
Mr Phillip Richards
Planning and Development
Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council
Civic Offices
London Road
Basingstoke
RG21 4AH

February 2021

Dear Mr Richards

OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATION Ref: 21/00349/FUL 
Installation of a battery storage facility with associated works | Land At OS Ref 464762 159811
Minchens Lane Bramley Hampshire

I wish to register my objection to this planning application which seems to be related to the Solar
Farm Planning Application Ref: 20/03403/FUL. The planning statement says the battery farm would
provide facilities for the storage of additional energy from the National Grid “which is being produced
from renewable sources” and this can only be in connection with the proposed Solar Farm given there
are no other renewable energy sources in this location. Both sites share the same access road and the
accumulative impact of both schemes needs to be assessed by the council.

It is also very disappointing this planning application, which involves land the size of five football
pitches and is situated right next to well used public pathways has been submitted without any
consultation with the local community. I understand the need for battery stores but there are better
brownfield locations than dropping them on sensitive countryside locations such as this.

I therefore OBJECT for the following reasons:

1 Loss of good quality agricultural land.
No assessment has been made of the quality of the agricultural land that will be lost. It is
likely, given the information submitted with the Solar Farm application, that the soil is Grade
3 or better. There is no compelling evidence to justify the loss of this agricultural land in
accordance with Government advice.
It is not just farmland that will be lost to the battery farm. The land to the east stretching up to
Mitchens Lane is also part of the application site.

2 Detrimental change to the character of open fields and farmland
Para 4.18 of the “landscape and visual impact assessment” is very misleading. It concludes
“Most importantly the proposals would not be easily seen and largely screened from the
village of Bramley” The application site consists an open field and many homes in Bramley
can be seen from the site at eye level. When you factor in the size of this development which
goes up to 22ft in height and factor in the bulk and industrial design of the installation, it will
change the character of this part of the rural countryside for the worse. Read in conjunction
with the Solar Farm, this visual intrusion is creeping closer to the village of Bramley and
further closes the gap between Bramley and Silchester.

3 Impact on the Silchester Trail and Brenda Parker Way
The misleading claim on page 6 of the “landscape and visual impact assessment” that the
Silchester Trail and Brenda Parker Way “will not be affected” is astonishing.
Both these pathways run adjacent to the site on the south and west. The high security fencing
which is almost 10ft high, CCTV, battery containers and substation, which will be 22ft high,
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will be highly visible and blight this public pathway. The suggested planting around this
installation will look odd and do little to hide these hideous structures. The trail is already
partly affected by the Bramley substation but walkers can still enjoy open views across the
open fields on the eastern side. The Battery and solar farms will box in this part of the
Silchester Trail and ruin it. The trail is very popular and heavily used by residents and visitors
particularly the occupiers of St James Park Housing development.

4 Visual Harm to the countryside and setting of Bramley Frith Wood
Para 4.20 of the “landscape and visual impact assessment” again misleadingly claims the
development has a “low profile and discreet location”. With two sides bounded by public
walkways this location if far from discreet or low profile in nature! The field slopes upwards
from Minchens Lane and St James Park. The development will sit up and be highly visible for
residents living there and the wider area. The battery housing and fencing will stick out like a
sore thumb. The existing Bramley substation is to a large degree hidden from view because it
is surrounded by largre mature trees. This development will stand out and the limited
landscaping proposal does little to hide it from view.

5 Damage to our Cultural Heritage

The development will cover part of our rich archaeological heritage which will be lost for
further investigation. Recent surveys have found previously unknown enclosures and potential
prehistoric or Roman settlements in the area. The applicant’s heritage statement says the
location has a “low archaeological potential”. Without proper surveys this claim cannot be
substantiated.

6 Loss land for deer, red kites and other wildlife

There is no mention in the Ecological Assessment Report of the fact these fields are part of a
network used by herds of deer. The report only touches on the fact they are used by Red Kites;
these birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and their natural habitat
should not be eroded away in this manner.

7 Construction via Minchens Lane for up to 12 months

Minchens Lane is very narrow with single lanes to the north and pinch points to the south
including a chicane. Some parts are unable to take two way traffic. The 15.4m articulated
lorries plus ancillary vehicle movement for the workforce over a nine to twelve month period
is likely to damage the local roads and increase the risk of accidents.

The Transport Assessment does not factor in that Minchens Lane becomes a single track
where it runs into The Street with no room for two vehicles to pass.

As with the Solar Farm planning application, HGVs approaching from the west have to swing
into the southbound traffic in Minchens Lane and wait on the The Street for any vehicles to
exit before making their turn. Minchens Lane is not only a very busy road but it is crossed by
children and frail elderly adults on a regular basis to access the Doctors Surgery. No risk
assessment has been made to assess the impact on the safety of children and the elderly in
particular.

There is no acknowledgement of the Solar Farm development or the implications if both were
to be implemented at the same time which is very likely.
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In conclusion, this battery farm appears to be connected to the solar farm proposals and taken together
or individually, will damage good quality agricultural land, well used public walkways and destroy the
countryside. There is no compelling reason to justify the development and there are better locations to
put a battery farm such as the unused areas within the Bramley sub-station site itself or in Bramley
Camp.

Therefore, for the above reasons I urge the Council to refuse planning permission for this
unsympathetic development.

Yours sincerely,

Name…………………………………………….

Address………………………………………….

…………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………..

Postcode…………………………………………

Email ……………………………………………

Signature ……………………………………….

Date…………………………..
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