
 

November 2023 

Adequacy of Consultation Representation Proforma 

Under Section 55(4)(b) of the Planning Act 2008 (PA2008) the Planning Inspectorate, on 

behalf of the Secretary of State, must take any adequacy of consultation representation 

(AoCR) received from a local authority consultee into account when deciding whether to 

accept an application for development consent, and this will be published should the 

application be accepted for examination. 

An AoCR is defined in s55(5) in PA2008 as “a representation about whether the applicant 

complied, in relation to that proposed application, with the applicant’s duties under 

sections 42, 47 and 48”. 

Project name Whitestone Solar Farm 

Date of request 11 June 2026 

Deadline for AOCR 25 June 2026 

Return to whitestonesolarfarm@planninginspectorate.gov.uk 

 

Please complete the proforma outlining your AoCR on the above NSIP. 

Local Authority Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council 

 

In the opinion of the local authority, has the applicant complied with the legislative 

requirements listed below?   

Please note that this is specifically about the statutory consultation(s) undertaken.  

Assessment of Compliance - Required 

S42 Duty to consult No 

S47 Duty to consult local authority Yes  

S48 Duty to publicise Yes  

 

If you would like to give more detail on any of the above, please do so below.  

Please keep it as succinct as possible and refer to facts and evidence related to consultation, 

rather than the merits of the application. 



 

November 2023 

Additional comments - Not compulsory 

S42 Duty to 
consult 

RMBC acknowledges that the Applicant has undertaken a programme 

of consultation activities, including the distribution of leaflets, in-

person engagement events, the use of online consultation tools, and 

the implementation of accessibility measures. On this basis, the 

Council considers that the Applicant has complied with the procedural 

requirements set out within the agreed Statement of Community 

Consultation (SoCC). 

Notwithstanding the above, the Council notes that significant 

concerns have been raised by a number of Parish Councils, Ward 

Councillors, local residents and MP’s. These concerns suggest that 

the quality and effectiveness of the consultation has been perceived 

by these stakeholders as insufficient. The relevant representations 

from affected Parish Councils are appended for consideration. 

Furthermore, whilst the Council recognises that the Applicant has 

sought to discharge its statutory obligations under Section 42 of the 

Planning Act 2008, it has been made aware of an apparent failure to 

serve the requisite notice on the occupiers of Springvale Farm, 

Springvale House, Morthen House, and New Sycamore Farm. In the 

absence of evidence demonstrating that such service has been 

lawfully affected, the Council’s position is that the statutory 

consultation requirements may not have been fully satisfied. 

Representations in respect of this matter are likewise appended to 

this submission. 

 

S47 Duty to 
consult local 
authority 

No additional comments 

S48 Duty to 
publicise 

No additional comments 

Any other 
comments 

No additional comments 

 

 

 



 

 

ANSTON PARISH COUNCIL – ADEQUACY OF CONSULTATION 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Re: Whitestone Solar Farm – Adequacy of Consultation 

Anston Parish Council writes to formally raise concerns regarding the adequacy of 
consultation undertaken by Whitestone Solar Farm Ltd across both the earlier 
statutory consultation and the recent targeted consultation. 

In assessing adequacy, it is essential to consider whether affected communities have 
been properly informed and given a genuine opportunity to understand the proposals 
and respond to them. The Parish Council does not consider that this has been 
achieved. 

The impacts identified within this response relate directly to Anston and its residents. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Whitestone Solar Farm proposals will have direct and significant impacts on 
residents of Anston Parish. 

At present, insufficient information has been provided across the consultation 
process to enable these impacts to be properly understood or assessed. The nature 
and extent of the proposed works are not clearly defined, including a lack of detail on 
traffic management, construction activity, environmental effects and the precise 
routing of infrastructure. 

In addition, the consultation material does not reflect the scale and complexity of key 
elements of the scheme, including trenchless crossings beneath major infrastructure 
such as the railway and canal, or the introduction of construction access within 
sensitive residential locations such as Crowgate. The absence of this information 
further prevents a clear understanding of the nature and extent of the proposed 
works. 

There is also a lack of clarity and consistency in the information presented, creating 
uncertainty as to how the proposals affect Anston and its residents. This is 
particularly concerning given the absence of any dedicated consultation engagement 
within Anston, despite the scale and proximity of the proposed works. 



While the applicant states that statutory consultation requirements have been met, 
compliance with minimum legal duties does not in itself demonstrate that consultation 
has been adequate. In Anston, where the proposals will have direct and significant 
impacts, there has been no dedicated engagement and many residents remain 
unaware of the scheme. Under the Planning Act 2008, there is a clear requirement to 
consult the local community in a way that is proportionate to the scale and impact of 
the development.  

The Parish Council therefore considers that the consultation has not been 
proportionate to the level of impact on the community and does not meet the 
requirements of the Planning Act 2008 or the Government Guidance on the Pre-
application Process Consultation. 

 

1. Lack of effective engagement and coverage 

Whitestone Solar Farm is a project of significant scale, extending across a wide 
geographic area. However, the consultation has not effectively reached affected 
communities, including the local area. 

No consultation event was held within Anston at any stage of the process, despite 
the clear and direct impacts on the parish. This has limited the ability of residents to 
engage with the proposals, and many remain unaware of how they may be affected. 

More broadly, consultation coverage has been limited, with no clear explanation of 
how event locations were selected and no evidence of effective engagement within 
the local area. The consultation material also does not clearly explain how 
consultation notification areas were determined or how communities affected by 
traffic, visual and infrastructure impacts beyond the immediate site boundary were 
identified and included. 

The suggestion that consultation events were held within a 15-minute drive of 
affected communities does not demonstrate effective engagement. Proximity alone 
does not ensure awareness, accessibility or meaningful participation — particularly 
where no direct consultation engagement has taken place within Anston despite the 
scale of impact. 

The applicant has stated that approximately 718 people attended consultation events 
across the wider Whitestone 1, 2 and 3 area. Given the scale of the project, this 
figure appears low, and no breakdown has been provided to demonstrate whether 
the local area was meaningfully engaged. 

The Parish Council therefore considers that the consultation has not been 
proportionate to the scale or distribution of impacts and has not effectively engaged 
affected communities. 

2. Targeted Consultation – lack of clarity, accessibility and fairness 

The Parish Council has significant concerns regarding the clarity, accessibility and 
fairness of the recent targeted consultation process. 



Public-facing information suggested that residents were able to submit feedback. 
However, it was indicated separately that responses may only be considered from 
defined stakeholders. This creates a clear inconsistency between what has been 
presented publicly and how the consultation appears to have been applied in 
practice. 

Residents have also reported difficulty obtaining consultation materials, including 
paper copies, and uncertainty as to whether their responses would be considered. 
This has caused confusion within the community and undermined confidence in the 
consultation process. 

The Parish Council also objects to the limitation placed on this consultation which 
seeks to restrict responses to specific numbered changes. For a statutory 
consultation, this approach prevents consultees from raising wider material 
considerations and undermines the ability to respond fully to the impacts of the 
development. 

Directing consultees to access key information via a project website does not in itself 
discharge the duty to consult, particularly where information is complex, fragmented 
or not clearly signposted. 

Important supporting information and consultation materials were not consistently 
provided directly to affected parties, despite being necessary to understand and 
assess the proposals. This limited the ability of residents and stakeholders to 
properly review the information within the consultation period. 

The time frame provided for responses was also very limited, with the final 
submission date falling on a bank holiday (Good Friday), further restricting the ability 
of consultees to engage meaningfully. Concerns regarding the limited consultation 
period and requests for additional time from Parish Councils were not 
accommodated, despite the scale and complexity of the material being consulted 
upon. 

In addition, the targeted consultation has resulted in changes to the scheme that 
have not been clearly identified within the numbered consultation areas. This 
includes the apparent removal of alternative cable route options and the removal or 
downgrading of previously proposed screening and mitigation measures. 

These changes materially affect the impact of the proposals, particularly in relation to 
proximity to residential properties, visual effects, impacts during construction and 
landscape impact. However, they have not been presented in a clear or transparent 
way within the consultation material. 

As a result, consultees have not been given a clear opportunity to understand or 
comment on these changes, which further undermines the adequacy and fairness of 
the consultation process. This has created a situation where material changes 
affecting residents have not been subject to clear or effective consultation. 



It is also not clear how the adequacy of consultation can be considered established 
while further statutory consultation is ongoing and while material changes and new 
information continue to emerge. 

 

3. Inconsistency between consultation stages 

There is a clear inconsistency between earlier consultation material and the 
proposals now being progressed. 

While earlier consultation material presented more than one potential cable route 
linking Whitestone 2 and 3, it did not clearly explain how a preferred route would be 
selected or the relative impacts of each option. 

The Parish Council has been informed by a resident who attended the Todwick 
consultation event that attendees were advised the cable route further from 
residential properties, between the A57 and Kiveton/Harthill, would be taken forward. 
The route now presented in the targeted consultation instead follows the alignment 
directly behind the houses to the west of South Anston and at the top of Crowgate. 
No explanation has been provided as to why this route has been selected or whether 
alternatives have been properly considered. This represents a clear and material shift 
in impact which has not been transparently communicated. 

The Parish Council also notes the removal of previously proposed tree planting 
mitigation opposite Penny Piece Lane and Cramfit Road, which has now been 
downgraded to grass. 

Grass provides no meaningful visual screening and does not mitigate the visual 
impact on elevated properties overlooking the site. The original tree planting 
recognised the need to reduce visual intrusion from higher ground, break up views of 
infrastructure, and provide long-term landscape integration. 

The removal of this mitigation represents a clear reduction in environmental and 
visual protection and materially increases the level of visual harm. No explanation 
has been provided for this change. 

These are material changes in impact that have not been transparently presented or 
justified. 

 

4. Lack of clarity and evolving proposals 

Across all consultation stages, key elements of the scheme remain unclear or subject 
to change. 

These include: 

• cable routes 

• construction access routes 



• traffic management arrangements 

• construction methods 

• environmental mitigation measures 

In addition: 

• environmental assessments remain ongoing 

• information relevant to specific areas is spread across multiple documents 

Residents are therefore being asked to comment on proposals while elements of the 
environmental assessment and supporting evidence remain incomplete or subject to 
ongoing revision. The proposals are not sufficiently defined to allow a clear 
understanding of their impacts. 

The use of undefined cable corridors means the actual working width and extent of 
land required is unclear. This makes it impossible to determine the true extent of land 
take, disruption and environmental impact.  

The consultation material presents cable installation as relatively limited trenching 
works. However, the scale of temporary works required to facilitate construction is 
not clearly communicated. This is likely to include haul roads, material import and 
export, plant access and ground reworking across substantial lengths of the route 
and will involve substantial vehicle movements, land disturbance and construction 
activity. The true extent of construction activity, land disturbance and disruption has 
not been clearly communicated to consultees. 

There is also no information provided on the location of construction compounds, 
storage areas or site logistics. These elements can have significant additional 
impacts in terms of land take, traffic and disturbance, and without this information the 
overall impact cannot be fully understood. 

There is no clear information provided on how key road crossings, including the A57 
and Crowgate, will be undertaken, whether by trenching, directional drilling or other 
methods. Without this detail, it is not possible to understand the extent of disruption, 
traffic management requirements or safety implications. 

There is also insufficient information provided on the impact of the proposals on 
public rights of way. This includes the bridleways around Axle Lane, the bridleway 
from South Anston to the canal, and the footpath running alongside the canal, all of 
which are heavily used by residents for both recreation and everyday access 
between communities. 

The consultation material does not clearly explain whether these routes will remain 
open, be diverted or closed during construction, how users will be safely managed, or 
the duration of any disruption. Given the scale of works and plant movement likely to 
be involved, it is probable that these routes will be significantly affected or unusable 
during construction. This level of disruption has not been clearly communicated. 



There is also no information provided on how proposed works will interact with 
existing underground services, including gas, water, electricity and 
telecommunications infrastructure. Without this detail, it is not possible to assess the 
extent of additional works, disruption or risk. 

The consultation material does not clearly set out the extent of hedgerow removal 
required to facilitate the works, or how this loss will be mitigated. 

There is also limited information on the long-term impact of buried cables on 
agricultural land use, including potential restrictions on cultivation, drainage and land 
management. 

It is also not clear that the claimed reduction in the scheme represents a reduction in 
the extent or intensity of infrastructure, particularly where generating capacity 
remains unchanged. This creates further uncertainty as to the true scale of the 
development. 

The proposed cable route will require crossings beneath significant infrastructure, 
including a railway line, canal and associated watercourses. These are likely to 
require trenchless methods such as horizontal directional drilling at depth. 

No information has been provided on the proposed method, depth, alignment or 
ground conditions for these crossings. Works of this nature are specialist engineering 
operations requiring significant plant, large working areas and detailed design. The 
consultation material does not reflect the likely scale or complexity of these works, 
including the need for launch and reception pits, plant access and working space. 

In an area with known mining legacy and variable geology, this raises further 
concerns regarding ground stability, settlement risk and potential impacts on critical 
infrastructure. In the absence of this information, it is not possible to understand or 
assess the risks or impacts associated with these crossings. 

Key information is therefore either missing, unclear or dispersed across multiple 
documents, making it difficult for residents to understand the proposals in a clear and 
coherent way. 

 

5. Lack of information regarding the A57 and impacts on Villages 

The Parish Council has significant concerns regarding the limited information 
provided in relation to the A57. 

The consultation material identifies land along this corridor for access and works, 
with solar panels also shown in close proximity to the A57. However, there is no clear 
detail on: 

• how access onto the A57 will be designed or managed 

• the scale and routing of construction traffic 

• the extent of traffic management measures 



Given that the A57 is a busy strategic route, this lack of information prevents any 
meaningful assessment of potential impacts on safety and congestion. 

The introduction of construction traffic, temporary speed restrictions and access 
points on the A57 is likely to result in increased congestion. As a result, traffic is likely 
to divert onto surrounding local roads through Anston and neighbouring villages. 

The village roads are not designed to accommodate increased traffic volumes or 
heavy goods vehicles. The introduction of construction traffic through residential 
areas raises significant concerns regarding: 

• road safety for pedestrians, including children 

• increased interaction between vehicles and vulnerable road users 

• the suitability of local roads for large construction vehicles 

• noise, disturbance and general disruption to residents 

This represents a clear and direct impact on the local community, which has not been 
properly assessed or communicated within the consultation material. 

No updated glint and glare assessment has been provided for panels located 
adjacent to the A57. Without this information, it is not possible to understand the 
potential effects on driver visibility and road safety. 

The consultation material also does not address foundation design, piling 
requirements, ground investigations, or how risks associated with mining legacy and 
potential subsidence have been assessed. In the absence of this information, it is not 
possible to understand whether there is any risk to the stability or integrity of the A57 
or associated infrastructure. 

In addition, the proposed construction access points at the top of Crowgate raise 
specific concerns. This is a residential area with regular pedestrian activity, including 
children accessing adjacent recreation areas and school transport routes. 

The introduction of construction access and associated vehicle movements in this 
location will significantly increase the interaction between construction traffic and 
pedestrians. This creates a clear safety risk, particularly for children and other 
vulnerable users. 

The consultation material does not provide sufficient detail on how access will be 
designed, how traffic will be managed, or what measures will be put in place to 
ensure safety in what is a sensitive residential environment. 

In the absence of this information, it is not possible to assess the extent of disruption, 
the level of risk, or the suitability of this location for construction access. 

This represents a clear example of how key impacts on residents have not been 
properly explained within the consultation. 



The consultation material also does not clearly explain how cumulative impacts 
arising from traffic, construction activity and other committed developments in the 
wider area have been assessed. 

 

6. Lack of information on ecology and wildlife impacts 

The Parish Council also has concerns regarding the limited information provided on 
ecological impacts. 

The consultation material does not provide sufficient detail to understand the 
potential effects on local habitats and species. 

For example, records indicate that around 30 red-listed bird species, together with 
bats and barn owls, have been observed at Axle Lane and the surrounding area. 
Barn owl boxes are also located within areas identified for solar panels along the A57 
corridor. The Axle Lane area, Anston Brook and the canal and railway corridor 
together function as important wildlife corridors containing established hedgerows, 
woodland, watercourse habitats and ecological connectivity which may be affected 
by the proposals and associated construction activity. 

However, there is no clear information on: 

• How these species and habitats have been assessed 

• the extent of potential disturbance, fragmentation or habitat loss 

• how impacts during construction and operation will be avoided or mitigated 

This lack of detail prevents any meaningful understanding of the potential ecological 
effects of the proposals. 

 

7. Lack of information on flood risk and drainage 

Insufficient information has been provided in relation to flood risk and drainage. 

The consultation material does not clearly explain: 

• existing drainage conditions 

• how construction activities may affect surface water flow 

• what mitigation measures are proposed 

There is also insufficient information regarding potential impacts on groundwater and 
underlying aquifers arising from deep trenchless crossings, drilling activity or ground 
disturbance. 

Given the scale of ground disturbance proposed, including trenching and the 
introduction of imported materials, this prevents any meaningful assessment of flood 



risk. There is also a risk that such works could alter natural drainage patterns or 
create preferential pathways for water movement through the ground. 

This is of particular concern in relation to Anston Brook, which receives drainage 
from surrounding land. Changes to runoff rates, infiltration or subsurface flow could 
increase flood risk or affect water quality downstream. 

The Parish Council also notes that recent tree planting has been undertaken along 
Anston Brook by Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust in partnership with Anston Parish 
Council, specifically to help reduce downstream flood risk, including in Worksop. The 
consultation material does not explain how the proposed works will interact with or 
potentially undermine these measures. 

In addition, the Anston Stones Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) is 
hydrologically connected to the brook and may be sensitive to changes in water flow 
and quality. No clear assessment has been provided of the potential effects on this 
designated site. 

 

8. Ground conditions, mining legacy and subsidence risk 

There is insufficient information provided on ground conditions and the implications of 
historic mining across the area. 

The consultation material does not clearly explain: 

• how mining legacy has been assessed 

• what ground investigations have been undertaken 

• how foundation design responds to these conditions 

• the potential effects of excavation, trenching and vibration 

There is also no evidence that sufficient feasibility assessment has been undertaken 
to demonstrate that proposed construction methods are suitable for the ground 
conditions present. 

The local geology, including limestone, Coal Measures and historic mining activity, 
may significantly affect the feasibility and complexity of trenching and trenchless 
crossing methods. However, no clear information has been provided on how these 
constraints have informed the proposed construction approach. 

In the absence of this information, it is not possible to assess the risk of ground 
movement, subsidence or impacts on infrastructure. 

 

9. Lack of information on fire risk and emergency response 

No clear information has been provided regarding fire risk or fire management. 



The proposals involve extensive electrical infrastructure across a wide area, yet there 
is no detail on: 

• fire risk assessment 

• prevention or containment measures 

• emergency access 

• incident response 

This omission prevents any assessment of risks to public safety, infrastructure and 
the surrounding environment. 

 

10. Volume and complexity of documentation 

The consultation is supported by a large volume of technical documentation. 

However: 

• information is spread across multiple documents 

• local impacts are not clearly summarised 

The Non-Technical Summary does not sufficiently explain in plain language how the 
proposals may affect residents, communities and day-to-day life within affected 
areas. The scale, technical complexity and fragmented nature of the documentation 
creates a practical barrier to participation for ordinary residents without specialist 
knowledge or professional support. This limits meaningful engagement. 

 

11. Accuracy of consultation information 

There are concerns that elements of the consultation material may not fully reflect 
current conditions or likely impacts. 

This includes: 

• reliance on potentially outdated baseline information 

• mitigation presented without clear supporting detail 

• limited representation of residential viewpoints 

 

Conclusion 

For these reasons, Anston Parish Council considers that the consultation process is 
inadequate. 



The proposals have not been presented in a way that allows affected communities to 
clearly understand or respond to them. This is particularly evident in relation to key 
issues such as A57 highway impacts, safety and impact on village roads, fire risk and 
emergency response, ecology, flood risk and ground stability, where insufficient 
information has been provided to enable proper assessment. 

The selection of the cable route closest to residential properties, without explanation, 
represents a clear and material change in impact that has not been transparently 
presented or justified. 

The level of technical detail provided does not demonstrate that the proposed 
construction methods are feasible within the constraints of the site. In particular, 
there is no clear evidence that complex works such as trenchless crossings beneath 
the railway and canal, or construction access within constrained residential locations, 
can be delivered safely or without significant impact. This further limits the ability of 
consultees to understand the true extent of the works or their potential impacts. 

These concerns are not isolated. Similar issues have been raised more widely, 
including by the local Member of Parliament, particularly in relation to incomplete 
environmental assessments, highway safety risks and the adequacy of the evidence 
base. This reinforces the view that the consultation has not provided a sufficiently 
clear, robust or transparent basis for informed engagement. 

Taken together, the absence of key information, the inconsistency between 
consultation stages, and the lack of meaningful local engagement mean that affected 
residents have not been given a fair, proportionate or effective opportunity to 
understand or respond to the proposals. This has significantly limited the ability of 
many affected residents to participate meaningfully in the consultation process. 

The Applicant should be required to have regard to these concerns and ensure they 
are accurately reflected in the Consultation Report. The Parish Council therefore 
requests that: 

• full and finalised details of the scheme are provided; 

• all changes between consultation stages are clearly explained; 

• the rationale for key decisions, including route selection, is clearly set out; and 

• proper and accessible consultation is undertaken with affected communities, 
including within Anston, before the proposals are progressed further. 

The Parish Council reserves the right to provide further comments should additional 
information or amendments emerge. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

Anston Parish Council 
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Proposed changes to the boundary of Whitestone Solar Farm, 
known as the ‘draft order limits’. 
 
Below are the Responses from Treeton Parish Council in Respect of Changes 
Numbers 8 to 13 
 
Number 8  
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed along Long Lane southwest of Whiston 
to allow the proposed access to Cable Route E, to comply with highway safety standards for 
visibility and temporary speed reductions if required.  
 
Impact of Change: This change may lead to the loss of hedgerow and roadside vegetation. 
This impact is already being considered within the EIA being undertaken to support the 
Proposed Development. The Proposed Development will include commitments to planting 
new hedgerows and creation of additional areas of habitat including safeguarding of any 
species as needed. With suitable mitigation, this change is unlikely to lead to significant 
adverse effects 
 
Response - This will involve taking land from each side of Long Lane at both ends of the 
proposed Substation and will contribute further to the overall loss of habitat and change 
visible appearance. 
 
Number 9 
 
Description of Change: While the grid connection is to the Long Lane 400kV Substation, 
the Applicant notes that this substation is still in planning and has not yet been constructed. 
Therefore, additional land is being proposed to connect into the existing Brinsworth 
substation if for any reason the new Long Lane 400kV Substation is not constructed. Works 
would include underground cabling to the substation.  
 
Impact of Change: As the change consists of running an underground cable, the potential 
effects could be flood risk, cultural heritage and land and soils due to a high risk from coal 
mining. These constraints would need to be fully assessed and construction work would be 
managed to limit and mitigate potential impacts. 
 
Response -Treeton Parish Council’s view is that there is insufficient information provided 
by the developer for it to give any informed feedback. This is however a significant 
tranche of land which would appear to run between the existing Brinsworth and the proposed 
substations. This boundary change will significantly increase the size of the development 
around Treeton where there has been no mitigation following either the informal or statutory 
consultation phases. We will write to you separately about this matter. The PC has always 
maintained that this development is too big and will have a damaging effect on the unique 
character of the village  
 
Not only will this boundary change significantly extend the size of the development, it relates 
to land which is known to routinely flood but you have failed to date to undertake any impact 
assessments where significant risks have already been identified relating to flooding, cultural 
heritage and previous coal mining activity  
 
It is of concern that these impact assessments have not been undertaken given their 
potential to significantly affect residents, the environment and grid connectivity. 
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The establishment of this link will involve much earth work and will add significantly to the 
disruption during construction. 
 
Number 10 
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed south of the M1 between Treeton and 
Pleasley Road (A618) to provide for an alternative cable route option south of the M1. This is 
an alternative cable route option to Cable Route D-1, which is north of the M1, and could 
provide an alternative route to the grid connection location at Long Lane 400kV Substation, 
subject to engineering assessments. 
 
Impact of Change: This change is not anticipated to result in any impacts that are not 
already being considered within the EIA being undertaken to support the Proposed 
Development. Any noise generated during construction of the cable corridor is already being 
assessed in the EIA and industry best practice mitigation will minimise any short-term 
disturbance on nearby receptors. Construction work will be managed in a way to minimise 
any disturbance on receptors through an Outline Construction Environmental Management 
Plan. This change is unlikely to lead to significant adverse effects. 
 
Response - This change will result in the loss of a significant amount of prime agricultural 
land and will again add to the size of the development around Treeton.   
 
This work will also significantly increase disruption during construction. 
 
Number 11 
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed along Long Lane northeast of Treeton 
to allow the proposed access to solar area to comply with highway safety standards for 
visibility and temporary speed limits if required. The works could include trimming hedges or 
roadside vegetation for safe visibility, temporary road signage for managing safe access and 
temporary speed limits during construction if required.  
 
Impact of Change: This change may lead to the loss of hedgerow and roadside vegetation 
if other mitigations such as temporary speed limits are not feasible. This impact is already 
being considered within the EIA being undertaken to support the Proposed Development. 
The Proposed Development will include commitments to planting new hedgerows and 
creation of additional areas of habitat including safeguarding of any species as needed. With 
suitable mitigation, this change is unlikely to lead to significant adverse effects 
 
Response - This will involve taking land from each side of Long Lane, below the sewer 
treatment plant to the bend before the motorway underpass, and will contribute further to the 
overall loss of habitat and change visible appearance. 
 
Number 12  
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed along Pleasley Road (A618) to allow 
the proposed access to Cable Route F, to comply with highway safety standards for visibility 
and temporary speed limits if required. The works could include trimming hedges or roadside 
vegetation for safe visibility, temporary road signage for managing safe access and 
temporary speed limits during construction if required. 
 
Impact of Change: This change may lead to the loss of hedgerow and roadside vegetation 
if other mitigations such as temporary speed limits are not feasible. This impact is already 
being considered with the EIA being undertaken to support the Proposed Development. The 
Proposed Development will include commitments to planting new hedgerows and creation of 
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additional areas of habitat including safeguarding of any species as needed. With suitable 
mitigation, this change is unlikely to lead to significant adverse effects 
 
Response - This will involve taking additional land from each side of Pleasley Road and will 
contribute further to the overall loss of habitat and change visible appearance. 
 
Pleasley Road is a fast, busy and dangerous road which has seen a high incidence of traffic 
accidents and fatalities over the years. Heavy construction work on this road will increase 
the risk to road safety. It carries a high traffic load and should this work proceed it will 
significantly impact traffic flow. 
 
Number 13a 
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed west of Burnt Wood and east of 
Treeton to provide for an alternative cable route option to Cable Route G-1. This alternative 
cable route is likely to be a better engineering route to connect the solar areas north of 
Treeton due to the topography of the land. 
 
Impact of Change: This change is not anticipated to result in any impacts that are not 
already being considered within the EIA being undertaken to support the Proposed 
Development. Construction work will be managed in a way to minimise any disturbance on 
receptors through an Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan. This change is 
unlikely to lead to significant adverse effects  
 
Response - This represents a further and significant loss of agricultural land and will affect 
local habitat and visible appearance. 
 
Number 13b 
 
Description of Change: Additional land is proposed along Treeton Lane to provide an 
additional access point to and from the solar area. This change has been proposed in 
response to consultation feedback about the potential traffic impacts of the proposed access 
point on Long Lane. This access point is being proposed in addition to the access point on 
Long Lane to either reduce traffic impacts on Long Lane, or remove that access point 
altogether. The proposed access includes additional land to access solar area, to comply 
with highway safety standards for visibility and temporary speed limits if required. The works 
could include trimming hedges or roadside vegetation for safe visibility, temporary road 
signage for managing safe access and temporary speed limits during construction. 
 
Impact of Change: This change may lead to the loss of hedgerow and roadside vegetation. 
This impact is already being considered within the EIA being undertaken to support the 
Proposed Development. The Proposed Development will include significant commitments to 
planting new hedgerows and creation of additional areas of habitat including safeguarding of 
any species as needed. With suitable mitigation, this change is unlikely to lead to significant 
adverse effects.  
 
Response - The Parish Council considers this a major change to the development and like 
many of the changes proposed during this ‘targeted consultation’ will result in the loss of 
more of the green belt around Treeton. Treeton has three access and egress routes of which 
Treeton Lane is one. There are major concerns relating to road safety, the road has a high 
incidence of accidents, many of which go unreported. The stone wall, opposite the proposed 
entrance, and extending hundreds of meters was rebuilt several years ago but has been 
mostly destroyed as a result of vehicle accidents which serves to demonstrate the real safety 
issues associated with this road 
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During the proposed construction timetable, Treeton Lane will become the main access 
route in and out of Treeton due to bridge replacement work at Catcliffe which will take in 
excess of three years, the contract has yet to be awarded, and massive construction works 
on Long Lane which, in addition to Whitestone, may include a large housing development 
and the likely construction of the proposed substation. 
 
Treeton Lane has a junction with Pleasley Road at Aughton where long queues are routinely 
experienced. Early mornings and evenings frequently have tail backs stretching up to half a 
mile with very long delays.  
 
Should Treeton Lane become the major access route to the solar farm, particularly during 
construction, residents of Treeton face a likely scenario of being unable to access and 
egress the village for what will run into years and this is totally unacceptable.  
 
Number 13c 
 
Description of Change: Additional land along Pleasley Road (A618) is being proposed for 
landscaping to minimise potential glint and glare impacts on the adjacent road. Works could 
include the planting of trees, hedges or other landscaping and visual barriers as needed.  
 
Impact of Change: The impact is dependent on type of visual screening. There is a 
preference for planting of hedgerows and trees which would have beneficial impacts on 
habitat creation and connectivity. It may be necessary to install temporary fencing whilst 
vegetation establishes, however it is expected that any adverse impact would be not 
significant as receptors would be driving and views impacted would be fleeting 
 
Response -The Parish Council cannot overstate the perilousness of Pleaseley Road and its 
accident history, particularly where this boundary change is proposed. There is concern that 
the proposed measures to address glint and glare must be properly risk assessed given the 
road safety issues . Immature trees will take time to establish and will need to provide year 
round cover. 
 
In your assessment you are dismissive of the adverse impact of your proposal stating that 
‘receptors would be driving and views impacted would be fleeting’. This area, where your 
panels will be sited, is one of  extensive local beauty; it is entirely inappropriate and 
profoundly insensitive to describe the impact as ‘fleeting’. For people who are local to this 
area the impact will be overwhelming. 
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