum of a 15m offset
either side of PRoW that pass through the Order Limits.
For Fincham Drove and Petticoat Drove this has been
increased to 25m. These offsets are secured through the
Works Plan [APP/2.3] and the Design Principles,
Parameters and Commitments [APP/5.8].

An oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12] has been prepared
which sets out measures of how the PRoWs that cross the
Order Limits will be managed throughout the lifespan of
the Scheme.

An oCEMP [APP/7.6] has been prepared which requires a
pre-construction tree survey to be undertaken prior to
starting construction works to inform the tree protection
zones to be applied during construction.

The Applicant notes this comment and addresses the
concern below.
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Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way
(PRoW)

Currently the PRoW go through beautiful countryside
and walking there is a pleasure. This will not be the
case when walking past rows upon rows of solar
panels, even if there are hedgerows, panels will be
visible as the landscape is undulating.

The proposed new 'permissive' path to Swaffham will
be an improvement - it should however become an
official/legal PRoW as a legacy item.

The lay out looks good, glad to see more planting of
trees and hedges planned, and the extra permissive
paths added. If another path could be added between
the two sets of panels between the South Acre
bridleway and the A1065 that would be fantastic.

New green spaces with easy access and parking (this
area is not easily accessible by public transport) Easy
to access pathways wide enough to make green
spaces available to walkers. Possibly cycle ways.

Just another couple of paths, lots of family's use the
area for walking, cycling etc, and kids appreciate
being able to keep them away from roads.

No

No

No

Yes

No

The Applicant notes that the Scheme has incorporated a
minimum of a 15m offset either side of PRoW that pass
through the Order Limits. For Fincham Drove and Petticoat
Drove this has been increased to 25m. These offsets are
secured through the Works Plan [APP/2.3] and the
Design Principles, Parameters and Commitments
[APP/5.8].

The Applicant considers this sufficient with regard to
maintaining the experience of PRoW across the Site. An
assessment of the effects of the Scheme on PRoW is
included in ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual
[APP/6.2].

The permissive path within the Order Limits is reliant on
offsite connections that are not within the control of the
Applicant. The Applicant has collaborated with the
promoters of High Grove Solar Farm to secure a
permissive path that connects through to Swaffham.

The Applicant welcomes this comment and notes the
feedback regarding the proposed layout, additional tree
and hedgerow planting, and new permissive paths.

The provision of a new route across the A1065 was
discussed with Norfolk County Council prior to submission;
however, confirmation was not provided as to whether this
could be supported, given the A1065s function as a
strategic road within the area, the volume of traffic, and the
absence of existing pedestrian crossing facilities. On this
basis, no link is currently proposed across the A1065,
although this could be considered in the future if supported
by Norfolk County Council

A new publicly accessible amenity space has been
incorporated into the Scheme within the north west corner
of Field 4 as shown on the Works Plan [APP/2.3].

Permissive paths have been incorporated into the Scheme
to improve the connectivity between Swaffham and the Nar
Valley. An oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12] has been prepared
which sets out measures of how the PRoWs and
permissive paths that cross the Order Limits will be
managed throughout the lifespan of the Scheme.

The Applicant notes this comment and confirms that
Permissive paths, totalling approximately 3.5km, have
been incorporated within the Scheme. Further details can
be found within the oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12].
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Existing public rights of way

(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way

(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way

(PRoW)

Existing public rights of way

(PRoW)

Public
Scheme

access

in

across

"The 'potential' off-site 'permissive’ link to Swaffham
should become a permanent legacy in the form of an
official PRoW -in place beyond the lifetime of the solar
farm.

| welcome the focus on mitigating impact on the
historic drones/PRoW but | would like to see a more
comprehensive mitigation strategy for areas of River
Road (a significant recreational route) & the A1065 (a
major north Norfolk gateway route)."

| understand from your newsletter that you are
considering the Rights of Way across your proposed
planning application red-lined area but also mitigating
the visual amenity too. That is fine, but the lived
experience of local people, living, being in and moving
through this landscape needs to be considered (not
just now, but for the long-term and lifecycle of your
project).

So | thought I'd email a couple of questions through
instead, as a keen walker, cyclist, rider in the area |
was just wondering what provision had been put in
place for all the lovely, mostly grass, off road public
bridleways/paths in the area, there is a nice little
network of them across the proposed area. Most of
these are flanked by hedgerows and old trees, will
these be left in situ?

| cannot see how fencing off footpaths is improving
access to walking? How do you make that fit?

No

No

No

No

No

The permissive path within the Order Limits is reliant on
offsite connections that are not within the control of the
Applicant. The Applicant has collaborated with the
promoters of High Grove Solar Farm to secure a
permissive path that connects through to Swaffham.

The Scheme already incorporates a minimum 15m offset
from the hedges that line River Road to the fencing
infrastructure as set out on the Works Plan [APP2.3].
The existing hedges along either side of River Road will be
planted up, the details of which can be found within the
oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12].

ES Appendix 6.8: Amenity and Recreation Assessment
[APP/6.4] has been undertaken which assesses the
impacts of the Scheme on the users of the PRoW
network. This assessment details any potentially
adverse effects associated with the various PRoW within
the Site and wider study area. The assessment concludes
that there would be potentially long-term operation phase
adverse effects upon the following PRoW: South Acre/
RB1, RB2, RB6 and RB7, Sporle with Palgrave/BR2, BR5
and FP11, Peddars Way and Norfolk Coastal Path
National Trail, The Nar Valley Way. These effects are
not significant. It also concludes that there would be
potentially long-term operation phase adverse effects
upon the following accessible landscapes: Castle Acre
Priory and permissive routes within the surrounding
grounds as well as Castle Acre Castle and PRoW
within the surrounding grounds. These effects are not
significant.

The alignment of existing PRoW within the Site has been
incorporated into the design of the Scheme. As such, the
alignment of PRoW will be unaffected by the Scheme
during the operation and maintenance phase of the
Scheme. Further details can be found within the
oPRoWPPMP [APP/7.12].

Measures have been taken to retain existing vegetation
including woodland / copses, veteran trees, scrub and
hedgerows /hedgerow trees, with specific buffers to protect
their root zones and opportunities created for habitat
enhancement. Further information can be found within the
oPRoWPPMP [APP/7.12].

The alignment of existing PRoW within the Site has been
incorporated into the design of the Scheme. As such, the
alignment of PRoW will be unaffected by the Scheme
during the operation and maintenance phase of the
Scheme. Permissive paths, totalling approximately 3.5km,
have been incorporated within the Scheme. Further details
can be found within the oPRoWPPMP [APP/7.12].
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Public access
Scheme

Public access
Scheme

Public access
Scheme

Public access
Scheme
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n

n

n

n

n

across

across

across

across

across

If another path could be added between the two sets
of panels between the South Acre bridleway and the
A1065 that would be fantastic.

People visit the are for the natural walks that are there
many of which have been for hundreds of years, there
is a huge network of walks in the area which do not
need to be improved on. The active travel you are
proposing to improve on includes the ford through the
river Nar, SSSI, which the local residents are trying to
stop access through - again going against what the
local residents are trying to enhance and improve
upon.

Improving access and active travel: I'm sure there are
people who Ilove walking a post-apocalyptic
landscape but I'm certainly not one.

To only have natural footpaths, no tarmac or concrete.
To plant more English Oaks. To have a very large well
maintained wildflower meadow.

- The ability of the public to gain reasonable
access for site tours, etc.

- That rights of way and new additional
permissive paths are preserved and established to
boost local health and wellbeing. This could include
the provision of seating, parking spots, way marking,
picnic areas and public access points. Thus, the
development would not be set apart from the
community but the complements existing provision.
Cycling routes could be established as gravel tracks
as part of the visitor offer.

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

The provision of a new route across the A1065 was
discussed with Norfolk County Council prior to submission;
however, confirmation was not provided as to whether this
could be supported, given the A1065’s function as a
strategic road within the area, the volume of traffic, and the
absence of existing pedestrian crossing facilities. On this
basis, no link is currently proposed across the A1065,
although this could be considered in the future if supported
by Norfolk County Council. On this basis the Applicant has
not included east west routes across the Site that terminate
at the A1065.

The permissive paths that are incorporated within the
Scheme are pedestrian only. The oPRoWPPMP
[APP/7.12] includes details on how these paths will be
managed during the lifespan of the Scheme. The ford
crossing lies outside the Order Limits.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees with the
sentiment.

The permissive paths will be ‘grassed’ — further details of
which are set out within the oPRoWPPMP [APP/7.12].

The oLEMP [APP/7.11] includes information on the
indicative planting mix for woodland and hedgerows, both
of which include English Oaks. Wildflower grassland will
also be established within the margins between the
hedgerows and Solar PV and beneath the Solar PV Arrays.
A new publicly accessible amenity space has been
incorporated into the Scheme within the north west corner
of Field 4 as shown on the Works Plan [APP/2.3].

A new publicly accessible amenity space has been
incorporated into the Scheme within the north west corner
of Field 4 as shown on the Works Plan [APP/2.3]. The
oPRoWPPMP [APP/7.12] and the oLEMP [APP/7.11]
provide further details on the permissive paths and
opportunities for information boards to be incorporated into
the Scheme.
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Public access in across

Scheme

Swaffham Link (new)

4 Consultation

Topic

Consultation

27

Consultation

Reference
engagement

length

to early stage

The walk to swaffham would be a great addition to the
landscape, and is should be a permanent right of way
as a legacy of this project. Land access is being
denied to people in the UK on a regular basis, so it
would be a nice legacy to protect this new proposed
walk.

No

Also | was wondering if you were putting in any new
paths at all please? as | thought | saw this mentioned
somewhere on your website | often cycle with my
children and unfortunately the roads out that way are
terrible, we try and do as much as we can on the
paths, but some of it the paths are linked by road, a
few new ones would be awesome if that was a
possibility.

No

The walk to swaffham would be a great addition to the
landscape, and is should be a permanent right of way
as a legacy of this project. Land access is being
denied to people in the UK on a regular basis, so it
would be a nice legacy to protect this new proposed
walk.

No

Comment

Letter arrived after date of last open day No

As indicated before You should work closely with
NGOs who have local knowledge in addition to the
statutory agencies and enter management No
agreements to manage land and water positively over

the life of the development and beyond.

Has this resulted in a change to the

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

The permissive path within the Order Limits is reliant on
offsite connections that are not within the control of the
Applicant. The Applicant has collaborated with the
promoters of High Grove Solar Farm to secure a
permissive path that connects through to Swaffham.

Permissive paths, totalling approximately 3.5km, have
been incorporated within the Scheme. Further details can
be found within the oPRoOWPPMP [APP/7.12].

The permissive path within the Order Limits is reliant on
offsite connections that are not within the control of the
Applicant. The Applicant has collaborated with the
promoters of High Grove Solar Farm to secure a
permissive path that connects through to Swaffham.

Applicant response

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant welcomes the recommendation and has
been working with a wide range of stakeholders in helping
to shape the Scheme. This includes Non-Governmental
Organisations (NGO) such as Norfolk Wildlife Trust and the
Norfolk Community Foundation.
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Reference to early stage
engagement

Consultation information
materials

Consultation information
materials

Consultation information
materials

28

The Birkbeck family are rewilding the area and should
be engaged.

Why did you not come and speak in person to people
like myself who have lived in Southacre in the Nar
Valley for 30 years?

| think there should be more photos, before and after.
Some materials are difficult to interpret. | think the
scale of what is proposed (IGP and RWE) means that
the character of this part of the world could be
changed forever.

The consultation materials are provided too late. |
received the dates for the consultation events by post
in July. The dates were in June. The consultation
document is ok as far as the print goes, but the maps
are extremely hard to read with nearly all the relevant
information is produced green on green. This may be
to show eco credentials but it fails to aid
communication of information especially to anyone
with visual difficulties. If you really do want to
communicate and consult it is important that the plans
are accessible.

| can't find any reference in either documents around
contingency planning for when/if the land is urgently
required for food production (arable and/or livestock).
Is there a Project Risk Register (professionally
required - see PRINCE2 etc)? If so, can | see a copy
please? Similarly | can't find a Site Security Plan (e.g.
for trespass, criminal damage, sabotage, etc). Can |
also see a copy of this please? Presumably you will
have already consulted with Police, Fire, and
Ambulance service and created a generic Multi-
agency Major Incident Plan for the site? Have you
agreed RVP's, Marshalling Areas, Casualty/Survivor
Reception Centres, Body Collection Points, Radio
Communications boosters, etc?

No

Yes

No

No

The Applicant further notes that pre-application
engagement has taken place with the Westacre Estate
rewilding project.

As part of the pre-application consultation the Applicant
held a number of in person events, including early
engagement workshops with local stakeholders and
community groups

During the statutory consultation the Application also held
four in-person consultation events.

The request for further imagery is noted by the Applicant
and visualisations of the Scheme are provided as a part of
the landscape and visual assessment in the ES Chapter
6: Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2].

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that the information issued for the consultation
was clear, provided adequate time for community
involvement, and effectively invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

To improve accessibility, the consultation materials were
made available on the Scheme website for respondents to
‘zoom in’ and print. Consultation materials, including maps
such as the Indicative Masterplan, were also available in
hard copy and accessible formats upon request.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares in 2024. The agricultural land taken for the
Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and is not
expected to have a significant impact on national food
production and security. The Applicant therefore
considered that the use of agricultural land for the Scheme
would not materially affect national food supply or
agricultural resilience. Further details of the assessments
under taken can be found in E S Chapter 11: Soils
and Agriculture [APP/6.2].

Further to this, the Applicant notes the Policy Compliance
Document [APP/5.6], which confirms that the use of Best
and Most Versatile (BMV) land as part of the Scheme is
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Consultation
materials

Consultation
materials

Biodiversity: there is not enough information provided
how this would be improved. The construction phase

information = will almost certainly diminish biodiversity and wildlife No

in particular.

information | The consultation information was incomplete and
vague, particularly on the design. It did not say exactly
what type and size of solar panels would be used- only

No

justified, considering the economic and other benefits of
the land.

A Project Risk Register is maintained internally in
accordance with good industry practice; however, it does
not form part of the DCO Application.

Regarding security, the boundary of the Solar PV Site will
be secured both by fencing and by the provision of Closed-
Circuit Television (CCTV) equipment. Cameras would be
placed on poles with a maximum height of 3m. Perimeter
fencing will be deer wire mesh and wooden post fencing
with a maximum height of 2.5m. All new access tracks will
be secured by gates, which will be set back from the public
highway. Where existing access tracks are used that also
provide access to residential properties, appropriate
security measures will be put in place in consultation with
the relevant property owner(s). The oOEMP [APP/7.8]
further sets out security measures for the Scheme
during the operational phase.

The Applicant has met with representatives from Norfolk
Fire and Rescue and the East of England Ambulance
Service, as detailed in the Consultation Report
[APP/5.1]. The Applicant also notes ongoing discussions
regarding a joint Statement of Common Ground, as
detailed in Section 6.2 of the Consultation
Report [APP/5.1].

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information made available during the
consultation was adequate and appropriate for that stage
in the process.

With regard to the concerns raised, the Applicant notes that
ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]
considers the potential impacts and proposed mitigation
regarding the Scheme with regard to wildlife and
biodiversity.

The Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net
Gain remains to be implemented (currently anticipated May
2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as
calculated within the Statutory BNG metric. The
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4]
has been submitted with the DCO Application.

Details of the measures proposed to manage and reduce
impacts on biodiversity and wildlife during construction are
outlined in the oCEMP [APP/7.6].

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information made available during the



|

The Droves Solar Farm — Consultation Report Appendix H: Section 47 - Responses Received and Applicants Response

Consultation
materials

Consultation
materials

Consultation
materials

Consultation
materials

30

information

information

information

information

that 2 types are being considered. It did not say
exactly where the 10HA battery and the 4HA
transformer would be sited- only possible areas in
which they might be positioned, etc.

The details provided so far, do not fully explain who
these outcomes are calculated or achieved.

Just a lot of jargon.

The documents on the website run to many hundreds
of pages, and are full of statutory detail and short on
hard facts. | struggle to understand why the Nar
Valley should be targeted for such a sized Solar farm.
| am worried about the impact upon the River Nar
catchment.

The green on green and green tone used in the
production of the maps makes them very difficult to
access so it is really hard to fully appreciate the
positive and negative impact the plan will have on the
environment and any positive social benefits.

No

No

No

No

consultation was adequate and appropriate for that stage
in the process.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident in the level of consultation undertaken and
information presented throughout the pre-application
stage.

The Applicant notes this comment but remains confident
that the information presented during the statutory
consultation was sufficiently accessible. A Non-Technical
Summary (NTS) of the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report (PEIR) was provided to summarise the
key findings in an accessible format, supported by
community-facing materials such as the Consultation
Information Booklet and exhibition boards. Clarification and
further information were also available upon request
throughout the consultation period.

The Applicant also notes that an Non-Technical
Summary [APP/6.5] of the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5] has been
submitted as part of the DCO Application.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident in the level and accessibility of information
presented throughout the pre-application stage. A NTS of
the PEIR and other community-facing materials were made
available to help explain the proposals in clear, non-
technical language, with further clarification provided upon
request.

The overarching need for the Scheme is also set out in brief
in ES Chapter 1: Introduction [APP/6.1]. Further
explanation of the alternatives considered, including site
selection and design evolution, is provided in ES Chapter
4: Reasonable Alternatives and Design Evolution
[APP/6.2]. An assessment of the Scheme’s impact on the
River Nar catchment is provided in ES Chapter 12: Water
Resources [APP/6.2].

The Applicant also notes that an Non-Technical
Summary [APP/6.5] of the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5] has
been submitted as part of the DCO Application.

It is noted that some material may have been technical in
nature or some respondents may have been challenged in
reading the maps available — every effort was made to
ensure this information was clear and the applicant is
confident that the opportunity for clarification was made
available to all interested parties.
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information

information

information

information

As previously mentioned the maps are not clear as
there is too much green on green and closely toned No
greens to enable me to fully appreciate them.

The documentation refers to 'indicative sitings' and
'potential mitigation and enhancement' so does not
indicate what exactly we are asked to comment on.

There is also a lack of graphics to show the visual
impact and the extent to which this could be mitigated = Yes
over time - e.g. after 1 year, 5 years, 10 years.

The wide-angle nature of the graphics on show at the
local events appears to be designed to minimise the
visual impacts.

Info should be made available as to the negative
effects:

No
For example, long term damage to the soil and to the
health of humans..if this research is available.

Can you also use more basic language, so everyone
can understand, using only facts and not 'spin' No
everything to look rosey and great.

The Applicant also notes that materials were available in
hard copy or accessible formats upon request.

It is noted that some material may have been technical in
nature or some respondents may have been challenged in
reading the maps available — every effort was made to
ensure this information was clear and the applicant is
confident that the opportunity for clarification was made
available to all interested parties.

The Applicant also notes that materials were available in
hard copy or accessible formats upon request.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident in the level of consultation undertaken and
information presented throughout the pre-application
stage.

Efforts were made to be transparent and open with the
material presented throughout the consultation. The The
Applicant also notes that that as part of the Application,
additional visualisations will be provided to accompany ES
Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2].

Please refer to ES Figure 6.10: (PP1-16 and PPa-g):
Winter Photograph Panels [APP/6.3] and Figure 6.11:
(PP1-16 and PPa-g): Summer Photograph Panels
[APP/6.3].

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
potential negative effects, including those relating to soil
quality and human health, were assessed as part of the
PEIR and have been further assessed and reported in the
ES [APP/6.1] submitted with the DCO Application.

As outlined in the Scoping Report ES Appendix 2.2:
Scoping Opinion [APP/6.4], health effects related to land
quality were scoped out of further assessment on the basis
that agricultural land quality and soil resources were not
expected to be significantly affected during any phase of
the Scheme. The Planning Inspectorate agreed with this
approach.

The Applicant notes that the potential health impacts of the
Scheme and the effects on soils are set out in ES Chapter
11: Soils and Agriculture [APP/6.2], of which concludes
that there are no significant effects with embedded
mitigation.

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but remains
confident that the information presented during the
statutory consultation was factual in tone and sufficiently
accessible and appropriate for that stage of the process.

A NTS of the PEIR was provided to summarise the key
findings in an accessible format, supported by community-
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Too much jargon.

At the consultation drop-in, there was no information
on the substation at all, only a tentative location on the
plans. | now understand that the substation location
will be decided by the National Gird, presumably in
consultation with the customer (i.e. Droves Solar). |
sincerely hope that there will be no substation which
would be visible from Castle Acre Priory or Chimney
Street.

The leaflet informing us of any visit/webinars was not
received until after they had all passed.

The size of the documents makes reading it all too
much effort, and the reports are full of waffle. | could
not find a succinct summary. | honestly think this
proposal is too large, does not fit the area, and does
not benefit the area.

No

No

No

facing materials such as the Consultation Information
Booklet and exhibition boards. Clarification and further
information were also available upon request throughout
the consultation period.

The Applicant also notes that an NTS [APP/6.5] of the ES
[APP/6.1 - 6.5] has also been submitted as part of the
DCO Application.

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but remains
confident that the information presented during the
statutory consultation was sufficiently accessible.

A NTS of the Preliminary PEIR was provided to summarise
the key findings in an accessible format, supported by
community-facing materials such as the Consultation
Information Booklet and exhibition boards. Clarification and
further information were also available upon request
throughout the consultation period.

The Applicant also notes that an Non-Technical
Summary [APP/6.5] of the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5] has also
been submitted as part of the DCO Application.

With regard to the proposed location of the substation, the
Applicant notes that feedback on this matter was sought
during consultation. The Applicant has chosen to locate the
National Grid Substation, Customer Substation, and
Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) within Fields 27
and 24, to the south of Bartholomew’s Hills Plantation,
reducing the visibility of this infrastructure from Castle
Acre. The solar PV panels have been removed from Field
35 and the northern extents of Field 33.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information sent out for our consultation was
done with adequate time for involvement and collaboration
from the community.

The Applicant also notes that an initial newsletter was
posted to local residents and businesses within the
identified PCZ on 6 May 2025 notifying of the statutory
consultation This newsletter provided details of the in-
person consultation events and webinars, which were held
on a range of days and times, including during the evening
and at weekends, to accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant notes that some material may have been
technical in nature or some respondents may have been
challenged in following the maps available — every effort
was made to ensure this information was clear and the
applicant is confident that the opportunity for clarification
was made available to all interested parties.
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information

information

Please reconsider the use of one colour on maps. Use
high contrast colours or symbols, preferably both.

All  your explanations, mitigations and childish
illustrations are a bit of an insult really because | know
this is a done deal and you don’t really care what local
people think anyway. Peace& love =)

No

A NTS of the Preliminary PEIR was provided to summarise
the key findings in an accessible format, supported by
community-facing materials such as the Consultation
Information Booklet and exhibition boards. Clarification and
further information were also available upon request
throughout the consultation period.

The Applicant also notes that an Non-Technical
Summary [APP/6.5] of the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5] has also
been submitted as part of the DCO Application.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding. The Applicant
also notes engagement with the Norfolk Community
Foundation as detailed in this Consultation Report
[APP/5.1].

In addition, the Applicant notes that the Scheme will
generate business rates that are paid to the local authority.

The Applicant notes that some material may have been
technical in nature or some respondents may have been
challenged in reading the maps available — every effort was
made to ensure this information was clear and the
applicant is confident that the opportunity for clarification
was made available to all interested parties.

The Applicant also notes that materials were available in
hard copy or accessible formats upon request.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information used during the pre-application
consultation was appropriate in language and tone.

The Applicant also wishes to clarify that the Scheme
remains subject to the statutory decision-making process
and welcomes further engagement with stakeholders and
members of the public throughout the Examination stage.

Following submission of the DCO Application, the Planning
Inspectorate will determine whether the application meets
the standards required for acceptance. If accepted, the
application will enter the Examination stage, during which
stakeholders and members of the public will have the
opportunity to register as Interested Parties and provide
further feedback, either in writing or at hearings. Once the
Examination has concluded, PINS will make a
recommendation to the Secretary of State, who will then
make the final decision on whether to grant development
consent.
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information
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information

information

Too much info to wade through....Search function

would be helpful! No

By the time I received the letter about the consultation
events, they had already been and gone!

No
In effect, | was not given the opportunity to learn more
or put forward my views.

It is the 1st July and a flyer delivered today reference
consultation events in  May and June.
It is clear that this project is being moved forward with
a consultation timeline that actually doesn't reflect the
calendar displayed in the post office delivered flyer
and real time calendar.
| therefore would like you to provide me with the
evidence of dates and times that your company
issued the flyers to the Post Office to distribute to
enable me to attend the consultations; because
unless | have a TARDIS it is impossible for me to
attend in retrospect. (FOI act 20 days minimum).

No

Why is it | get this information letter on the 1st of July
when all the event dates to get involved have now
passed.. this doesnt bode well for future
communication!!

No

The Applicant notes this but remains confident that the
information used during the pre-application consultation
was appropriate in language and tone. All consultation
documents were made available on the project website,
where they could be searched and downloaded, and
clarification or assistance was available upon request
throughout the consultation period.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant also notes that there will be further
opportunities for stakeholders and members of the public
to provide their views during the Examination stage of the
DCO process.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
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Received leaflet (allegedly sent first class) today, 1st

July!!!

Let's hope your admin. Is a little more efficient than = No
your mailings!
What a waste of money!

Very disappointed to receive a leaflet today 1st July
informing me of a 7 week consultation that runs out on
the 9th of July. The information gives me dates from
May to July to attend a consultation. Surely this is too
late!

Please give me answers by responding to this email

No

| had a leaflet come through the post on Saturday
about the Droves Solar farm, unfortunately all the
dates on the sheet have past, as I'd have really liked
to come along and see what it was all about.

No

| received your leaflet yesterday in the post informing N
me of the consultations you are holding in connection
with the Droves Solar Farm. Total waste of time if you

webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.
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information

information

information

ask me all the consultation dates are well gone so I've
got no chance to hear what you have to say.

Are you planning anymore or just going to go ahead
anyway no matter what the public think.

What is the point of the invitation received today, 27
Jun, as all the events have already happened? This
does not bode well for the quality of your planning.

| have received a leaflet today 26.6.2025 @ 12:30
from yourselves reference consultation events and
webinars however all of these events have already
taken place, | would have been interested in
attending a webinar?

| am a Swaffham resident, and | have today received
a letter from you regarding the 7 week statutory
consultation exercise for the proposed Droves Solar
Farm.

To my surprise, | find all 4 of the advertised
consultation events, as well as the two webinars have
already happened!
What exactly is the point of notifying me of a
consultation exercise that has been and gone, and

No

No

No

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant also notes that there will be further
opportunities for stakeholders and members of the public
to provide their views during the Examination stage of the
DCO process.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
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that cannot take part in?

An 0S map of proposed area initially would be helpful
in understanding the topography of the complete area No
and its relationship to existing networks.

Project team were deeply unimpressive - they did not
understand the technology in full and clearly did not
care about the local impact on a very special area. No

In comparison with small nuclear reactors they are a
very poor second.

No social or community benefits were demonstrated
in either your literature or community meeting at

Castle Acre. So too vyour biodiversity and No
environmental net gains. Nada.

Impact on SSSI.

Project team seemed unaware that solar panels are

less efficient over 25. Indeed they denied that was the No

case. They are wrong.

Panels will need replacing 2-3 times over life of
project. How is that environmental.

provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant also notes that there will be further
opportunities for stakeholders and members of the public
to provide their views during the Examination stage of the
DCO process.

Maps indicating the topography of the Site were provide as
part of the PEIR.

The Applicant also notes that ES Figure 6.4: Landscape
Character [APP/6.3] submitted with the Application details
the topography of the Site.

The Applicant has confidence in the project team
appointed to deliver the Application and notes that detailed
measures to mitigate potential impacts on the local area
are set out within the Scheme design.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] also provides
the justification for the Scheme, outlining its role in
supporting the UK’s renewable energy and net zero
objectives. It recognises that a mix of technologies,
including solar, wind, nuclear, and other low-carbon
generation, will be required to achieve these targets,
with the Scheme contributing to this balanced energy
portfolio.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that local
communities benefit from the Scheme. Community
benefits have been consulted on throughout the pre-
application process, and ongoing discussions will inform
how funding is best distributed. Engagement with the
Norfolk Community Foundation with regard to community
benefits is detailed in this Consultation Report [APP/5.1].

The Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net
Gain remains to be implemented (currently anticipated May
2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as
calculated within the Statutory BNG metric. The
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4]
has been submitted with the DCO Application..

Large-scale solar schemes in the UK are efficient
compared to other technologies in terms of energy
generation over their operational lifespan. The Applicant
notes that Island Green Power (IGP) is a signatory to the
Solar Energy UK Supply Chain Statement, committing to a
transparent and sustainable supply chain free from human
rights abuses. Panel replacement and maintenance
requirements have been accounted for within the
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Nearly 80% of solar panels are made in China - | need
reassurance that these will not be.

| attended the open evening at Castle Acre today and
they were unable to tell me how many metal uprights
will be required for your application, but it will be a very
great many. 2 years of construction and continuous
pile driver noise will drive all of us in Castle Acre and
surrounding villages quite potty.

Your representatives said that the noise nuisance will
have to be ameliorated, but | am unclear as to how
this will be possible.

| am physically disabled but will do my utmost to get
to Swaffham Assembly Rooms in June to see your
roadshow and ask you lots of difficult questions.

| am a retired Met Police Inspector who used to be
responsible for all of London's multiagency
emergency planning (both civil emergencies and
terrorism). | have an MSc in Emergency Planning and
Leadership. | kind of know what I'm talking about re
my responses above.

It was quite intimidating walking in to the community
centre, as | entered there were so many corporate
men, in suits and ties, | felt uncomfortable and then
could not ask the things | wanted to.

No

No

No

Scheme’s design and environmental assessments, as
detailed throughout the ES [APP/6.1 — 6.5].

The Applicant also notes that for the panels are expected
to be replaced once during the lifespan of the Scheme over
a 12-24 month period. Further details of replacement
activities are set out in the oOEMP [APP/7.8].

The Applicant notes that noise from pilling activities have
been assessed in the ES Chapter 10: Noise and
Vibration [/APP/6.2] and mitigation measures have been
outlined to reduce noise to below the lowest category
construction noise criterion, where necessary. Castle
Acre properties and surrounding Vvillages are at
sufficient distances to experience noise levels below
this threshold even at the closest point of pilling within the
Scheme boundary and will experience lower levels when
piling activity is further within the Scheme.

The Applicant also notes that where percussive piling is
undertaken for the foundations of the Solar PV Arrays
within 400m of sensitive receptors, this should be restricted
to no more than two periods of four hours each with at least
one hour of no piling between these four-hour periods and
restricted to the hours of 07:00 to 18:00 Monday to Friday
and 08:00 to 13:30 on Saturdays.

In addition, piling works within 130m of Keepers Cottage
will be further controlled to reduce noise levels to not
exceed 65dB LAeq over the working day, through use of
quieter piling techniques, and if possible, use of localised
screening or a combination of these measures.

Further details of how noise and vibration as a result of the
construction works would be managed are presented in the
oCEMP [APP/7.6].

The Applicant notes this comment and welcomes ongoing
engagement from all affected parties.

The Applicant notes this comment but remains confident
that the consultation events were appropriately staffed to
ensure attendees could access accurate information and
speak directly with the relevant technical specialists.
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Consultation meeting was poor. No information was
given unless by asking direct questions. Responses
were limited. No idea how much energy each panel
produces. No idea how much farm will cost. No idea
how efficient each panel is. Told noise would try to be
be mitigated but unsure wheather this was possible.
Was told house prices would not drop but | seriously
would not have bought a home here if | knew that it
was then going to be on the edge of a battery cell
.Therefore im sure prices will drop and who will
compensate us for this. | choose to live in the
countryside with the low employment , poor road links
and peace and quite | have not choosen to live beside
a solar farm.

During the meeting a female member just stood
smirking and saying unhelpful comments about how
she would love the panels in her environment and how
beautiful they are! But was unable to give out any
useful information.

the experts on attendance were very vague on many
issues, gave us assumed processes rather than
definite  mutigations, misinformed about the
procedures with planning, suggested that archeology
on sute and nearby was not significant or could ve "
built over for future generations" very condescending

Good in terms of the presentations at the consultation
event. But this form not really couched in simple
terms.

The personal interaction and knowledge of the
personnel involved in the in person presentation was
excellent.

You would have been wise to take the team that was
at Swaffham to the village meetings as the feedback
was very poor from my friends in Castle Acre

No

No

No

No

No

The Applicant further notes that at the in-person events,
appropriate facilities were available for attendees to
discuss the Scheme privately, away from the main room
and in a less intense environment, should this have been
requested.

The Applicant notes this comment but remains confident
that the consultation events were appropriately staffed with
knowledgeable members of the project team to answer
questions on all aspects of the Scheme. If questions were
not able to be answered on the day of the in-person events,
attendees were encouraged to follow up with the
Community Relations Team via email or phone.

The Applicant also notes that there is no research or
evidence to suggest solar farms impact property values.

The Applicant notes this comment but remains confident
that the consultation events were appropriately staffed with
knowledgeable members of the project team to answer
questions on all aspects of the Scheme.

An assessment of the effects of the Scheme on cultural
heritage and archaeology, including local receptors such
as Castle Acre Priory, is presented in ES Chapter 9:
Cultural Heritage and Archaeology [APP/6.2].

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident in the level of consultation undertaken and
information presented throughout the pre-application
stage.

The Applicant welcomes this comment.

The Applicant notes this comment but remains confident
that the consultation events were appropriately staffed with
knowledgeable members of the project team to answer
questions on all aspects of the Scheme.
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The in-person event was interesting and the hosts
both considerate and well informed. However, it was No
NOT A CONSULTATION - just an exhibition

The community event was very underwhelming.
Polite staff but little engagement - standing in front of No
maps and posters is not meaningful consultation.

At the consultation event, | was told about the legally
binding register of commitments, which | thought was
great in principal, but still have little faith that if a
commitment is broken, anything is ever done about it.

No

On 2nd July | received in the post a leaflet inviting me
to take part in the seven week statutory consultation
that started on 21st May.

All of the dates of the consultation events, including
the webinars were in the past! The last ending on the
25th June.

No

How can this be deemed to be genuine consultation
when it is not possible to attend any of the events?

The Applicant notes this comment. Attendees at the in-
person consultation events were able to provide feedback
on the day by completing a Feedback Form, and additional
feedback could be submitted online, by post, or via email
during the consultation period. The exhibition events
formed part of a wider programme of engagement
designed to inform, gather views, and encourage
participation in the statutory consultation process. The
Applicant considers that these events provided meaningful
opportunities for attendees to discuss the proposals with
the project team and to have their comments recorded and
taken into account.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident in the level of consultation undertaken and
information presented throughout the pre-application
stage.

Attendees at the in-person consultation events were able
to provide feedback on the day by completing a Feedback
Form, and additional feedback could be submitted online,
by post, or via email during the consultation period. The
exhibition events formed part of a wider programme of
engagement designed to inform, gather views, and
encourage participation in the statutory consultation
process. The Applicant considers that these events
provided meaningful opportunities for attendees to discuss
the proposals with the project team and to have their
comments recorded and taken into account.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments and
confirms that all commitments made through the
Application, along with any requirements imposed through
the DCO, will be fully adhered to.

The Applicant acknowledges these comments but remains
confident that information issued for the consultation
provided adequate time for community involvement and
invited participation.

An initial newsletter was posted to residents and
businesses within the identified PCZ on 6 May 2025,
followed by a second notification leaflet sent via post to
land within the PCZ well before the close of the statutory
consultation at 23:59 on 9 July 2025. This newsletter
provided details of the in-person consultation events and
webinars, which were held on a range of days and times,
including during the evening and at weekends, to
accommodate different schedules.

The Applicant also notes that there will be further
opportunities for stakeholders and members of the public
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Consultation events

Consultation events

Consultation events

Consultation website

Consultation website

Consultation Good

Consultation (Bad)

Thank you for the time you gave me at your latest
consultation event held at Westacre Theatre, West
Acre PE32 1UD, Friday 20th June, it was appreciated.

At the village hall in Castle Acre your representatives
could only bleat that these solar farms have to be built
somewhere. | felt that to be a weak justification
because of the too obvious conflation of somewhere
with anywhere there being many other less
picturesque parts of Norfolk of equal suitability.

Castle Acre only had the consultation visit as the
Parish Council requested it, bearing in mind we are
one of the closest villages to the proposed site, | feel
we should have been considered foremost.

| have tried three times to complete this form online
but it has disappeared each time before | could fully
do so. As it is the deadline today for returning the form
| am going to try sending this to you again. | do not
know if | was timed out therefore

Too much info to wade through....Search function
would be helpful!

Thank you for the information to date, and the
opportunity to discuss the project more

It is incredibly easy to write reams of waffle that feels
like it has been generated by ChatGPT. The proof will
be in the pudding. This is a totally pointless section of
the survey because you can talk about all of this with

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

to provide their views during the Examination stage of the
DCO process.

The Applicant welcomes this comment.

The Applicant notes that the Site Evaluation Report,
provided in Appendix 1 of the Planning Statement
[APP/5.5], demonstrates that the Site is suitable for the
proposed development, having been selected following a
comprehensive assessment of environmental, technical,
and planning considerations.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] further sets out the
justification for the Scheme and its proposed scale within
the context of the clear and urgent national need for low-
carbon energy generation.

The Applicant notes that the locations of in-person
consultation events were selected based on a range of
factors, including proximity to the Site, accessibility for
residents within the Primary Consultation Zone (PCZ), and
the availability and suitability of local venues.

Castle Acre Village Hass was included in the in-person
event schedule following a request from Castle Acre Parish
Council. The Applicant considers that the overall
programme of events provided appropriate coverage
across the PCZ to ensure that local communities had an
opportunity to attend and provide feedback.

The Feedback Form was received by the Applicant and
considered within the responses as outlined.

The Applicant notes that a search function for all
documents uploaded to the Scheme website was available
throughout the consultation period. Every effort was made
to ensure that this information was clear and accessible,
and the Applicant is confident that opportunities for
clarification were available to all interested parties.

The Applicant welcomes this comment.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that all
commitments made through the Application, along with any
requirements imposed through the DCO, will be fully
adhered to.
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Consultation (Bad)

Consultation (Bad)

Consultation (Bad)
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the best of intentions and do precisely none of it when
it comes to the crunch.

The 'consultation' appears to be inward lookng -
focused solely on these proposals rather than broader | No
consideration of alternatives.

It is difficult to tailor one's comments and objections to
fit in with the structure of this form. The form does not
really allow for full expression. It seems to be a fitting
example of your 'design principles’ - designed to
obfuscate.

The consultation information was incomplete and No
vague, particularly on the design. It did not say exactly
what type and size of solar panels would be used- only

that 2 types are being considered. It did not say
exactly where the 10HA battery and the 4HA
transformer would be sited- only possible areas in
which they might be positioned, etc.

This is beyond satire. You are vague where you
require respondents to be specific! Build the bloody No
thing elsewhere.

Not sure how you achieve it but feel you need greater

public engagement. No

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] provides the
justification for the Scheme, outlining its role in supporting
the UK’s renewable energy and net zero objectives. It
recognises that a mix of technologies, including solar,
wind, nuclear, and other low-carbon generation, will be
required to achieve these targets, with the Scheme
contributing to this balanced energy portfolio.

The Applicant notes that the Site Evaluation Report,
provided in Appendix 1 of the Planning Statement
[APP/5.5], demonstrates that the Site is suitable for the
proposed development, having been selected following a
comprehensive assessment of environmental, technical,
and planning considerations. Further details of the
reasonable alternatives considered, including site selection
and design evolution, are set out in ES Chapter 4:
Reasonable Alternatives and Design Evolution
[APP/6.2].

The feedback form included free form boxes for the
submission of feedback comments. The Applicant also
welcomed feedback received via the Community Relations
inbox or by Freepost, and promoted these alternative
channels accordingly.

The Applicant notes this comment.

The Applicant notes this but remains confident that the
level of engagement undertaken was appropriate and
proportionate, providing multiple opportunities for
consultees to access information and provide feedback
throughout the pre-application period.

The Applicant also notes that there will be further
opportunities for stakeholders and members of the public
to provide their views, including during the Examination
stage of the DCO process.
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Consultation (Bad)

Consultation (Bad)

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Your companys link with the other proposed site
should have been made clear. A much wider
consultation on the impact of visual, cultural and
heritage destruction needs to be discussed. Also
there is very little to no community benefit of this
development.

The fix is in. This public consultation is a performative,
tick-box affair entirely subverted by the cynical
conjoining of political will and commercial opportunity.

As discussed with one of your representatives | feel
Norfolk is being targeted unfairly for solar farms. The
whole county seems to be victim of these plans

| am also very displeased that all your proposed solar
farms are of a size where you know local planning
have no say. You know that because this government
has created a ridiculous time scale for net zero that
they want to be seen to meet this goal so you know
you are onto a winner and despite saying you will
listen to us, we know you wont.

Stop thinking about money and think about people
and their lives and how they want to enjoy this
beautiful county. We want our trees to be safe, our
wildlife to have freedom of movement to thrive.

Companies always put 'spins', to make something
look like you absolutely need it, but in reality only
companies reap the rewards, the working class will
not see or have any benefit for at least 10-12 years!

No

No

No

The Droves Solar Farm and High Grove Solar Farm are
two separate Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects
(NSIPs), being developed by IGP and RWE respectively.

The Applicant has engaged with the High Grove project
team, and measures for continued collaboration prior to
construction have been secured within the relevant
management plans.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
assesses potential in-combination effects on various
receptor groups, including heritage assets.

The Applicant notes this but disagrees, remaining
confident that the level of engagement undertaken was
appropriate  and proportionate, providing multiple
opportunities for consultees to access information and
provide feedback throughout the pre-application period.

ES Chapter 4: Reasonable Alternatives and Design
Evolution [APP/6.1] summarises the reasonable
alternatives considered for the Scheme, including the initial
site selection and subsequent design development.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] and Planning
Statement [APP/5.5], submitted in support of the DCO
Application, set out the justification for the Scheme and its
proposed scale within the context of the clear and urgent
national need for low-carbon energy generation.

The Applicant further notes it remains committed to
meaningful engagement with local communities and
stakeholders. Feedback received throughout the pre-
application process has been carefully considered and,
where practicable, used to inform the evolution of the
Scheme’s design and mitigation measures.

In bringing forward the Scheme, the Applicant considers it
to be part of the vital mix of renewable energy generation
needed to achieve the UK’s net zero and energy security
objectives, while also incorporating measures to protect,
enhance and restore the local environment.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] sets out the national
new renewable energy infrastructure to help achieve the
UK Government’s net zero and energy security objectives.
The Scheme will make a meaningful contribution to this
transition while supporting local employment and supply
chain opportunities during construction and operation.

The Applicant is also committed to ensuring that local
communities benefit from the Scheme and continues to
engage with stakeholders and the Norfolk Community
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Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

This seems like a stitch up between the developing
company and the farmers who are leasing the land to
make lots of money for both in the guise of “providing
green energy”. There is no thought for the people who
live in Swaffham whose lives will be diminished.

In relation to 1 (c), any trust | have in the project will
be dependent on where the proposed substations are.
There is a proposed zone in which the two substations
are potentially positioned. If they are NOT placed next
to each other, and both south of Bartholemew’s Hills
Plantation, then that will be a disgrace, and can only
be a cost saving measure, however you try and dress
it up.

Having looked into the matter extensively | have come
to the conclusion that this is nothing more than
corporate money making at the expense of our food
production, countryside/native wildlife and our own
wellbeing.

No

No

No

Foundation to shape and deliver an appropriate package
of community benefits.

ES Chapter 14 Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] further sets
out the assessment of the Scheme’s socio-economic
effects, including employment generation and supply chain
opportunities.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] sets out the national
new renewable energy infrastructure to help achieve the
UK Government’s net zero and energy security objectives.
The Scheme will make a meaningful contribution to this
transition while supporting local employment and supply
chain opportunities during construction and operation.

In bringing forward the Scheme, the Applicant considers it
to be part of the vital mix of renewable energy generation
needed to achieve the UK’s net zero and energy security
objectives, while also incorporating measures to protect,
enhance and restore the local environment.

ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] sets out the
assessment of the Scheme’s socio-economic effects,
including employment generation and supply chain
opportunities.

The Applicant is also committed to ensuring that local
communities benefit from the Scheme and continues to
engage with stakeholders and the Norfolk Community
Foundation to shape and deliver an appropriate package
of community benefits.

The Applicant has chosen to locate the National Grid
Substation, Customer Substation, and Battery Energy
Storage System (BESS) within Fields 27 and 24, to the
south of Bartholomew’s Hills Plantation, reducing the
visibility of this infrastructure from Castle Acre. The solar
PV panels have been removed from Field 35 and the
northern extents of Field 33.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares in 2024. The agricultural land taken for the
Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and is not
expected to have a significant impact on national food
production and security. Further to this, the Applicant notes
the Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6], which
confirms that the use of BMV land as part of the Scheme is
justified, considering the economic and other benefits of
the land.

The Applicant also notes that an assessment of effects of
the Scheme on wildlife are presented in ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].
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Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Your masterplan is to make lots of money! | am not
convinced for one moment that you give a toss about | No
the environment!

More sophistry. No

This whole project appears to be about project and

. No
making money
Itis huge, and after you build it, recover your company
costs, pay your shareholders, | do not feel | would No
benefit in any way. The energy you don't use will go
into the grid, but where do you use your energy?
This feels like an attempt to bribe local communities No

into agreeing the proposals.

In bringing forward the Scheme, the Applicant considers it
to be part of the vital mix of renewable energy generation
needed to achieve the UK’s net zero and energy security
objectives, while also incorporating measures to protect,
enhance and restore the local environment.

In bringing forward the Scheme, the Applicant considers it
to be part of the vital mix of renewable energy generation
needed to achieve the UK’s net zero and energy security
objectives, while also incorporating measures to protect,
enhance and restore the local environment.

A full assessment of the potential environmental effects of
the Scheme has been undertaken, with the findings
reported in the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5].

The Applicant believes that the Scheme will make a
meaningful contribution to the UK’s transition to a low-
carbon future and forms part of the balanced energy mix
required to achieve national net zero and energy security
objectives, while incorporating measures to protect and
enhance the local environment.

The Applicant notes this comment.

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees. The
Scheme is being brought forward to support the UK’s
transition to a low-carbon energy system and will make a
meaningful contribution towards achieving national net
zero and energy security objectives. The Scheme forms
part of the balanced energy mix required to meet these
goals, while incorporating measures to protect, enhance,
and restore the local environment.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that local
communities benefit from the Scheme. Community
benefits have been consulted on throughout the pre-
application process, and ongoing discussions will inform
how funding is best distributed.

ES Chapter 14: Socio-Economics [APP/6.2] also sets
out the assessment of the Scheme’s socio-economic
effects, including employment generation and
supply chain opportunities. Justification for the size of
the development can be found in the Statement of Need
[APP/5.4].

The Applicant notes this comment but does not agree with
the suggestion that community benefits are intended to
influence local support for the Scheme.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
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Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

The bribery section. I'm sure there will be many better
suggestions than I'm in the mood to offer but I'm
confident you’ll have no trouble falling short of them
even so.

It is essential that this development becomes part of
the community rather than being viewed as remote
investors just profiteering from the locality. This
means an ongoing, trustful relationship with the
community and engaging on a positive basis to help
fund local organisations, amenities and facilities in
consultation with the town and parish councils and
community groups. Company officials should not be
remote and unobtainable and there should be an
ongoing liaison over the life of the development. The
community cohesion and acceptance is key to the
success of this development and there are significant
concerns locally. We would suggest that each
affected community is given a stake in a section of the
proposed development such that they get a regular
payout over the life of the development rather like
solar panels on buildings and feed in tariff. As it stands
there is opposition given the impression that this is a
group of outside investors cashing in with no real
community affiliation.

Conclusion

| hope the above points are of interest and can be
considered as part of this ongoing 'collaborative
consultation' process for your proposed scheme. | do
feel without this level of long-term engagement and
'buy-in' from your client to the quality of life for local
peoples and experience at Drove Farm and the linked
environs popular interest and support may wavier.

A political expediency has been grasped here by
cynical operators and the stench is revolting.

No

No

No

No

will determine how best to distribute funding. Any fund will
help ensure that community benefit initiatives are
transparent, locally focused, and appropriately managed

The Applicant notes this comment but does not agree with
the suggestion that community benefits are intended to
influence local support for the Scheme.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding. Any fund will
help ensure that community benefit initiatives are
transparent, locally focused, and appropriately managed.

The Applicant is committed to ensuring that communities
benefit from the Scheme. Throughout the pre-application
process, the Applicant has consulted on community
benefits and, based on feedback and ongoing discussions,
will determine how best to distribute funding.

Any fund will help ensure that community benefit initiatives
are ftransparent, locally focused, and appropriately
managed.

While the Applicant cannot offer direct financial
participation or ownership, it remains open to further
engagement regarding the development of community
benefit initiatives and ongoing community liaison
arrangements.

The Applicant notes these comments and remains
committed to ongoing dialogue with the local community
throughout all stages to ensure that the benefits of the
Scheme are realised locally.

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees. The
Statement of Need [APP/5.4] sets out the national new
renewable energy infrastructure to help achieve the UK
Government’s net zero and energy security objectives. The
Scheme will make a meaningful contribution to this
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Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Trust/confidence in developer

Another cowardly and cynical calculation, another
indulgence of profligacy with the very environment
you affect to care about

The Numbers.

Initial consultation budget

Construction budget

Income projections

Long-term Running and projected margins

Community Budget Long term

Policy EC 06 — Farm Diversification

While this policy supports diversification, it makes
clear that development must be "appropriate in scale
and character" and not conflict with wider
sustainability and environmental objectives. This
scheme far exceeds the scope of reasonable
diversification and appears driven by commercial
energy generation objectives rather than agricultural
enhancement.

No

No

No

transition while supporting local employment and supply
chain opportunities during construction and operation.

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees. In
bringing forward the Scheme, the Applicant considers it to
be part of the vital mix of renewable energy generation
needed to achieve the UK’s net zero and energy security
objectives, while also incorporating measures to protect,
enhance and restore the local environment.

The current cost estimate for the Scheme is approximately
£900 million — £950 million.

This estimate includes construction costs, preparation
costs, supervision costs, land acquisition costs (including
compensation payable in respect of any compulsory
acquisition), equipment purchase, installation,
commissioning, and power export. The estimate also
includes an allowance for inflation and project
contingencies.

Further details of the Scheme’s funding are set out in the
Funding Statement [APP/4.2].

The Applicant notes that any community benefit fund would
be calculated based on the Scheme’s generating capacity
(MW per year) and delivered in line with industry standards
for renewable energy projects.

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] and Planning
Statement [APP/5.5], submitted in support of the DCO
Application, set out the justification for the Scheme and its
proposed scale within the context of the clear and urgent
national need for low-carbon energy generation.

The Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6] submitted
as part of the DCO Application confirms that the use of
BMV land as part of the Scheme is justified, considering
the economic and other benefits of the land.

ES Chapter 11: Soils and Agriculture [APP/6.2] assesses
the potential effects on local agricultural business, the
potential wider effects on food production and the wider
rural economy and concludes no permanent significant
effects anticipated. Instead, the anticipated residual
significant effects are temporary and limited mainly to the
construction and decommissioning phases of the Scheme.

Further to this, by leaving the land undisturbed under long-
term grassland, soil health, quality and structure within the
Solar PV Sites are likely to improve during the lifetime of
the scheme.

In summary, whilst temporary minor adverse effects (in EIA
terms) on soil resources are anticipated during the
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Ongoing engagement

Ongoing engagement

Ongoing Community Engagement

Will there be a local liaison committee or point of
contact for complaints or concerns?

We therefore ask the developer to formally commit to:

Sharing accessible updates with the community, and
providing a clear channel for feedback or concerns,
with a commitment to timely responses.

These requests are made in the spirit of constructive
engagement, to ensure that the scheme, if approved,
is delivered in a way that respects the distinctive
qualities of South Acre and its residents.

No

No

construction of the Scheme, this is balanced by the
temporary beneficial effect which results from taking land
out of intensive arable production for 60 years. A more
detailed assessment regarding Policy EC06 Farm
Diversification of the Breckland Local Plan is provided in
the Planning Statement [APP/5.5].

The Applicant notes this comment and remains committed
to ongoing dialogue with the local community throughout
all stages to ensure that the benefits of the Scheme are
realised locally. The Community Relations channels will
also remain open throughout the consenting process.

The Applicant further notes that a Community Liaison
Manager will be appointed as a temporary facilitator of
communications between communities and the Scheme’s
operators. During long-term general operation and
maintenance activities, a member of the Scheme’s
operation and maintenance team would also be in a
dedicated ‘community contact’ position whereby they are
responsible for monitoring community interaction to ensure
community concerns are heard, responded to and suitably
addressed throughout the duration of the Scheme’s
operation and maintenance phase. Further details of this
are set out in the oOEMP [APP/7.8] which forms part of
the DCO Application.

The Applicant notes these comments and remains
committed to ongoing dialogue with the local community
throughout all stages. The Community Relations channels
will remain open throughout the consenting process.

The Applicant further notes that a Community Liaison
Manager will be appointed as a temporary facilitator of
communications between communities and the Scheme’s
operators. During long-term general operation and
maintenance activities, a member of the Scheme’s
operation and maintenance team would also be in a
dedicated ‘community contact’ position whereby they are
responsible for monitoring community interaction to ensure
community concerns are heard, responded to and suitably
addressed throughout the duration of the Scheme’s
operation and maintenance phase. Further details of this
are set out in the oOEMP [APP/7.8] which forms part of
the DCO Application.

The Applicant further notes that, throughout the pre-
application process, it has endeavoured to ensure that the
Scheme design is sensitive to its surroundings.



The Droves Solar Farm — Consultation Report Appendix H: Section 47 - Responses Received and Applicants Response

o §

Construction

Has this resulted in a change to the

Comment Applicant response

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

Construction Construction length

Construction traffic and
impact on roads

49

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but disagrees
with the conclusion. The oCEMP [APP/7.6] submitted as
. . . . part of the DCO Application sets out the measures that will
f:hsturbed to a huge extent during .copstruc.tlon as this N be implemented to protect the environment and mitigate
is forecast to be 24 months. This is unlikely to be : . ; . :
remedied throuah the proposed measures potential effects during construction. A detailed CEMP will

9 prop ’ be prepared in accordance with the oCEMP [APP/7.6] and

secured by way of a requirement within the DCO.

ecology and biodiversity, especially wildlife, will be

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees with
the conclusions. The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] and
Planning Statement [APP/5.5], submitted in support of
the DCO Application, set out the justification for the
Scheme and its proposed scale within the context of the
clear and urgent national need for low-carbon energy
generation.

With regard to traffic impacts, the cumulative traffic impacts
of the Scheme are assessed within ES Chapter 9:
Transport and Access [APP/6.2], which concludes that
no significant adverse effects are anticipated. The
Applicant also notes that High Grove Solar Farm has been
included within this assessment.

With regard to wildlife, the Scheme has been designed to

this is too big, right along daily access roads between incorporate the retention of valuable habitats and
Swaffham and Castle Acre , not discretely tucked in a ecological features, including those identified to be of
vadt exoansf of unfrequented land or ali g long importance for protected species. Impacts of the Scheme
stretches of motorway. It is dIso directly adjacrnt to No on relevant habitats and species have been fully
another dolar fat. propisal ( High Groves) and considered and reported on in ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
therefore a cumulative burden to local people, visitors Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

to the area and wildlife. It will involve years of noise

from piling and transport traffic The Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net

Gain remains to be implemented (currently anticipated May
2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as
calculated within the Statutory BNG metric, with the
minimum 10% commitment secured via a requirement in
the DCO. The Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Report [APP/7.4] has been submitted with the DCO
Application.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
provides a summary of the cumulative impacts
associated with the Scheme.

The Applicant notes that noise from pilling activities has
been assessed in the ES Chapter 10 Noise and Vibration
[APP/6.2] and mitigation measures have been outlined to
reduce noise to below the lowest category construction
noise criterion, where necessary. Castle Acre properties
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Construction
impact on roads

Construction
impact on roads

Construction
impact on roads

traffic

traffic

traffic

and

and

and

| do not consider this location to be suitable for what
seems to be a large solar farm.

Reasons: too near historic place of interest, and No

dwellings, increased heavy traffic flow through
Swaffham.

Disruption to Local Communities and Infrastructure

The A1065, a key route connecting our villages Castle
Acre, West Acre, South Acre and the market town of
Swaffham, will be severely disrupted. The heavy
traffic from construction vehicles will cause daily
commuting delays, as well as damage the
surrounding farmland on both sides of the road. The
combined work of Droves and High Groves solar
farms will take over four years to complete, and the
extensive use of heavy machinery will further
exacerbate the disruption.

No

Peace and quiet is destroyed by industrial grade

traffic and light pollution. No

and surrounding villages are at sufficient distances to
experience noise levels below this threshold even at the
closest point of pilling within the Scheme boundary and will
experience lower levels when piling activity is further within
the Scheme.

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but considers
the location suitable for the proposed development, noting
that a detailed site selection process has been undertaken,
taking into account proximity to heritage assets, residential
properties and the existing transport network.

ES Chapter 4: Reasonable Alternatives and Design
Evolution [APP/ 6.2] and Appendix 1: Site Evaluation
Report, part of the Planning Statement [APP/5.5],
provides an overview of the site evaluation process, which
the Applicant has undertaken.

Potential impacts on heritage assets are assessed within
ES Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology
[APP/6.2], which concludes that with embedded and
additional mitigation there would be no significant (in EIA
terms) residual adverse effects.

Heavy Goods Vehicle (HGV) routing would also avoid
Swaffham and will be secured by way of requirement within
the DCO through the CEMP. The outline framework for this
is set out within the oCEMP [APP/7.6].

The Applicant acknowledges this comment and notes that
potential impacts of construction traffic have been fully
assessed within ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access
[APP/6.2]. The assessment concludes there would be no
significant effects, including with regard to the A1065. The
Applicant further confirms that High Grove Solar Farm has
been included within this assessment.

Condition surveys will be agreed with the local highway
authorities through the later iterations of the CTMP that will
be secured by way of requirement within the DCO. The
condition surveys will keep a log of the state of the highway
and ensure that any damages are addressed post-
construction.

A standalone noise assessment has been undertaken in
ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2]
which assesses the impact associated with an uplift in
traffic and which concludes there are no significant effects
predicted.

The Applicant also notes that the Scheme would be largely
unlit, with the exception of the Customer Substation and
National Grid Substation, which would only include motion

sensing iighting, and used oniy for security and
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Construction
impact on roads

Construction
impact on roads

Construction
impact on roads

traffic

traffic

traffic

and You also will increase the traffic in this area taking No

and

and

away the beautiful quiet of the area.

What impact will there be on the public rights of way,
especially during construction and decommissioning?
Especially since Fincham Drove, within 200m of the
Roman road runs through the centre of the site.

What consideration has been given to nighttime
traffic,  especially  during  construction and
decommissioning?

What consideration has been given to the increased
traffic, especially large plant machinery around the
small country lanes?

Road networks need to be protected during
construction and improved roads to provide access to
construction and maintenance vehicles. The impact of
the closure of roads or restricted access needs to be
minimised to prevent disruption to local traffic and
avoid unnecessary air pollution from idling vehicles.
Good drainage of the site and food provention is
essential.

No

No

maintenance purposes. Further details are set out in ES
Chapter 5: The Scheme [APP/6.1].

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but notes that
any increase in traffic would be temporary and limited to
the construction phase. Measures to manage and minimise
construction traffic are set out within the oCTMP [APP/7.7].

During operation, traffic will be limited to occasional
maintenance visits and will therefore not materially affect
local traffic levels.

Potential noise effects, including those associated with
construction and traffic movements, are assessed within
ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2], which
concludes that no significant adverse effects are predicted.

The Applicant notes that potential impacts on Public Rights
of Way (PRoW) have been assessed within ES Chapter 9:
Transport and Access [APP/6.2], which concludes no
significant effects are predicted.

All existing PRoW will be retained as part of the Scheme,
and the historic droves crossing the Site, including
Fincham Drove, will be enhanced to improve connectivity.

The oCTMP [APP/7.7] sets out the proposed routing for
HGVs, which will utilise the A1065 and avoid the use of
rural roads where practicable. A detailed CTMP will be
developed in accordance with the CTMP, with the
measures secured by way of a requirement in the DCO.
The Applicant notes that non-compliance with the
requirements of the DCO would constitute a criminal
offence.

Construction deliveries would take place only during
standard daytime working hours, with no night-time HGV
movements.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
condition surveys will be agreed with the local highway
authorities through the later iterations of the CTMP, which
will be developed in accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7]
and secured by way of a requirement within the DCO. The
condition surveys will keep a log of the state of the highway
and ensure that any damages are addressed post-
construction.

The Applicant does not anticipate that road closures will be
required during construction. Should any temporary
closures be necessary, they will be managed in
accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7] through
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Construction
impact on roads

Construction
impact on roads

traffic

traffic

and

and

We have also selected transport and access as a key
concern. The land around the site, particularly near
working area 11 and Bartholomew Hills, is
characterised by sandy soil, which already causes
surface issues. Sand is regularly displaced onto the
road near Glebe Cottages, especially after rainfall,
where it travels downhill toward the junction of Big
Wood Lane, Three Corners Lane, and South Acre
Road. If site traffic increases in this area, the problem
will worsen, posing risks for walkers and cyclists using
this stretch of Peddars Way.

We therefore request that the developer put in place
a continuous maintenance and road cleaning plan
throughout the construction period, and that the traffic
management strategy includes specific provisions for
rural and road safety and the protection of public
rights of way, especially where they are shared with
site access.

Community impact: transport and access. The
consultation information booklet notes that during the
peak, construction movements are expected to be
622 two-way movements per day. The significant
increase in traffic volumes on rural roads during
construction & decommissioning will result in delays
for local people and could lead to greater road
damage.

No

No

appropriate signage, banksmen, and traffic management
measures.

Drainage across the site has been considered in ES
Chapter 12: Water Resources [APP/6.2], which
concludes that the Scheme is not anticipated to result in
any residual adverse effects on water receptors during the
Scheme’s construction, operational, and decommissioning
phases. The Applicant also notes that a Surface Water
Drainage Strategy is embedded in ES Appendix 12.2:
Flood Risk Assessment [APP/6.4] and introduces and
secures the use of suitable SuDS measures.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares in 2024. The agricultural land taken for the
Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and is not
expected to have a significant impact on national food
production and security. Further to this, the Applicant notes
the Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6], which
confirms that the use of BMV land as part of the Scheme is
justified, considering the economic and other benefits of
the land.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
condition surveys will be agreed with the local highway
authorities through the later iterations of the CTMP, which
will be developed in accordance with the oCTMP [APP/7.7]
and secured by way of a requirement within the DCO. The
condition surveys will keep a log of the state of the highway
and ensure that any damages are addressed post-
construction.

The outline Public Right of Way and Permissive Path
Management Plan [APP/7.12] details the maintenance
and cleaning regime to ensure that the PRoW remain
appropriate for use throughout construction and are not
damaged.

The Applicant notes these concerns. An assessment of the
impacts of construction traffic is included within ES
Chapter 9: Transport and Access [APP/6.2], which
concludes there are no significant adverse effects as a
result of the Scheme.

Outline measures to mitigate the impacts of construction
traffic are included within the oCTMP [APP/7.7] which
includes restrictions on the routing and hours of deliveries,
as well as using internal routes to minimise impacts to other
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Construction traffic and
impact on roads

Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)

Mitigating measures should be considered as part of
a proper traffic management plan working with local
people and councils.

Installing the panels and infrastructure will cause
disruption on the rural road network as construction,
operation and decommissioning all involve actions
which cause physical changes to the local
topography,

The impact on a rural area such as this would be too
severe in terms of damage from construction, damage
from ongoing maintenance activities and visual impact
on an area of natural beauty.

You are only doing to disturb it all in the building of the
farm.

No

No

No

road users. These measures will developed in consultation
with relevant authorities, including National Highways, and
will be secured by way of requirement under the DCO via
the CTMP.

The Applicant notes these comments but does not consider
construction of the Scheme to alter the topography of the
area.

Outline measures to mitigate the impacts of construction
traffic are included within the oCTMP [APP/7.7] which
includes restrictions on the routing and hours of deliveries,
as well as using internal routes to minimise impacts to other
road users. These measures will developed | consultation
with relevant authorities, including National Highways, and
will be secured by way of requirement under the DCO via
the CTMP.

The Applicant acknowledges this comment but disagrees
with the conclusion. The oCEMP [APP/7.6] submitted as
part of the DCO Application sets out the measures that will
be implemented to protect the environment and mitigate
potential effects during construction. A detailed CEMP will
be prepared in accordance with the oCEMP [APP/7.6] and
secured by way of a requirement within the DCO.

To minimise the landscape and visual impacts of the
Scheme, the Design Principles, Parameters and
Commitments [APP/5.8] secure embedded mitigation
measures which include the planting of new hedgerows,
native woodland belts and scrub planting. New planting
and maintenance regimes are outlined within the oLEMP
[APP/7.11].

The Applicant also notes that ES Chapter 6: Landscape
and Visual [APP/6.2] assesses the visual impact of the
Scheme. While some adverse impacts are identified, the
majority are temporary. As set out in the Planning
Statement [APP/5.5], the wider benefits of the Scheme,
which include: the delivery of a significant level of low
carbon energy generation; BNG; other benefits such as the
provision of permissive paths and the identification of a
significant beneficial residual landscape and visual effect,
outweigh the residual adverse landscape and visual
effects.

The Applicant notes that oCEMP [APP/7.6] sets out the
proposed measures to manage and mitigate environmental
effects during construction of the Scheme. A detailed
CEMP will subsequently be prepared in accordance with
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Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)

Peace and quiet will be destroyed by industrial grade
traffic and light pollution.

| am very concerned about destruction of wildlife
habitats and plants during construction. And at the
end of construction are you contractually committed to
keep plantings alive? i have seen thousands of new
trees proudly being planted along new infrastructure
projects, only to die in subsequent months/years
because no-one looks after them.

In addition, we would like to reinforce the importance
of consistent delivery of mitigation measures outlined
in the masterplanning documents. While noise,
lighting and exposure to magnetic fields impacts are
acknowledged in the planning stage, our experience
suggests that these safeguards are often diluted
during the construction, operational, and the
decommissioning phases.

We would also like to highlight the need to preserve
the wellbeing of our small South Acre community,
particularly during the construction phase, when
increased noise, activity and disruption could have a
significant effect on mental health, sense of safety,
and daily life in this otherwise peaceful setting.

No

No

No

the oCEMP [APP/7.6] and secured by way of a
Requirement in the DCO.

The Applicant notes these comments but disagrees with
the conclusion. ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access
[APP/6.2] concludes that no significant adverse effects are
anticipated with regard to traffic associated with the
Scheme.

The Applicant also notes that the Scheme would be largely
unlit, with the exception of the Customer Substation and
National Grid Substation, which would only include motion-
sensing lighting and would be used only for security and
maintenance purposes. Further details are set out in ES
Chapter 5: The Scheme [APP/6.2].

The Applicant notes that the oCEMP [APP/7.6] sets out
the proposed measures to manage and mitigate
environmental effects during construction. A detailed
CEMP will subsequently be prepared in accordance with
the oCEMP [APP/7.6] and secured through a requirement
in the DCO.

The Applicant further notes that the oLEMP [APP/7.11],
which is secured by a requirement in the draft DCO
[APP/3.1], sets out the ongoing management and
maintenance measures required to maintain the
landscape and support ecological mitigation.

The Applicant notes these comments but confirms that the
management plans set out how the Scheme’s design
commitments will inform the detailed documents secured
by the requirements within the draft DCO [APP/3.1].

The oLEMP [APP/7.11] sets out the ongoing management
and maintenance measures required for the long-term
upkeep of the landscape and ecological mitigation.

ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2] assesses
the potential effects during the construction, operational,
and decommissioning phases of the Scheme. Following
the implementation of embedded and additional mitigation
measures, as detailed within the chapter, it is concluded
that there would be no significant adverse effects.

The Applicant also notes that the Scheme would be largely
unlit, with the exception of the Customer Substation and
National Grid Substation, which would include motion-
sensing lighting used only for security and maintenance
purposes.

ES Chapter 15: Human Health [APP/6.2] provides an
assessment of the likely significant effects on human health
and the social environment resulting from the Scheme. It
concludes that no residual significant effects on human
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Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)

Construction impact (general)
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We would like to ensure the road to Swaffham is not
blocked for two years.

No
Will the site generate traffic, noise, or dust during
) g -
installation or operation No
What access routes will construction vehicles use?

No
Construction & Maintenance

No

How long will the construction phase last, and what
hours will construction operate?

The site gives a risk of release of pollutants into the No
water, soil and air.

health are anticipated at any stage of the Scheme following
the implementation of embedded and additional mitigation
measures.

The Applicant does not anticipate any road closures as a
result of the Scheme. An assessment of the impacts of
construction ftraffic is included within ES Chapter 9:
Transport and Access [APP/6.2], which concludes there
are no significant effects and traffic management
measures during the construction phase are set out in the
oCTMP [APP/7.7].

The Applicant notes that while the Scheme will result in an
increase in ftraffic from construction vehicles, an
assessment of the impacts of construction traffic is
included within ES Chapter 9: Transport and Access
[APP/6.2], which concludes that there would be no
significant effects.

ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2]
concludes that, with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse noise and Vvibration-related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operation and
decommissioning phases.

Appropriate  mitigation measures to minimize dust
generation from construction and decommissioning traffic
are included within ES Chapter 16: Other Environmental
Matters [APP/6.2].

The Applicant notes that HGVs will route to the Scheme via
the A1065, either arriving from the south via the A47 or
from the north via the A1065. HGVs will only be permitted
to use these routes, which will be secured by way of
requirement in the DCO via the CTMP. The oCTMP
[APP/7.7] forms part of the DCO Application.

The construction phase will last over a period of 24 months,
with the opening hours of 07:00-19:00 Monday to Friday
and a half day on Saturday.

The Applicant notes that the Scheme incorporates robust
drainage and containment measures to prevent
contamination and manage surface water effectively, as
set out in ES Chapter 12: Water resources [APP/6.2].

Appropriate mitigation measures to minimise dust and
traffic emissions during construction and decommissioning
are detailed within ES Chapter 16: Other Environmental
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Construction of BESS &
Customer Substation

Noise and vibration -
construction

Noise and vibration -
construction

56

Although being supportive the UKs ambition to reach
net zero by 2050 and recognise that Norfolk may offer
favourable conditions for solar energy. However we
remain uncertain about the overall carbon benefit of
large-scale solar farms, as there is no comparison of
emissions form construction and decommissioning
versus the savings generated.

The battery energy storage system should be spatial
dispersed to avoid a risk of catastrophic thermal
runaway whose consequences could cause
permanent contamination and poisoning of the
environment (carcinogenic organics, Nickel dust, HF
(Hydrofluoric Acid) etal.). The reports are silent about
this issue that could be very signifiant in an event of a
serious accident occurring.

It will involve years of noise from piling and transport
traffic.

Mitigate for loss of visitors, distress leading to mental
health effects from noise and visual impact

No

No

No

No

Matters [APP/6.2], and as such there are no significant
effects.

The Applicant notes that the climate assessment set out in
ES Chapter 13: Climate Change [APP/6.2] includes a
Lifecycle Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Impact Assessment.

These assessments conclude that the construction and
decommissioning of the Scheme will result in a not
significant effect on the global climate while the operation
of the Scheme will result in a significant beneficial effect on
the global climate, due to the clean energy it produces,
thereby providing a net reduction in GHG emissions.

The BESS Unit separation is compliant with the guidance
provided in the National Fire Chiefs Council Planning
Guidance for BESS, which cites the spacing requirements
contained in the Fm Global Loss and Prevention Datasheet
5-33, in which the spacing between LFP chemistry BESS
units is to be no less than 1.5m. To date in the UK no BESS
fire has resulted in any reported environmental impact,
third party asset damage or harm to human health.

Further details regarding BESS safety are set out in the
oBSMP [APP/7.14] which has been submitted as part of
the DCO Application.

A standalone Noise assessment has been undertaken in
ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2]
which assesses the impact associated with an uplift in
traffic which concludes there are no significant effects
predicted.

The Applicant also notes that noise from pilling activities
have been assessed in the ES Chapter 10: Noise
& Vibration [APP/6.2] and mitigation measures have
been outlined to reduce noise to below the Ilowest
category construction noise criterion, where necessary.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
measures to mitigate the impacts of construction are set
out in the oCEMP [APP/7.6].

ES Chapter 15: Human Health [APP/6.2] provides an
assessment of the likely significant effects on human health
and the social environment, including on mental health,
resulting from the Scheme during the construction phase.
It concludes that with embedded and additional mitigation
measures in place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse socio-economic related effects expected
across the Scheme’s construction, operational and
decommissioning phases. There is a significant beneficial
effect anticipated on the provision of education, skKills,
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Noise and
construction

Noise and
construction

vibration

vibration

| am very concerned to hear that your construction
plans involve using pile drivers for all the panel
uprights and the noise nuisance this will cause.

| attended the open evening at Castle Acre today and
they were unable to tell me how many metal uprights
will be required for your application, but it will be a very
great many. 2 years of construction and continuous
pile driver noise will drive all of us in Castle Acre and
surrounding villages quite potty.

There is a clay pigeon shooting site at Chalk Farm
near the A47 and the sound of gunfire on a Tuesday
evening carries quite clearly to Castle Acre, so | am in
no doubt that the sound of pile driving will similarly be
an unwelcome intrusion.

Your representatives said that the noise nuisance will
have to be ameliorated, but | am unclear as to how
this will be possible.

Residents of Castle Acre and surrounding villages
deserve significant monetary compensation for the
disturbance you seem to be planning.

The combined work of Droves and High Groves solar
farms will take over four years to complete, and the
extensive use of heavy machinery will further
exacerbate the disruption.

Environmental Concerns and Noise Pollution

The noise from both the construction and daily
operations of the substations situated at the north-
eastern most point of the site would be a significant
disturbance. This site could have been better located
further away from residential areas, in particular more
to the western extent of the plot.

No

No

training and supply chainas a result of the Scheme’s
construction, operational and decommissioning phases.

The Applicant notes that construction effects are temporary
and have been assessed based on worst-case
assumptions i.e., loudest plant operating at the closest
point to receptors, further these effects are mitigation
where required to non-significant effects. The impact from
noise & vibration in practise is therefore likely to be lower
than those presented in ES Chapter 10: Noise
and Vibration [APP/6.2].

The Applicant notes these comments but confirms that
noise from pilling activities have been assessed in the ES
Chapter 10 Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2] and
mitigation measures have been outlined to reduce noise to
below the lowest category construction noise
criterion, where necessary. Castle Acre properties and
surrounding villages are at sufficient distances to
experience noise levels below this threshold even at the
closest point of pilling within the Scheme boundary and
will experience lower levels when piling activity is further
within the Scheme.

Further details of the Scheme components of the Scheme
are set out in ES Chapter 5: The Scheme [APP/6.1].

While the Applicant cannot commit to awarding
compensation regarding the Scheme, it is committed to
ensuring that communities benefit from the Scheme.
Throughout the pre-application process, the Applicant has
consulted on community benefits and, based on feedback
and ongoing discussions, will determine how best to
distribute funding.

ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2]
outlines cumulative assessment from construction noise
as well as operational noise. The construction programme
for the two schemes is not expected to overlap for a
prolonged period and are at sufficient distances to
have negligible cumulative effects.

The Applicant notes that the Customer and National Grid
Substations and BESS have been located to the middle of
the Scheme area to maximise separation distance where
possible from receptors as part of the embedded measures
in the design evolution of the Scheme. Fields 27 and 24
have been selected to provide sufficient distance to
receptors to reduce operational noise to non-significant
effects. An assessment of significant effects is provided in
ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2].

The Applicant also notes that ES Chapter 10: Noise and
Vibration [APP/6.2] concludes that, with embedded and
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vibration

vibration

vibration

vibration

| would like to make sure any potential noise impacts
are fully addressed.

Given South Acres close proximity to the proposed
substation and working areas, we would welcome
further detail on how noise and lighting will be
managed during both construction and operational
phases. These aspects remain uncertain at this stage,
and therefore cannot be properly assessed from our
perspective. The planning documents note that the
specific technologies to be wused for drilling,
excavation, scabbing or other high-noise activities are
yet to be determined, as well as the location of the
generator. For this reason, we strongly encourage the
developer to ensure that strict requirements are set for
all contractors, with a clear exception that noise and
lighting are kept to an absolute minimum.

There is also a risk to noise including vibration and
light pollution.

Noise and vibration that the appropriate noise and
vibration assessments are undertaken to avoid
deleteriously impacting residents or other sensitive
receptors

No

No

No

additional mitigation measures in place, there are no
significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse noise and
vibration-related effects expected across the Scheme’s
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that ES
Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2] considers
and assesses all potential noise and vibration
impacts  expected from the construction,
operation, and decommission phase of the Scheme.

The Applicant also notes that ES Chapter 10: Noise and
Vibration [APP/6.2] concludes that, with embedded and
additional mitigation measures in place, there are no
significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse noise and
vibration-related effects expected across the Scheme’s
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.

The Applicant notes this and confirms that ES Chapter 10:
Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2] outlines best practice,
embedded measures, and additional measures that will be
incorporated into the oCEMP [APP/7.6] and oOEMP
[APP/7.8], which will be secured by way of a Requirement
of the DCO. All contractors will be required to adhere to
these management plans and the measures set out within
them.

The Applicant notes that noise & vibration risks have been
addressed in the ES Chapter 10: Noise and
Vibration [APP/6.2], which concludes that, with
embedded and additional mitigation measures in
place, there are no significant (in EIA terms)
residual adverse noise and vibration-related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operation
and decommissioning phases.

The Applicant also notes that the Scheme would be largely
unlit, with the exception of the Customer Substation and
National Grid Substation, which would only include motion-
sensing lighting and would be used only for security and
maintenance purposes.

The Applicant notes that the noise vibration assessments
detailed in ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration
[APP/6.2] have been undertaken on the basis is
conservative and worst-case assumption e.g., machine
running at 100% capacity at all times, loudest
construction activity at closest point to receptors etc.
which is unlikely to be the case in
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Noise and
construction

vibration -

Mental health - construction

Temporary
compounds

construction

You have to mitigate the visual, audible and
environmental impact of the eventual site, and as a
minimal requirement this means planting hedgerows
and belts of trees NOW so that they have a chance to
grow before the construction phase. | know that this is
the responsibility of the landlord before decisions are
made, but you are in partnership with him, so it is
incumbent on you to persuade him.

We would also like to highlight the need to preserve
the wellbeing of our small South Acre community,
particularly during the construction phase, when
increased noise, activity and disruption could have a
significant effect on mental health, sense of safety,
and daily life in this otherwise peaceful setting.

Construction Compounds

The development of a large scale solar array will
require the delivery and storage of construction
materials, plant, machinery and office/ welfare
accommodation. It is therefore likely that a temporary
construction compound will be required. Such
compounds should be carefully located in order to
minimise environmental or amenity impact and any
planning application should contain details of their
size and location. Topsoil and subsoil should be
stripped from such areas and stored on site for
replacement following the completion of construction
works.

Details of such soil stripping, storage and replacement
should be contained within any planning application,
together with the anticipated life of the construction
compound.

No

No

No

practise and therefore the ES [APP/6.1 - 6.5] presents
a worst-case assessment of effects.

The assessment concludes that, with embedded and
additional mitigation measures in place, there are no
significant (in EIA terms) residual adverse noise and
vibration-related effects expected across the Scheme’s
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.

The Applicant notes that hedgerows or foliage have a
negligible effect on reducing noise; mitigation measures
such as acoustic barriers and machinery placement have
been considered in ES Chapter 10: Noise and
Vibration [APP/6.2] to reduce noise impacts to
non-significant effects.

The Applicant notes the comments and points to ES
Chapter 15: Human Health [APP/6.2] which identifies and
proposes measures to address the potential impacts and
likely significant effects on Human Health, during the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases of
the Scheme.

The Applicant notes this comment and confirms that
temporary construction compounds would be required
during the construction phase. Measures to mitigate the
effects on the environment, including those relating to
drainage and welfare accommodation, are set out in the
oCEMP [APP/7.6].

The Applicant further notes that the location of the
temporary construction compounds is shown in in the
Works Plan [APP/2.3] and E S Figure 5.1:
Concept Masterplan [APP/6.3].

Works associated with the provision of temporary
construction compounds are addressed in the oCEMP
[APP/7.6].
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Theme

Inter  project
impact

Inter  project
impact

Inter  project
impact

cumulative

cumulative

cumulative

Comment

Given that three major solar farms are planned in the
local area - High Grove, East Pye, and The Droves -
covering a total of 3,849 hectares of arable farmland,
there are concerns that the cumulative impact of these
developments could be catastrophic for local
agriculture, landscape, tourism, wildlife, and the
community. The visual intrusion of these large-scale
solar farms will dramatically alter the character of
Norfolk, countryside, diminishing its natural beauty
and appeal and destroying its aesthetic and
environmental integrity for future generations.

As discussed with one of your representatives | feel
Norfolk is being targeted unfairly for solar farms. The
whole county seems to be victim of these plans.

Concerns: countryside appearance will be unnatural,
comprising semi industrial looking infrastructure.
Burden of solar panel farms should be spread fairly so
the harm in the appearance is not concentrated in one
area of East Anglia.

Has this resulted in a change to the

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

No

No

No

Applicant response

The Applicant notes these comments and recognises
concerns regarding cumulative effects from solar
development in the wider area.

In terms of land use in Norfolk, the three projects as cited
in the comment would use less than 1% of farmland, and
less than 0.75% of the whole area of the county. The
Applicant does not consider this quantum of land use to be
a dramatic alteration.

Nevertheless, the Applicant accepts that there is the
potential for cumulative and in-combination effects, though
not between The Droves and East Pye, as there is a
significant distance between them. Relevant cumulative
effects have been summarised in ES Chapter 17: In-
Combination Effects [APP/6.2].

In relation to landscape and visual matters, ES Chapter 6:
Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2] demonstrates that the
Site can accommodate the proposed Solar PV arrays
without causing significant long-term visual impacts on the
surrounding landscape. While the Applicant acknowledges
that there would be moderate significant adverse
landscape effects within the Site in the long term, no
significant adverse landscape effects are identified outside
the Site.

A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has been submitted as
part of this application, which demonstrates that a
significant capacity of low-carbon solar generation is
urgently needed in the UK, and that the Scheme will, if
consented, provide an essential progression to meeting the
governmental objectives of delivering sustainable
development to enable decarbonisation. Norfolk, alongside
other areas of the country, will have a share of this type of
infrastructure.

The ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP6.2] set
outs the ways in which the Applicant has considered the
potential visual and landscape impacts to local residents
and visitors, potential effects associated with the panels
and associated infrastructure. This has resulted in a
number of changes to reduce visual impact, such as
moving the proposed locations of the substations and
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cumulative

cumulative

cumulative

cumulative

The only people who will be in favour of this plan are
the landowners and the council. Between Sporle and
Cambridge there is a possible 8,000 acres being
taken out of productivity for solar panels and lakes. An
[illegible] person would suggest putting desalination
plants in.

No

Finally, there are too many solar schemes proposed,
Swaffham will be surrounded by solar farms to the
great detriment of our rural environment. This seems
like a stitch up between the developing company and
the farmers who are leasing the land to make lots of
money for both in the guise of “providing green
energy”. There is no thought for the people who live in
Swaffham whose lives will be diminished.

No

It is dIso [also] directly adjacrnt [adacent] to another
dolar fat. proposal [solar farm proposal] ( High
Groves) and therefore a cumulative burden to local
people, visitors to the area and wildlife.

If the proposed Droves Solar Farm is added to the
already proposed High Grove Solar Farm, it becomes
overwhelmingly disproportionate, that our small No
vilage of Sporle should bear the brunt of
industrialisation of our rural landscape. This will not
only impact visually the people of this area, but also,

battery storage site. Even so, the Applicant recognises that
there is the potential for some significant (in EIA terms)
visual impacts during construction and decommissioning
and to a lesser extent during operation of the site.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and
is not expected to have a significant impact on national
food production and security.

Cumulative and in-combination effects, including those
relating to agriculture, have been summarised in ES
Chapter 18: Summary of Effects [APP/6.2].

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects being
proposed in the area and has undertaken assessments to
consider the potential cumulative effect of this. Cumulative
effects, including those relating to agriculture, have been
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter considers the impacts of the Scheme,
and the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with other
large-scale solar proposals and other committed
developments within the region. For the town of Swaffham
specifically, no significant effects (in EIA terms) are
expected.

The Applicant is aware of the High Grove scheme and has
undertaken assessments to consider the potential
cumulative effect of this. Cumulative effects, including
those relating to agriculture, have been summarised in ES
Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter in the Environmental Statement
considers the impacts of the Scheme, and the impact of the
Scheme in conjunction with other large-scale solar
proposals and other committed developments within the
region.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
summarises the cumulative effects, and anticipates some
significant effects (in EIA terms) on residents in terms of
visual impact but no significant effects on tourism or
wildlife. The Applicant is committed to increasing
biodiversity across the site.

Cumulative effects have been summarised in ES Chapter

18: Summary of Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter considers the impacts of the Scheme,
and the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with other
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cumulative

cumulative

cumulative

cumulative

and perhaps more importantly, will impact physically
the diverse flora & fauna of this rural landscape.

But we, in Norfolk, are being innundated w/ solar No
farms.

Too big and should not be using agricultural land.
Another project either side of Sporle is also being
proposed. Solar panels should be on top of all new
builds and existing commercial buildings. No

This proposal, for profit, adds to the urbanisation of
very important countryside. Norfolk being particularly
targeted in this respect.

| believe that Norfolk is being called upon to house far
too many solar farms. The Nar valley is particularly No
beautiful area and as yet largely unspoiled.

The overall scale of proposed Solar developments in

this part of Norfolk is far too extensive and intensive,

and is in serious danger of undermining the rural No
character of the area and destroying the diversity of
landscapes in the county.

large-scale solar proposals and other committed
developments within the region.

ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP6.2] sets out
the ways in which the Applicant has considered the
potential visual and landscape impacts to local residents
and visitors, potential effects associated with the panels
and associated infrastructure. No significant effects or in
combination effects are expected at Sporle, although the
Applicant notes that its Application does not consider
effects from the High Grove scheme by itself.

The Applicant respectfully disagrees with this assertion.
The three current NSIP solar proposals identified to the
Planning Inspectorate in Norfolk (this Application, High
Grove and East Pye), would use less than 0.75% of the
area of Norfolk.

While noting the concern about the size of this Scheme,
the Applicant observes that it amounts to only 0.2% of
Norfolk's farmland.

Cumulative effects are summarised in ES Chapter 18:
Summary of Effects [APP/6.2], but the Applicant
respectfully disagrees with the assertion that Norfolk is
being particularly targeted. The three current NSIP solar
proposals identified to the Planning Inspectorate (this
Application, High Grove and East Pye), would use less
than 0.75% of the area of Norfolk.

The Applicant agrees that rooftop solar should be explored
locally and nationally, but that practical constraints mean
this is a longer-term option. Locations with rooftop solar
would also retain a grid connection and use this when their
own generation was insufficient, meaning that utility-scale
generation would still be required.

The three current NSIP solar proposals in Norfolk identified
to the Planning Inspectorate (this Application, High Grove
and East Pye), would use less than 0.75% of the area of
Norfolk. The Applicant accepts that some people may feel
this is too much, but does not agree.

The Applicant believes that its Application demonstrates
how it has considered, and avoided or mitigated, impacts
on the Nar Valley.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2]. Each topic chapter considers the impacts of the
Scheme, and the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with
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The CUMULATIVE effect of the proposed
development along with others in the area means an
INEQUITABLE CONCENTRATION of solar industry.

Fields would be replaced not by a 'farm' but by what
is, in effect, an industrial landscape of monotonous
artificial ~ structures. The proposed mitigation
measures are rather vague, and seem quite
inadequate in terms of visual impact - and certainly
unlikely to be effective within the first ten years.

The cumulative effect also seems to be entirely the
opposite of what people are striving for in terms of
rewilding

We are concerned about the scale of the solar farm
development particularly in combination with the The
Droves development proposals by IGP which also lies

to the north of Swaffham. There is an unexplained
overlap between the two developer's proposals.
There also are a high concentration planned across
East Anglia and in terms of community acceptance it No
would be enhanced if they were more dispersed
across the country notwithstanding we realise the
main drivers.

The need to assess the possible issue of dazzle to
road users

| am generally supportive of the solar farms but have
concerns about the cumulative impact of many large
solar farms also proposed adjacent to each other in
this part of Norfolk.

No

Also don't think encircling whole villages in Norfolk is
fair either...not the droves but other solar farms in the No
area.

other large-scale solar proposals and other committed
developments within the region.

The three current NSIP solar proposals in Norfolk identified
to the Planning Inspectorate (this Application, High Grove
and East Pye), would use less than 0.75% of the area of
Norfolk. The Applicant therefore does not believe that this
would destroy the diversity of landscapes in Norfolk.

ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2] sets out
the ways in which the Applicant has considered the
potential visual and landscape impacts to local residents
and visitors, potential effects associated with the solar PV
panels and associated infrastructure.

In terms of rewilding, the Applicant has engaged with the
Westacre Estate to see how its plans can support their
rewilding efforts.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2]. Each topic chapter considers the impacts of the
Scheme, and the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with
other large-scale solar proposals and other committed
developments within the region.

Effects relating to glint and glare are considered in ES
Chapter 16: Other Environmental Matters [APP/6.2].
It outlines landscape mitigation measures to provide
new planting to mitigate the potential impacts and effects
of glint and glare, including new native hedgerows and tree
cover, along with their management and
maintenance. The chapter concludes that no
significant  (in EIA  terms) adverse effects are
anticipated.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter considers the impacts of Scheme; and
the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with other large
scale solar proposals and other committed developments
within the region. As a result, the Applicant recognises that
there is the potential for some significant (in EIA terms)
visual impacts during construction and decommissioning
and to a lesser extent during operation of the site.

The Applicant notes that the comment recognises that its
Application does not encircle villages but is cognisant of
other projects proposed in the area and has undertaken
assessments to consider the potential cumulative effects.



|

The Droves Solar Farm — Consultation Report Appendix H: Section 47 - Responses Received and Applicants Response

Inter  project
impact

Inter  project
impact

Inter  project
impact

64

| have concerns that the masterplan landscape

cumulative = strategy as currently described is not robust enough a
cumulative impacts with adjacent solar farms
(proposed) is unresolved.

No

cumulative | Too many solar farms proposed for the Swaffham No
area. Degradation of a pleasant rural environment.

cumulative ' Cumulative eddect of 2 neighbouring proposals - High

Groves and The Droves. No

Cumulative effects are summarised in ES Chapter 18:
Summary of Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter considers the impacts of Scheme; and
the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with other large
scale solar proposals and other committed developments
within the region. As a result, the Applicant recognises that
there is the potential for some significant (in EIA terms)
visual impacts during construction and decommissioning
and to a lesser extent during operation of the site, but is
working with nearby schemes to mitigate this.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2]. The Applicant recognises that there is the
potential for some significant (in EIA terms) visual impacts
during construction and decommissioning and to a lesser
extent during operation of the site, but is working with
nearby schemes to mitigate this.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2]. Each topic chapter considers the impacts of the
Scheme, and the impact of the Scheme in conjunction with
other large-scale solar proposals and other committed
developments within the region.

ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP6.2] sets out
the ways in which the Applicant has considered the
potential visual and landscape impacts to local residents
and visitors, potential effects associated with the solar PV
panels and associated infrastructure.

While the Applicant acknowledges there would be
moderate significant adverse effects upon landscape
character in the long term, this would be within the Site
only. There are judged to be no significant adverse
landscape effects outside the Site, in the long term.

The Applicant is aware of the High Grove scheme and has
undertaken assessments to consider the potential
cumulative effect of this. Cumulative effects, including
those relating to agriculture, have been summarised in ES
Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter in the Environmental Statement
considers the impacts of the Scheme, and the impact of the
Scheme in conjunction with other large-scale solar
proposals and other committed developments within the
region.
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Agriculture will be diminished hugely as you propose
cumulative | to cover a huge area with solar panels. It should be

looked at as a whole for Norfolk. There are too many No
proposals for solar farms.

cumulative
| am concerned re the size and siting of the large solar No

farms currently being proposed for Norfolk. The fast
tracking of this proposal adjoining a vast acreage
already proposed.

| am also very concerned by the very large number of
solar farms that are being considered all over No
Norfolk's high quality agricultural land.

cumulative

cumulative = The overall plans for Norfolk will damage the country No
irreparably.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
summarises the cumulative effects, and anticipates some
significant effects (in EIA terms) on residents and public
rights of way in terms of visual impact.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and
is not expected to have a significant impact on national
food production and security.

The three current NSIP solar proposals in Norfolk identified
to the Planning Inspectorate (this Application, High Grove
and East Pye), would use less than 1% of Norfolk's
farmland.

The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2]. The Applicant has not requested that its
proposal is fast tracked and it will be assessed using the
usual timeframes for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Project.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and
is not expected to have a significant impact on national
food production and security.

The three current NSIP solar proposals in Norfolk identified
to the Planning Inspectorate (this Application, High Grove
and East Pye), would use less than 1% of Norfolk's
farmland.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees with this
statement. This and other solar schemes proposed are
temporary in duration. In the case of the Applicant’s
Scheme the land (except the National Grid substation) will
return to agricultural use at the end of the consent period..
The Applicant is cognisant of other projects proposed in the
area and has undertaken assessments to consider the
potential cumulative effects. Cumulative effects are
summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of Effects
[APP/6.2].

The design of the Scheme has also sought to retain, buffer
and enhance the existing on-site green infrastructure
where practicable. The minimum buffer requirements for
existing onsite features are set out in the Design
Principles, Parameters and Commitments document
[APP/5.8]. The strategy for existing and proposed green
infrastructure throughout the Site is detailed within
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Your companys link with the other proposed site
should have been made clear. A much wider
consultation on the impact of visual, cultural and
heritage destruction needs to be discussed. Also
there is very little to no community benefit of this
development.

Locally the cumulative impact with other adjacent
proposed solar farm developments is of concern. For
West Acre residents Swaffham is a major service
destination so it will be the landscape and visual
impact of the solar farm from local connecting roads
which will be a significant concern.

Cumulative impact. The number of large-scale solar
farms planned across the county will have a
substantial cumulative impact. Specifically in this
area, between the Droves and High Grove Solar
Farm, there will be 6,700 acres covered by solar
panels; with c. 20,000 acres across the whole county.
The cumulative impact including economic,
environmental, landscape and visual effects should
be calculated in their totality. Preserving our diversity
of landscapes and rural heritage should be
considered in this regard.

No

No

No

Appendix 1: Green Infrastructure Strategy Plans to the
oLEMP [APP/7.11]. New planting and maintenance
regimes outlined within the oLEMP [APP/7.11].

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees with this
statement. The Applicant is cognisant of other projects
proposed in the area and has undertaken assessments to
consider the potential cumulative effects. Cumulative
effects are summarised in ES Chapter 18: Summary of
Effects [APP/6.2]. However, the High Grove scheme is
being promoted by a separate company. The only link
between that company and the Applicant is that the two
companies have sought to work together to understand
cumulative effects and how these might be mitigated.

Efforts to provide specific benefits in locally impacted
communities are set out in the oESSCS [APP7.5] (for
employment and economy), in the oLEMP [APP/7.11]
(for landscape and ecological improvements) and through
the provision of community benefits such as new
permissive access routes, or through the community
benefit fund (separate to the DCO process).

Cumulative effects, including those relating to agriculture,
have been summarised in ES Chapter 17: In-
Combination Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter in the Environmental Statement
considers the impacts of the Scheme, and the impact of the
Scheme in conjunction with other large-scale solar
proposals and other committed developments within the
region.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
summarises the cumulative effects, and anticipates some
significant effects (in EIA terms) on residents and public
rights of way in terms of visual impact.

Cumulative impacts of the Scheme have been addressed
as a whole within the Cumulative Effects chapter of the
Environmental Statement.

Efforts to provide specific benefits in locally impacted
communities are set out in the oESSCS [APP7.15]
(for employment and economy), in the oLEMP
[APP/7.11] (for landscape and ecological improvements)
and through the provision of community benefits such as
new permissive access routes, or through the
community benefit fund (separate to the DCO process).

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA and
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4.  Cumulative Impact and Inadequate Justification

The NPPF requires planning authorities to consider
the cumulative impacts of development.
The proposed solar farm adds to a growing number
of renewable energy developments in the region,
placing pressure on the landscape, wildlife corridors
and rural communities. The developer has not
provided an adequate justification demonstrating why
this site is necessary, especially when previously
developed land, rooftops or less sensitive locations
are available.
The cumulative negative effect of increasing numbers
of solar farms in the wider area should be recognised,
as increasing amounts of land used for food
production is being lost, thus threatening moves
towards food security. This proposal does not provide
“the most compelling evidence” necessary to justify
such loss of agricultural land.

It is disappointing that the Breckland Local Plan does
not identify suitable areas for renewable development
and low carbon energy sources, in line with the
recommendation in NPPF (Dec 2024) para. 165b, as
this could avoid the increasing number of unregulated
applications for solar farms across rural landscapes in
the plan area.

9. Cumulative and Visual Impact

The proposal contributes to a growing concentration
of solar schemes in the Breckland area. There is no
cumulative impact assessment to measure the
combined visual, landscape, and ecological burden of

No

No

No

is not expected to have a significant impact on national
food production and security

The three current NSIP solar proposals in Norfolk identified
to the Planning Inspectorate (this Application, High Grove
and East Pye), would use less than 0.75% of the area of
Norfolk. The Applicant therefore does not believe that this
would destroy the diversity of landscapes in Norfolk.

A Statement of Need [APP/5.4] has been submitted as
part of this application, which demonstrates that a
significant capacity of low-carbon solar generation is
urgently needed in the UK, and that the Scheme will, if
consented, provide an essential progression to meeting the
governmental objectives of delivering sustainable
development to enable decarbonisation. Norfolk, alongside
other areas of the country, will have a share of this type of
infrastructure. Currently, the three current NSIP solar
proposals in Norfolk identified to the Planning Inspectorate
(this Application, High Grove and East Pye), would use
less than 0.75% of the area of Norfolk.

The Statement of Need describes the Government’s policy
that large capacities of low-carbon generation will be
required to meet increased demand and replace output
from retiring (fossil fuel) plants, and that “a secure, reliable,
affordable, Net Zero consistent system in 2050 is likely to
be composed predominantly of wind and solar’. The draft
revised Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy
EN-1 (April 2025) states that that the UK has huge potential
for solar power and that solar energy is at the heart of the
Clean Power 2030 Mission [Paras 2.10.1 & 2.10.2]. This
Scheme therefore directly contributes towards meeting the
national net zero and energy security requirements for the
near future. Give the numerous constraints in identifying
sites suitable for renewable energy generation like solar
farms, most local authorities do not earmark of allocate
land for renewable energy like they would for other forms
of development such as housing or commercial.

Cumulative effects, including those relating to agriculture,
have been summarised in ES Chapter 17: In-
Combination Effects [APP/6.2].

Each topic chapter in the Environmental Statement
considers the impacts of the Scheme, and the impact of the
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this and other nearby energy developments. The Scheme in conjunction with other large-scale solar
absence of a landscape capacity analysis undermines proposals and other committed developments within the
the credibility of the scheme. region.

ES Chapter 17: In-Combination Effects [APP/6.2]
anticipates some significant effects (in EIA terms) on
residents and public rights of way in terms of visual
impact.ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2]
set outs the ways in which the Applicant has considered
the potential visual and landscape impacts to local
residents and visitors, potential effects associated with the
panels and associated infrastructure.

7 Decommissioning

Topic Theme Comment Has this resulted in a change to the Applicant response

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

The Applicant expects the decommissioning phase to take
between 12 and 24 months after the 60-year operational
phase of the Scheme.

. " i The Applicant has prepared an outline Decommissioning
o How qwck.ly can the "farm pe removed and returned Strategy (oDS) [APP/7.10] as part of the DCO
Decommissioning phase to productlve. farmlgnd? [Thls ought to be accounted | No Application. Should the Scheme be granted development
forin the Project Risk Register) consent, the Applicant would be required to prepare
a detailed Decommissioning Strategy substantially in
accordance with the oDS [APP/7.10] at the time of
decommissioning. The Decommissioning Strategy would
require approval from Breckland Council.

When the operational phase of the Scheme ends, the Solar
PV Site would be decommissioned and the land returned
Decommissioning to the landowner, with the exception of the National Grid
of the Scheme Substation which would remain.
All PV Panels, Mounting Structures, above ground cabling
(not including the National Grid Substation and Grid

Please ensure that the solar farm is surrounded by Connection Infrastructure), Conversion Units / 33kV Sub-
vegitation and that there should be powerfully distribution Switch Rooms, BESS and the Customer
Decommissioning phase legislation that when the solar farm is redundant that No Substation would be removed from within the Order limits
everything to do withits construction both above and and recycled or disposed of in accordance with good
below ground is removed and the land is restored to practice and market conditions at that time. This will include
what it was. the areas of agricultural land where the soil health, quality

and structure may have improved, and the established
habitats. Foundations and other below ground
infrastructure will be cut to 1m below the surface to enable
future ploughing. Any piles would be removed.

After the decommissioning phase, the landowners would
choose how the land is to be used and managed.

68
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Decommissioning phase

Decommissioning phase

Decommissioning & Reversibility
Is the lifespan of the solar farm still proposed as 60
years, and what happens at end-of-life?
Is there a decommissioning plan in place? Will the site
be restored to its  original condition?
Will a bond or fund be held in trust to guarantee
decommissioning?

The solar farm should allow the land to be later
recovered and returned to its former agricultural
purpose, provided that contamination does not occur
as a result of thermal runaway and contamination
arising from the battery energy storage arrangement.

No

No

Further details can be found in the oDS [APP/7.10], which
has been prepared by the Applicant as part of the DCO
Application.

The Applicant is seeking a time-limited consent, which
would allow for the operation of the scheme to be 60 years.

After the expected 60-year design life of the Scheme, the
Applicant would commence decommissioning activities in
accordance with a detailed Decommissioning Strategy,
which could be prepared at the time of decommissioning.
The Decommissioning Strategy would be drafted
substantially in accordance with the oDS [APP/7.10]
submitted with the DCO Application.

The detailed Decommissioning Strategy would ensure that
decommissioning was undertaken safely and with regard
to the environmental legislation at the time of
decommissioning, including relevant waste legislation.

When the operation and maintenance phase of the
Scheme ends, the Solar PV Site would be
decommissioned and the land returned to the landowner,
with the exception of the National Grid Substation which
would remain. .

All PV Panels, Mounting Structures, above ground cabling
(not including the Grid Connection Infrastructure),
Conversion Units / 33kV Sub-distribution Switch Rooms,
BESS and the Customer Substation would be removed
from within the Solar PV Site and recycled or disposed of
in accordance with good practice and market conditions at
that time. This will include the areas of agricultural land
where the soil health, quality and structure may have
improved, and the established habitats. Foundations and
other below ground infrastructure will be cut to 1m below
the surface to enable future ploughing. Any piles would be
removed.

After the decommissioning phase, the landowners would
choose how the land is to be used and managed.

Further details can be found in the oDS [APP/7.10], which
has been prepared by the Applicant as part of the DCO
Application.

The Applicant has prepared an outline Battery Safety
Management Plan [APP/7.14] as part of this DCO
Application, which sets out the safety measures proposed
to be installed to reduce fire risk as well as fire protection
measures.

During the decommissioning phase, the Solar PV Site,
including the BESS, would be decommissioned and the
land returned to the landowner.
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Decommissioning phase

Decommissioning phase

6. Uncertain Decommissioning and Land
Restoration Strategy

National policy stresses the importance of temporary
and reversible use of land for solar development. the
proposal lacks a clear decommissioning plan, long-
term land stewardship strategy, or legally enforceable
mechanism to ensure restoration of land to its former
agricultural use after the project’s lifespan.

Reversability: the proposed method of construction,
with metal poles driven into the ground would make it
very difficult, if not impossible to return this land back
to farm land at the end of the lease as it would be
impossible to plough

No

No

After decommissioning, the landowners would choose how
the land is to be used and managed. They may choose to
return all of the land to agricultural use, although it is
possible that established habitats such as hedgerows and
woodland could be retained, given their potential benefits
to agricultural land and the wider farming estate.

Further details can be found in the oDS [APP/7.10], which
has been prepared by the Applicant as part of the DCO
Application.

The Applicant notes this comment. An oDS [APP/7.10]
has been prepared as part of the DCO Application. Should
the Scheme be granted development consent, the
Applicant would be required to prepare a detailed
Decommissioning Strategy substantially in
accordance with the oDS [APP/7.10] at the time
of decommissioning. The Decommissioning Strategy
would require approval from Breckland Council.

When the operation and maintenance phase of the
Scheme ends, the Solar PV Site would be
decommissioned and the land returned to the landowner.

All PV Panels, Mounting Structures, above ground cabling
(not including the Grid Connection Infrastructure),
Conversion Units / 33kV Sub-distribution Switch Rooms,
BESS and the Customer Substation would be removed
from within the Solar PV Site and recycled or disposed of
in accordance with good practice and market conditions at
that time. This will include the areas of agricultural land
where the soil health, quality and structure may have
improved, and the established habitats. Foundations and
other below ground infrastructure will be cut to 1m below
the surface to enable future ploughing. Any piles would be
removed.

The Applicant notes that some soil profiling and reseeding
may be required, as there may be some areas where grass
does not exist because of the footprint of the previous
infrastructure (e.g. the BESS and Customer Substation).
These areas will be reseeded with suitable native species,
in liaison with the landowner and in accordance with the
Decommissioning Strategy, which will be prepared
substantially in accordance with the oDS [APP/7.10],
prepared by the Applicant as part of the DCO Application.
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Environment

Has this resulted in a change to the

Comment Applicant response

Scheme or the Applicant’s evidence?

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees. The
Scheme has been assessed using the government’'s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%,as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme.

Environment Ecology Detrimental effect on wildlife and landscape. No

The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] and Planning
Statement [APP/5.5], both submitted in support of the
Development Consent Order (DCO) Application, set out a
detailed and compelling case as to why the Proposed
Development is urgently required and at the proposed
scale.

The utilised agricultural area (UAA) in the UK was 16.8
million hectares (ha) in 2024. The agricultural land taken
for the Scheme represents less than 0.01% of the UAA
and is not expected to have a significant impact on
national food production and security.

Far too big and will be intrusive even with trees around the
Ecology edge. Much needed farming space being occupied. Animals = No
natural habitats ruined in process etc the list goes on.

On the point regarding habitat, the Scheme means it
delivers a BNG well in excess of 10%, and provides a
number of faunal enhancement measures, together
resulting in a betterment for biodiversity as a result of the
Scheme.

ES Chapter 4: Reasonable Alternatives and Design
Evolution [APP/6.1] describes the consideration of
reasonable alternatives carried out by the Applicant in
relation to the Site for the Scheme, layouts and choice of
technology. It is supported by Appendix 1: Site
Evaluation Report to the Planning Statement
[APP/5.5], which provides an appraisal of alternative sites

| feel there are far more appropriate places to build a solar farm and demonstrates consideration of relevant policy and its
Ecolo of this size in Norfolk. Not in this very special area of beauty No applicability to the site evaluation process undertaken by
9y which has a very active ecosystem, which will only disrupted, the Applicant.

not created.
The Statement of Need [APP/5.4] also sets out the
justification for the Scheme and its proposed scale within
the context of the clear and urgent national need for low-
carbon energy generation.

The Applicant further notes that oLEMP [APP/7.11],
detailing habitat creation, monitoring and management
measures is provided as part of the DCO Application,
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The point of Solar panels is to generate power with minimum
impact to the environment... so solar farms seem to be an
enormous contradiction and are working at cross purposes with
the environment

My concerns about the Droves are the hedges and trees beside
the bridleways and if they will be protected, and the bridleways

themselves. How much disruption to locals and wildlife will No
there be?
CONCERNS: MAINTAINING DARK SKIES STATUS

LOSS OF NATURAL HABITAT No

wildlife habitat, within designated nature conservation sites or
areas identified as high priority for restoration or where harm is N
likely to be caused to populations of vulnerable, threatened and
endangered species.

which will become controlled through the detailed LEMP
as a requirement of the DCO.

The Applicant notes that the Scheme seeks to protect the
existing sensitive ecological receptors at the site through
careful design of the Scheme and provision of a number
of mitigation measures. In addition, the Scheme delivers
a BNG well in excess of 10% as set out in the
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4],
which forms part of the DCO Application, and provides a
number of faunal enhancement measures, together
resulting in a betterment for biodiversity as a result of the
Scheme.

The majority of the hedgerows and trees are retained
within the Scheme, with any removal of hedgerows
anticipated to be limited to minor widening of existing gaps
to enable appropriate access.

The Applicant further notes that the Scheme includes a
large amount of new hedgerow planting and
enhancement of existing hedgerows. In addition, large
buffers to the hedgerows and trees are included within the
Scheme design to ensure their protection. Veteran trees
are entirely retained and protected within the Scheme.

Measures relating to trees and planting are reflected in
Figure 5.8 Green infrastructure Parameter Plan and
detailed in the oLEMP [APP/7.11] and include the
introduction of additional hedgerow trees and woodland
belts to provide screening to the solar panels.

Lighting is not required within the Solar PV Site for the
Operational Phase. Lighting will centre on the Customer
Substation, National Grid Substation, and within the
BESS compound, to maintain safe working conditions in
winter months, for security purposes, and for maintenance
activities, as set out in ES Chapter 5: The Scheme
[APP/6.1]. All lighting will seek to limit impacts on
sensitive receptors. Accordingly, the Solar PV Site will not
cast light into retained boundary habitats, thereby
retaining dark corridors.

A full assessment of the direct and indirect effects on
national and international designated sites, including
Breckland SPA, Breckland Forest SSSI, and River Nar
SSSI, has been undertaken within ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], with consideration
of air quality and water pollution, which concludes no
significant adverse effects associated with the Scheme.
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| believe that the present landscape and ecology has been
given due consideration and it appears that there is some
flexibility to adjust to resident's concerns

the nature and ecosystem will not recover

In a county with such rich biodiversity, it is impossible to
manage all impacts. There will inevitably be negative
consequences and disruption to habitat and wildlife
environments.

| think that its difficult to tell about the environmental impacts
until the farm is built - the risk of fire and the chemicals stored
onsite to minimise the risk could pose a large threat to the
environment if they leaked, or needed to be used.

Nature recovery would be a great outcome, but if lots of
chemical sprays are used, then this is unlikely.

The details provided so far, do not fully explain who these
outcomes are calculated or acheived.

| TOTALLY OBJECT TO THE PROPOSED SITING OF THE
DROVES SOLAR FARM on productive farmland in an area
with multiple heritage assets, many SSSlIs, a nationally
important chalk stream..the Nar, a National Trail, notable flora
and fauna and Rewilding areas etc etc etc

No

No

No

No

No

Non-statutory designations, including Roadside Nature
Reserves, are also assessed in ES Chapter 7: Ecology
and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

The Applicant notes these comments and agrees that
mitigation measures and design choices have been made
in consideration of feedback received through the
Applicant’s consultation process.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees.

The Scheme incorporates a range of new habitat
provision and enhancement measures which have been
designed to maximise benefits to biodiversity. The
Scheme has been assessed using the government’s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%,as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme.

Ecological receptors are fully considered within ES
Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], and
the embedded mitigation measures included within the
Scheme result in no significant adverse effects
anticipated.

Potential for risk of adverse effects such as fire and
chemical storage/leaks will be dealt with through
appropriate embedded design commitments, including
suitable buffers, absorbent spill pads/kits and other
measures secured within the oCEMP [APP/7.6].

An oLEMP [APP/7.11], detailing habitat creation,
monitoring and management measures is provided as
part of the DCO Application, which will become controlled
through the detailed LEMP as a requirement of the DCO.

Embedded mitigation measures to safeguard the River
Nar SSSI and a full assessment of potential impacts to
relevant SSSIs and irreplaceable habitats have been
undertaken in ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity
[APP/6.2]. Impacts of the Scheme on Priority Habitats
have also been fully considered within this assessment.

The potential for pollution of the water environment is
assessed in ES Chapter 12: Water Resources
[APP/6.2], which concludes the Scheme would have no
significant effects on water resources, including the River
Nar, throughout the construction, operation and
decommissioning stages, through implementation of good
practice measures.
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Think nature will find the building of a solar farm very disruptive. No

The project would have an overall adverse impact on the local
environment and community and would reduce biodiversity
through the clearance of what is a natural area. It would have @ No
an adverse impact on the character of the area which is of a
traditional rural nature.

Ecology and biodiversity would be affected by the change in

the landscape with an adverse impact on flora and fauna. No

The current site has natural beauty and wildlife. | can’t see
many folk who would like to wander around a solar farm No
listening to the hum of battery cooling fans and transformers.

PRoW have been assessed within the Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment, as set out in ES Chapter 6:
Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2], which also considers
both the visual experience of users and the character of
the wider landscape.

The Applicant has also engaged with the West Acre
Estate to discuss its rewilding project.

Principles set out in the draft Norfolk LNRS, where
appropriate, have also informed the approach to
biodiversity enhancements across the Site. Further details
of this are provided in the Design Approach Document
[APP/5.7].

To ensure that sensitive ecological receptors are
protected during construction of the Scheme, the
measures to be adhered to are set out in the oCEMP
[APP/7.6]. This includes, but is not limited to, measures
to control noise, light, and pollution.

The Applicant notes that the Scheme seeks to protect the
existing sensitive ecological receptors at the site through
careful design of the Scheme and provision of a number
of mitigation measures. In addition, the Scheme delivers
a BNG well in excess of 10%, and provides a number of
faunal enhancement measures, resulting in a betterment
for biodiversity as a result of the Scheme.

The Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4] has been submitted with the DCO Application.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees. While
mandatory Biodiversity Net Gain remains to be
implemented (currently anticipated May 2026), albeit the
Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as calculated within
the Statutory BNG metric. The Biodiversity Net Gain
Assessment Report [APP/7.4] has been submitted with
the DCO Application.

The Applicant notes this comment but confirms that work
has been undertaken to outline a Green Infrastructure
Strategy, developed to support landscape character
opportunities and draft LNRS and Norfolk BAP objectives.
Further information can be found within the oLEMP
[APP/7.11].

Permissive paths, providing circa 3.5km of new pedestrian
routes, have also been incorporated within the Scheme.
Further information can be found within the outline Public
Right of Way and Permissive Path Management Plan
[APP/7.12].
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Large solar farms are a blight on the beautiful country side with
its inherent wildlife and unique archeological heritage

We live in an conservation area and the River Nar is one of a
few chalk streams in the country. Am happy to see that new
hedgerows will be put in place but is this really enough.

Nature recovery is already being enhanced in the area by re-
wilding which has already proven to be controversial, as it has
stopped access across public rights of way

No

No

No

ES Chapter 10: Noise and Vibration [APP/6.2]
assesses the noise impacts of the Scheme which
concludes there are no significant adverse effects (in EIA
terms) associated with the Scheme.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees and
considers that ES Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual
[APP/6.2] demonstrates that the Site can accommodate
Solar PV Arrays without causing significant long-term
visual effects.

While the Applicant acknowledges there would be
moderately significant adverse effects upon landscape
character in the long term, this would be within the Site
only. There are judged to be no significant adverse
landscape effects outside of the Site, in the long term.

Figure 6.12 and Figure 6.13 Parameter Based Winter
and Summer Photomontages and Figure 6.14 and
Figure 6.15 Winter and Summer Photomontages
lllustrative Scheme [APP/6.3] provide visualisations to
support the LVIA and include both photowires and
illustrative photomontages.

The Applicant considers that the visualisations provided
demonstrate how the Scheme has been designed
sensitively in relation to the surrounding area and illustrate
the effectiveness of the proposed screening.

The Applicant also notes that ES Chapter 8: Heritage
Chapter 8: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology
[APP/6.2] concludes that, with embedded and additional
mitigation measures in place, there are no significant (in
EIA terms) residual adverse heritage-related effects
expected across the Scheme’s construction, operational
and decommissioning phases.

Embedded mitigation measures to safeguard the River
Nar SSSI such as specific measures to stop spillages
entering the watercourse.

Are included in the management plans submitted a part of
the DCO Application, and a full assessment of potential
impacts to relevant SSSls and irreplaceable habitats has
been undertaken in ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
Biodiversity [APP/6.2], which concludes no significant
adverse effects.

The Applicant notes these comments and seeks to
reassure respondents that access will be maintained
throughout the Site. Permissive paths, providing circa
3.5km of new pedestrian routes, have also been
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Let the following stand as an example of my major concerns
about GREENWASHING:

Solar panels do not change with the seasons - they just replace
a natural, changing and varied environment with a monotonous
and bleak landscape.

The neighbouring Rewilding Scheme on West Acre Estate is
striving to restore the countryside - not obliterate it.

You are not going to improve anything!! This is already a
beautiful area with walking, community and a huge range of
nature and ecosystem.

You are only doing to disturb it all in the building of the farm.

We want to know how you are going to build this farm without
ruining the ever increasing bird and animal life that thrives in
this beautiful valley

How can wildlife move through the site? it will be fenced off like
the other solar farms in the area.

The proposed installation would be seen from the Castle Acre
Priory. On maps it is easy to show hedgerows but it does not
show elevations and what can be seen from higher lying
ground.

| am very concerned about destruction of wildlife habitats and
plants during construction. And at the end of construction are
you contractually committed to keep plantings alive? i have

No

No

No

No

incorporated within the Scheme. Further information can
be found within the oPROWPPMP [APP/7.12].

The Applicant notes these comments but contests their
relevance to the approach being taken with this Scheme.

The Scheme has been assessed using the government’s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%,as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme

The Applicant has also engaged with the West Acre
Estate in order to discuss the proposals and identify any
key concerns and opportunities to complement measures
within the Rewilding project.

The Scheme incorporates a range of new habitat
provision and enhancement measures which have been
designed to maximise benefits to biodiversity. The
Scheme has been assessed using the government’s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%,as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme

To ensure that sensitive ecological receptors are
protected through the construction of the Scheme,
measures to be adhered to are set out within the oCEMP
[APP/7.6].

This includes, but is not limited to, measures to control
noise, light, and pollution. In addition, a Ground Nesting
Bird Strategy has been prepared to fully mitigate potential
impacts on these species (Proposed Mitigation
Strategy for Ground Nesting Birds Requiring Open
Habitats [APP/6.4]).

The operational area of the Scheme will be enclosed
within perimeter fencing; however, dispersal impacts on
wildlife are not anticipated owing to the incorporation of
above ground clearances and mammal gates.

The Applicant also notes that perimeter fencing will be set
back from the boundary habitats retained as part of the
embedded mitigation, as detailed within ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]. These boundary
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seen thousands of new trees proudly being planted along new
infrastructure projects, only to die in subsequent months/years
because no-one looks after them.

SEE ABOVE COMMENTS ON LIGHT POLLUTION AND IT'S
KNOWN HARMFUL IMPACTS ON ECOSYSTEMS

We welcome the proposals outlined in the indicative
masterplan, which include the protection of existing habitats
and the introduction of new areas of grassland. We recommend
that other habitats in addition to grassland are incorporated in
to the design (see comments above). We support the intention
to support nature recovery, by strengthening the connections
between these habitats, creating ecological stepping stones
and wildlife corridors that link the area’s key biodiversity
hotspots. However, it must be ensured that these plans
translate in to real gains for nature on the ground.

In particular:

No

No

No

habitats will form corridors through which wildlife can
move.

Figure 6.12 and Figure 6.13 Parameter Based Winter
and Summer Photomontages and Figure 6.14 and
Figure 6.15 Winter and Summer Photomontages
lllustrative Scheme [APP/6.3] provide visualisations to
support the LVIA and include both photowires and
illustrative photomontages.

To ensure that sensitive ecological receptors are
protected through the construction of the Scheme,
measures to be adhered to are set out within the oCEMP
[APP/7.6]. This includes, but is not limited to, measures
to control noise, light, and pollution.

The Project Level Design Principles, as set out in the
Design Approach Document [APP/5.7], seek to retain
and enhance connectivity of habitat (through hedgerow
planting, for example), retention and enhancement of Marl
Pits, ponds, and large areas of Curlew and Skylark
mitigation land, all secured in the oLEMP [APP/7.11].
New habitat creation will include grassland, scrub, and
attenuation features.

The Applicant also notes that the oLEMP [APP/7.11],
detailing habitat creation, monitoring and management
measures is provided as part of the DCO Application,
which will become controlled through the detailed LEMP
as a requirement of the DCO.

As set out in ES Chapter 5: The Scheme [APP/6.1],
lighting is not required during the operational phase of the
Scheme. Focused task specific lighting would only be
required in the event of emergency works / equipment
failure and motion sensing security lighting would be
provided within the Customer and National Grid
Substations and within the BESS compound.

The Applicant welcomes this comment and confirms that
a Green Infrastructure Strategy has been developed to
support the landscape character opportunities and draft
LNRS and Norfolk BAP objectives. Further information
can be found within the oLEMP [APP/7.11].

A Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4]
has been submitted as part of the DCO Application which
demonstrates that biodiversity net gains in habitat and
hedgerow units will significantly exceed 10%.

The draft Norfolk LNRS has been reviewed and the aims
incorporated into the proposals, where possible, as set out
within the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4] .
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Solar developments should be planned with the grid network
as part of a national spatial strategy and their specific location
informed by the local nature recovery strategy.

There is some evidence that aquatic insects, bats, and birds
may mistake large solar arrays as water bodies, causing them
to attempt to breed on them, drink from them or land on them.
This potential impact should be considered for any solar farm
development close to protected sites which are designated for
their importance for these species. Further monitoring of solar
farms is required to confirm or disprove this potential impact to
wildlife from solar development The ES will need to
demonstrate that there are no adverse impacts on bats, and
we recommend that construction and operational phase
impacts on connectivity between roosts and foraging areas is
robustly considered.

Hedgerow and tree planting first. Commit to not taking down
mature trees.

| consider the proposed solar farm and plan to be very
destructive to a unique heritage and ecological area. This is an
area that should be protected from such a proposition. It has
1000s of years of history and a vibrant and delicate eco
balance.

Totally the wrong area in so many ways; historically, visually,
Environmentally, agricultural sustainabiliity, ethically and
impactfullness.

Transitory animals have their traditional routes blocked. Deer
are often diverted onto roads. Bird and bat deaths are common
as they mistake the glass for water. The land is degraded with
little potential for biodiversity as half of it will be in permanent
shadow and rain water run-off creates set channels without
proper dispersal. Topsoil is removed and cleaning materials
can contaminate the soil. There is the possibility of toxic

No

No

No

No

No

In regard to potential for birds and bats to mistake solar
panels for water bodies (‘the lake effect’) resulting in
potential harm or mortality, the paper Solar photovoltaic
energy development and biodiversity conservation:
Current knowledge and research gaps (Gomez-Catasus
et al., 2024) concludes “there is little evidence proving this
causal factor”.

Specific survey work has been undertaken in respect of
bats (as detailed within the Baseline Ecological Survey
Report [APP/6.4]) and ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
Biodiversity [APP/6.2] assesses the potential impacts of
the Scheme with embedded mitigation (including retention
of boundary habitats ensuring continued connectivity
through the landscape and measures with regard to
lighting etc.) provided within the oCEMP [APP/7.6] this
results in no significant adverse effect anticipated on bats.

Measures relating to trees and planting are reflected in
Appendix 1 — Green infrastructure Parameter Plan to
the oLEMP [APP/7.11] and include the introduction
of additional hedgerow trees and woodland belts to
provide screening to the solar panels.

The Applicant notes this comment but disagrees. The
Applicant notes that the Scheme seeks to protect the
existing sensitive ecological receptors at the site through
careful design of the Scheme and provision of a number
of mitigation measures.

The Applicant notes these comments but contests the
impact suggested in the statement. The Applicant notes
that the Scheme seeks to protect the existing sensitive
ecological receptors at the site through careful design of
the Scheme and provision of a number of mitigation
measures.

Solar irradiation in North Norfolk is above the UK average,
and given that the opportunities to bring large-scale solar
schemes forward are limited, we believe this site to be
amongst the most appropriate in the country.

The perimeter fencing will be set back from the boundary
habitats retained as part of the embedded mitigation. As
such, the habitats the deer currently browse naturally, will
remain accessible for foraging and to move through
without diverting onto roads.
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chemicals leaching out from the panels. Lithium-ion battery
storage represents a huge fire risk.

This proposal would cause substantial and unjustified harm to
the historic, archaeological, ecological, and visual landscape of
Castle Acre, a village of exceptional heritage significance.
While the need for renewable energy is acknowledged, this
development fails the tests set out in the NPPF and planning
law and does not represent sustainable development.

This will cause immediate and long term damage to the
environment.

ecology and biodiversity, especially wildlife, will be disturbed to
a huge extent during construction as this is forecast to be 24
months. This is unlikely to be remedied through the proposed
measures.

We want the old green spaces. All of them.

we don't need new green spaces. We don't want current ones
being ruined.

We strongly support the inclusion of on-site green
infrastructure, such as the provision of new green spaces,
hedgerow for screening, grassland creation etc, as well as the
provision of other wildlife habitats such as bat and bird boxes.

Wildlife and Ecology Concerns

Local insect and butterfly species have disappeared due to
habitat loss (especially in the backwaters of the River Nar and

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Comments with regards to the landscape of Castle Acre
are noted.

Measures have been taken to revise the Scheme's layout
and to concentrate most of the Scheme beyond the
ridgeline. This is further described in the ES Chapter 5:
The Scheme [APP/6.1], reflected in ES Figure 5.8
Concept Masterplan [APP/6.3] and assessed in ES
Chapter 6 Landscape and Visual [APP/6.2].

The Applicant notes this comment but contests the
statement made. The Scheme will deliver a BNG well in
excess of 10%, and provides a number of faunal
enhancement measures, together resulting in a
betterment for biodiversity. The Biodiversity Net Gain
Assessment Report [APP/7.4] has been submitted with
the DCO Application.

The Applicant notes this comment but contests the
statement made. The Scheme will deliver a BNG well in
excess of 10%, and provides a number of faunal
enhancement measures, together resulting in a
betterment for biodiversity. The Biodiversity Net Gain
Assessment Report [APP/7.4] has been submitted with
the DCO Application.

Measures to manage and mitigate environmental impacts
during the construction phase are set out in the oCEMP
[APP/7.6].

The Applicant notes the comment but refers to the Green
Infrastructure = Parameter Plan to the oLEMP
[APP/7.11], which demonstrate how the green spaces
will be enhanced.

The Applicant notes the comment but refers to the Green
Infrastructure Parameter Plan to the oLEMP
[APP/7.11], which demonstrate how the green spaces
will be enhanced.

The Applicant notes these comments and welcomes the
support for the provisions included in the Scheme.

The Applicant notes this comment and can confirm the
habitats of importance for these species are retained and
enhanced within the proposals, such that opportunities
will increase at the Site. The roadside verges and
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chalk stream areas).
Species previously common include:
Gaws Hawk moth
Buzzards near road verges
Blue tits feeding on caterpillars and eggs (e.g. bluetit eggs and
flails caterpillars)

Silver-studded blue butterflies, small skipper butterflies, and
moths

Marsh carpet moths that feed on alder and reed plants
Bird species such as yellowhammers and bluetits are now rare
due to loss of food plants  and habitats.
Roadside verges and hedgerows, once key ecological
corridors, have declined.

Survey Concerns:

Surveys have missed some important species because they
are not looking closely enough (e.g. two types of moths that
appear 6 feet apart).

| am concerned about our wildlife, especially birds. How will
birds of prey hunt. Barn owl, kestrels both need to catch mice
and rodents by hovering about the landscape. How can they
do so will solar panels? How can skylarks nest and fly high? |
was told our area was chosen because it was rural.

Ecology and Biodiversity:

I note that in ENO110013 The Droves Chapter 7 Ecology and
Biodiversity there is mention of the importance of Functionally
Linked Land outside of the Breckland SPA, and that “none of
the qualifying species were recorded during any of the specific
breeding bird surveys conducted across the Study Areain 2024
and therefore the Site does not appear to represent functionally
linked land used by qualifying species”. As part of the site is
within the Brecks National Character Area it will have soils and
agricultural land which may be suitable for breeding stone
curlew. As stone curlew nesting on arable land is dependent
on crop rotation (they will usually only nest in years when there

No

No

hedgerows are also retained and enhanced and will be
protected throughout the construction period.

With regard to invertebrate species, given that this
Scheme is impacting the arable habitat within the site
(which is not of high importance to invertebrates), specific
survey work for invertebrates has not been undertaken.
As mentioned above, habitats for this species group will
be retained and substantially enhanced within the
Scheme.

Natural England’s review of the literature (Evidence
review of the impact of solar farms on birds, bats and
general ecology (NEER012) (Harrison, Lloyd, and Field,
2016)) concludes that “evidence suggests that the
collision risk presented by solar panels to birds is low” and
“With regards collision risk to bats, there is no evidence.”

Large boundary areas are retained within the Scheme,
between the panelled areas, and as such, foraging areas
for birds of prey will be retained.

In addition, a Ground Nesting Bird Strategy has been
prepared to fully mitigate potential impacts on these
species, including skylarks (Proposed Mitigation
Strategy for Ground Nesting Birds Requiring Open
Habitats [APP/6.4]).

A comprehensive programme of ecological survey work
has been undertaken, including detailed breeding bird
surveys across the proposed Solar PV Site during April to
July 2024.

During the survey work undertaken, a total of 121 Skylark
breeding territories were recorded across the surveyed
area, along with breeding activity by a single pair of
Lapwing and two pairs of Curlew.

Regarding Sone-curlew, the Site is located approximately
2.4 km from the Breckland SPA designation at its closest
point (whilst the closest components relate to Breckland
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are spring-sown root crops) they may only nest one year in
every 4 or 5 years so a survey in a single year may not record
any of this species. It is therefore unsafe to conclude that “no
significant adverse effects on Breckland SPA in relation to
functionally linked land are anticipated”. Effects on stone
curlew would not be limited to the construction phase; the
operational phase may also deter nesting.

Ecology and Biodiversity:

Your assessment of the effect on bat species concludes that
no significant adverse impacts on foraging/commuting bats are
anticipated in relation to habitat loss as a result of the
construction and operational phases. This would not appear to
have taken account of the research at the University of Stirling
(Article | Renewable energies and biodiversity: Impact of
ground-mounted solar photovoltaic sites on bat activity |
University of Stirling) which concludes that “Ground-mounted
solar photovoltaic developments have a significant negative
effect on bat activity”. | suggest you need to review this
assessment.

Ecology and Biodiversity:

Part of the development lies within National Character Area
The Brecks - National Character Area Profiles, a unique
biodiversity hotspot in the UK, vitally important for rare and
threatened species. Over 12,500 species were documented in
2010, 2,000 of which were endangered. The Brecks contains
28 per cent of all rare species in the UK and is particularly
important for invertebrate species. Many of these species rely
on the bare sandy soils of the Brecks and are reliant on
management involving rotational tillage or other disturbance.
Many of the rare plants characteristic of The Brecks rely on
disturbance produced by rotational tillage or other
interventions, so the establishment of a grassland sward will
not necessarily suit these species. Greater certainty of
outcomes for characteristic flora and fauna is needed before
this proposal can be submitted for approval.

No

No

Forest SSSI), which is not understood to provide suitable
habitat for Stone-curlew in particular. Further, the Site is
located entirely outside the 1.5 km constraint zone
identified by Natural England using the Stone-curlew
Planning Tool. None of the qualifying species was
recorded during any of the specific breeding bird surveys
conducted at the Site in 2024, and therefore, the Site does
not appear to represent functionally linked land used by
qualifying species.

Given the information and considerations set out in
ES Appendix 7.3: Proposed Mitigation Strategy
for Ground Nesting Birds Requiring Open
Habitats [APP/6.4, the proposed mitigation and
compensation package in relation to ground-nesting
bird species is appropriate and proportionate in regard
to legislative and planning policy requirements relating
to the proposed Scheme.

Natural England’s review of the literature (Evidence
review of the impact of solar farms on birds, bats and
general ecology (NEERO012) (Harrison, Lloyd, and Field,
2016)) concludes that “evidence suggests that the
collision risk presented by solar panels to birds is low” and
“with regards collision risk to bats, there is no evidence.”

In particular, it is noted that the cited article identified no
difference in Barbastelle (representing a rarer species
recorded at Site) activity between the sampling locations
tested (with or without solar), consistent with other
studies, whilst mitigation measures proposed (including
maintenance and enhancement of boundary vegetation)
have been incorporated within the Scheme in line with the
article, which concludes that “Successful mitigation
measures at solar PV developments will be an opportunity
to manage climate change while supporting biodiversity”.

A full assessment of direct and indirect effects on national
and international designated sites, including Breckland
SPA, Breckland Forest SSSI, and River Nar SSSI, has
been undertaken with Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 17:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], including
considerations with regard to air quality and water
pollution.

Non-statutory designations, including Road-Side Nature
Reserves, are also assessed within Section 7.8 of ES
Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]
notes that there is anticipated to be no significant adverse
effects identified. However, there are four significant
beneficial effects for Hedgerows and Tree Lines Habitat
and Breeding Birds, Wintering Birds and Amphibians —
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Ecology

Ecology

Ecology

My concerns about the Droves are the hedges and trees beside
the bridleways and if they will be protected, and the bridleways
themselves.

How much disruption to locals and wildlife will there be?

Also large solar farms cause the environmental change and
temperature increase in the surround area

Bird and bat deaths are frequently recorded on existing solar
farms as they mistake the glass for water.

If the proposed Droves Solar Farm is added to the already
proposed High Grove Solar Farm, it becomes overwhelmingly
disproportionate, that our small village of Sporle should bear
the brunt of industrialisation of our rural landscape. This will not
only impact visually the people of this area, but also, and
perhaps more importantly, will impact physically the diverse
flora & fauna of this rural landscape.

Wildlife (and this is a diverse area w/ many species of deer,
badgers, hares, rabbits, stoats, weasels, mice, voles, shrews -
I could go on. As well as garden birds, we have skylarks (where
are they going to nest?), lapwings, pink-footed geese, owls,

No

No

No

No

No

Great Crested Newt, both during operational and
decommissioning phases.

Hedgerows within the Site will be retained within the
layout of the Scheme where practicable, with the
exception of removals and/or crossings required for new
Access Tracks, perimeter fencing and Cabling. Impacts
are considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

Retained hedgerows will also be enhanced through
species-rich planting.

Created habitats will be retained for the duration of the
operational phase, with the land returning to the
landowner after the decommissioning phase; it is
assumed that the established woodland and hedges will
be retained.

The Applicant notes these comments, but confirms ES
Chapter 13: Climate Change [APP/6.2] includes
measures to address the potential impacts and likely
effects on Climate Change during the construction,
operation and decommissioning phases of the Scheme. It
concludes that there are no significant (in EIA terms)
adverse effects.

In regard to the potential for birds and bats to mistake
solar panels for water bodies (‘the lake effect’), resulting
in potential harm or mortality, the paper Solar photovoltaic
energy development and biodiversity conservation:
Current knowledge and research gaps (Gomez-Catasus
et al., 2024) concludes “there is little evidence proving this
causal factor”.

Design Principles seek to retain and enhance connectivity
of habitat (through hedgerow planting for example). New
habitat creation will include grassland, scrub, and
attenuation features.

Hedgerows within the Site will be retained within the
layout of the Scheme where practicable, with the
exception of removals and/or crossings required for new
Access Tracks, perimeter fencing and Cabling. Impacts
are considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]. Retained
hedgerows will be enhanced through species-rich
planting.

The Applicant notes these comments and confirms that
ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]
details measures to retain and enhance connectivity of
habitat (through hedgerow planting, for example). New
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birds of prey including red Kkites, linnets, gold crests,
yellowhammers. | could go on.)

Protection? Thunder, lightening affect on energy generation
and substations.

We welcome the selection of fields to avoid designated sites
important for their nature conservation value. There are
however several areas of Priority Habitat within the red line
boundary so appropriate mitigation must be in place to ensure
that there are no negative impacts on these habitats or the
species they support.

Surveys of impact on biodiversity/species should focus more
on hares (extinct from large parts of UK rather than badgers).
Also barn owls of which | have seen within The Droves Solar
Farm area. There are a very limited number of breeding pairs
of these fascinating birds.

Survey impact of farmland birds (yellow hammers, linnets)
should be carried out. These are on the endangered species
list.

Bats

Paragraph 5.3.9 of Appendix 7.2 Ecological habitat survey
states that overall, across the detector locations, the greatest
number of bat registrations were recorded within the east of the
site, with locations SD5 and SD2 returning the highest numbers
of registrations. We note that these locations are adjacent to
the proposed substation locations. We recommend
reconsidering the siting of the substations, given the
importance of these fields to bats.

No

No

No

No

habitat creation will include grassland, scrub, and
attenuation features.

The Applicant notes these comments, but these weather
conditions are factored into the likely outputs of electricity
generation across the Scheme and mitigated for.

Impacts of the Scheme on Priority Habitats have been
fully considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2]

ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2] also
notes that there are anticipated to be no significant
adverse effects identified. However, there are four
significant beneficial effects for Hedgerows and Tree
Lines Habitat and Breeding Birds, Wintering Birds and
Amphibians - Great Crested Newt, both during
operational and decommissioning phases.

Specific survey work has been undertaken in relation to a
range of habitats and faunal species in order to inform the
Scheme, including in particular consideration in respect of
farmland birds, whilst consideration in regard potential
impacts on the Scheme on these and mammal species
such as Brown Hare are fully considered within Section
7.8 of the ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity
[APP/6.2].

The proposed inclusion of substantial additional grassland
habitats across the site will likely benefit a range of
species, including Brown Hare, and will likely provide
additional habitats for small mammal species, which in
turn represent an increased foraging resource for
predators such as Barn Owl.

The Scheme’s green Infrastructure proposals are
established by the oLEMP [APP/7.11] and are secured by
way of Requirement in the DCO.

The impacts of the Scheme on bats are considered in the
ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

Nonetheless, the boundary habitats and corridors form
the focus of recorded bat activity, and will be retained and
enhanced within widened corridors of undisturbed
vegetation (in contrast to the existing arable
management). Embedded mitigation measures include
design measures to ensure boundary corridors remain
unlit and continue to provide linked corridors for bat use.

The Scheme’s green Infrastructure proposals are
established by the oLEMP [APP/7.11] and are secured
by way of Requirement in the DCO.
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The PIER recorded the presence of barbastelles, a protected
species, in the draft Order Limits. Barbastelles have

very large home ranges in Norfolk, typically travelling c. 5-6km
away from the roost woodlands in a night, but can easily go
double that distance. Foraging areas closest to maternity
woodlands are key as when the pups are very young the
females have high energetic demands and need to stay
close/forage close-to the woodlands. Itis also known that they
forage over farmland, although typically this is focussed on the
hedge/field margin edge.

Protected species

Results of protected species surveys will need to be presented
in the ES and it must be shown that there are no adverse
impacts on these species.

Hedgerows

Paragraph 7.6.77 of the PIER states that the hedgerows and
tree lines within the Site are of significance at the Site level and
that the retention of existing hedgerows and tree lines has been
incorporated into the Scheme design. It goes to state that any
removal of hedgerows would be anticipated to be limited to
minor widening of existing gaps to ensure appropriate access.
The ES must demonstrate that the extent of this widening does
not have a negative impact on the ecology of the area.

Finally, the area proposed to be carpeted with solar panels and
substations is a very rare Breckland ecosystem home to
endless habitats and species. The sea of solar panels will - at
the very least - ruin the nesting grounds of already endangered
species such as curlews.

Those are the issues, you suggest the solutions seeing as this
is entirely your project.

No

No

No

No

The Applicant notes this comment and agrees. The
Scheme will include the retention and enhancement of
vegetated boundary corridors, strengthening their
potential to serve as wildlife corridors, including for
Barbastelle, and further connecting the existing woodland
areas.

The Applicant notes that ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
Biodiversity [APP/6.2] considers potential effects on
protected faunal species.

As a result of embedded and additional mitigation and
enhancement measures, there are four direct residual
significant (in EIA terms) beneficial effects as a result of
the Scheme, which are anticipated in relation to the
following ecological features: hedgerows and lines of
trees; breeding birds — other species; wintering birds —
other species and amphibians — Great Crested Newt.

Hedgerows within the Site will be retained within the
layout of the Scheme where practicable, with the
exception of removals and/or crossings required for new
Access Tracks, perimeter fencing and Cabling. Impacts
are considered within Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2].

Retained hedgerows will be enhanced through species-
rich planting.

The Scheme’s green Infrastructure proposals are
established by the oLEMP [APP/7.11] and are secured
by way of Requirement in the DCO.

The Applicant notes that ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
Biodiversity [APP/6.2] considers the effects of the
Scheme, and concludes there are no significant adverse
effects anticipated.

ES Appendix 7.3: Proposed Mitigation Strategy for
Ground Nesting Birds Requiring Open Habitats
[APP/6.4] sets out the proposed mitigation and
compensation package in relation to ground-nesting bird
species is appropriate and proportionate in regard to
legislative and planning policy requirements relating to the
proposed Scheme.
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And as for nature recovery? How do you think you are assisting
in that?

As local people we obviously want to see measured local
development that enhances the area or at least has the least
impact but with significant benefits to biodiversity and
community. Interms of biodiversity large sections of the former
agricultural land is being rewilded and some is being farmed
according to regenerative agricultural principles. The scheme
should aim to interlink with these areas with 'green corridors'
for wildlife.. Similarly hedges and verges should aim to create
green corridors. As indicated before You should work closely
with NGOs who have local knowledge in addition to the
statutory agencies and enter management agreements to
manage land and water positively over the life of the
development and beyond. Reintroduction of Breckland plants
and other biota where it has been absent should be a key
feature of the project. At the end of the development term
every effort must be utilised to protect the biodiversity created
from the development. Take into account the Countywide
Nature Recovery Strategy which is currently out to
consultation. There is a large colony of toads that live in the
Nar valley south of the West Acre to South Acre road. Each
spring they pass through the woodland area and fields to
spawn in the valley bottom lakes crossing the road on the way.
The valley bottom held nightingales within the last 5 years in
the scrub around the lakes. The Birkbeck family are rewilding
the area and should be engaged.

The site lies within the catchment of the River Nar, a protected
chalk stream Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). This rare
habitat supports nationally significant biodiversity. Under NPPF
Paragraphs 180-182, development must avoid significant harm
to protected habitats and should deliver measurable net gain
for biodiversity.

This rare habitat supports nationally significant biodiversity.
Under NPPF Paragraphs 180-182, development must avoid

No

No

No

No

The Scheme incorporates a range of new habitat
provision and enhancement measures which have been
designed to maximise benefits to biodiversity. The
Scheme has been assessed using the government’'s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%, as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme.

Impacts of the Scheme in relation to bats are considered
within the ES Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity
[APP/6.2], which confirms there are no significant adverse
effects.

The Scheme incorporates a range of new habitat
provision and enhancement measures which have been
designed to maximise benefits to biodiversity. The
Scheme has been assessed using the government’'s
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric, which concludes that it will
deliver biodiversity gains well in excess of 10%,as set out
in the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report
[APP/7.4], and provides a number of faunal enhancement
measures, together resulting in a betterment for
biodiversity as a result of the Scheme. Movement of
faunal species, including toads, within the landscape will
not be restricted as the boundary habitats will be
maintained within enhanced corridors to ensure wildlife
movement can continue, whilst the provision of new
grassland habitat throughout will likely benefit a number
of species, such as toads.

Relevant documents, including the emerging Norfolk
Local Nature Recovery Strategy, have been reviewed,
whilst organisations including Natural England, Norfolk
Wildlife Trust and the West Acre Estate have been
consulted in order to inform the Scheme and associated
consideration and measures in regard to biodiversity,
further detailed within the Design Approach Document
[APA/5.7].

A full assessment of direct and indirect effects on national
designated sites, including the River Nar SSSI, has been
undertaken with Section 7.8 of the ES Chapter 7:
Ecology and Biodiversity [APP/6.2], including
considerations with regard to air quality and water
pollution, taking into account the associated mitigation
and design measures proposed in order to avoid
significant harm to these designations.

The Applicant notes that the Planning Statement
[APP/5.5] and Policy Compliance Document [APP/5.6]
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significant harm to protected habitats and should deliver
measurable net gain for biodiversity.

Use of insecticides etc should be minimal in order to encourage
biodiversity.

The Nar river valley is an area around South Acre of national
importance. It is sensitive, beautiful and critical for biodiversity.

Concerned at loss of good agricultural land, and the size of the
proposed solar scheme upon biodiversity and an area |
consider to be of outstanding natural beauty.

Ensure as far as possible that existing biodiversity and habitats
are preserved and create a development that is planned so that
the BNG of 10% is at least realized not in a tokenistic way but
by careful design and working with all the relevant partners
such as the Norfolk Wildlife Trust and statutory bodies. The
biodiversity actions should obviously support the native flora
and fauna.

No

No

No

provide detailed evidence of compliance with relevant
national and local policy documents, including the NPPF.

The Applicant notes that the cessation of intensive arable
production across the Solar PV Site will result in reduced
physical disturbance during the operational phase (e.g.,
through the lack of ploughing, seeding, and harvesting of
crops) and a reduction in the application of pesticides
(including insecticides and herbicides).

The Applicant notes this comment and considers the River
Nar SSSI fully within ES Chapter 7: Ecology and
Biodiversity [APP/6.2], which concludes no significant
adverse effects.

The Applicant also notes that while Mandatory The
Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net Gain
remains to be implemented (currently anticipated May
2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG as
calculated within the Statutory BNG metric. The
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Report [APP/7.4]
has been submitted with the DCO Application.

The Order limits extend to approximately 840ha. Of this,
approximately 455ha is of BMV quality. The ALC surveys
within ES Chapter 11: Soils and Agriculture [APP/6.2]
have confirmed that approximately 54% of the Order limits
comprises of BMV land. ALC was an important factor for
the Applicant when evaluating the proposed Site.

Further appraisal of the use of BMV land, and why this is
justified, is set out in the Planning Statement [APP/5.5].

The Applicant also notes that mandatory Biodiversity Net
Gain remains to be implemented (currently anticipated
May 2026), albeit the Scheme will deliver over 10% BNG
as calculated within the Statutory BNG metric. The
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Re