
  Directors 

Mark J I Clayton – Managing    Nicholas C Leaney    Alan E B Taylor 

 

 Aardvark EM Limited  Registered in England at 

 21 Silver Street, Ottery St Mary, Devon EX11 1DB 

 Company Registration Number 3473012 

 VAT Registration Number 709 8450 13 

 

 

 

 
 
 
  Our ref: 2036/Document Ref: R016 
  Your ref: 20/03403/FUL 

 

 

7 June 2021 

 

 

Dear Katherine, 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990. PLANNING APPLICATION 20/03403/FUL. 
PROPOSED INSTALLATION OF A SOLAR FARM AND BATTERY STORAGE FACILITY ON LAND 
TO NORTH AND EAST OF BRAMLEY SUBSTATION, BRAMLEY, HAMPSHIRE, RG7 2LN 
 
SUBMISSION OF DOCUMENT REF: R016 APPLICATION UPDATE: ONE  

 

We refer to the above application registered on 4 December 2020, and to the subsequent 

representations made by the local community and statutory consultees. This letter and its attachments 

comprise Application Update: One and address: 

• The local community representations on the Proposed Development; 

• Consultee representations where additional information has been requested; and 

• The submission of updated documentation to accompany the planning application where 

revisions to the Proposed Development are proposed to seek to overcome consultee concerns. 

Response to Local Community Representations 

We acknowledge the high levels of public interest and concern regarding the Proposed Development 

and have prepared a response to the principle concerns raised by the local community and Cllr 

Mahaffey. This is attached as Appendix 1. The response is provided not with a view to seeking the 

removal of objections, but as a way of providing clarification as to what the scheme proposes, the 

assessed impacts of the proposals, and signposting to where information is available in the planning 

application submission documentation in the event further detail is of interest. 

Response to Other Representations 

1. Head of Environmental Services -Trees. Dated 23 March 2021. No objection to solar panel layout 

however (inter alia) there is insufficient information regarding potential tree impacts arising from 

potential service conflicts, internal access roads and site access points. Welcomes the Landscape 
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and Ecological Enhancement Plan (LEEP). Submission needs to demonstrate any net change in 

canopy cover. If consent is granted recommends imposition of planning conditions regarding 

provision of a tree survey plan, an Arboricultural Method Statement and service detail provision. 

We welcome the Principal Tree Officer’s recognition that the solar panel layout follows the existing 

field patterns, retaining hedgerow trees and providing a buffer from woodlands and his support of 

the proposed LEEP. We hereby formally submit the following to address the issues raised: 

• An Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AIA) (Document Ref: R015) containing a full tree 

survey, an impact assessment, consideration of tree protection barriers, proposed Heads of 

Terms for an Arboricultural Method Statement and conclusions that, on the basis 

construction is carried out appropriately in accordance with the report’s recommendations, 

there would be no significant impact on the Site’s arboricultural resource; 

• Revised planning application drawing BF2.0 Rev18 Proposed Site Plan which responds to 

the findings of the AIA tree survey by making minor adjustments to proposed fencing and 

internal access roads alignments to avoid Root Protection Areas (RPAs), and the use of a 

standard “no dig” construction approach in a small number of localised locations; and 

• The AIA confirms that in total a net gain of 69,316m2 of tree and hedgerow canopy cover 

will be provided. 

 

2. HCC Archaeology. Dated 7 January 2021, 3 February 2021 and 24 February. No objection (inter 

alia) subject to the area of surface mounting of panels on HA1 being reduced to the key core 

enclosure areas where it has been demonstrated that an Iron Age and Roman farmstead stood; 

and the surface mounting blocks only being let into the surface by 15cm which allows for a 10cm 

buffer between the excavation depth and the underlying archaeological levels. Great care will be 

needed in installing the blocks and a statement will be needed from the applicant as part of their 

planning application process as to how they will ensure confidence that the surface mounting will 

preserve the underlying archaeology. However, to confirm, endorses the approach being suggested 

for a more modest extent and shallower depth for the surface mounting block installation. 

Welcomes the two-stage mitigation proposed for HA2 and HA3 and recommends that such 

provision is secured through the use of archaeological conditions to be attached to any planning 

permission. Recommends an archaeological condition be attached to any planning permission to 

secure an archaeological watching brief on the substantive elements of ground works such as 

access tracks, compounds and cabling trenches. 

We welcome the engagement with the County Archaeologist which we consider has addressed his 

concerns regarding the proposed mitigation approach. We hereby formally submit the following: 

• Headland Archaeology Figure Bramley Frith Solar Farm Archaeological Mitigation Area (see 

Appendix 2 to this Application Update: One). This shows the reduced area of surface 

mounting blocks in HA1 as informed by the main area of cropmarks; 

• Revised planning application drawing BF2.0 Rev18 Proposed Site Plan showing the more 

modest extent of proposed surface mounting blocks on HA1; and 

• Revised planning application drawing BF13.0 PV Elevations – Ballast that amends the 

depth of the surface mounting blocks from 25mm to 15mm. 

We agree with the County Archaeologist’s recommendations regarding securing the two-stage 

mitigation approach for HA2 and HA3 via the use of archaeological planning conditions, and also in 
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relation to securing the archaeological watching brief on the more substantive proposed ground 

works, including the installation of surface mounting blocks. The archaeologist in attendance would 

be given a clear remit that the limited depth of excavation in HA1 is to be maintained and would 

have authority to halt works should archaeological remains be identified such that appropriate 

mitigation measures can be agreed with the County Archaeologist. 

 

3. Council Conservation Officer, Historic Environment. Dated 10 March 2021 and 14 May 2021. 

Further to the consideration of additional information from the Applicant’s cultural heritage advisor 

(Headland Archaeology) dated 28 April 2021, he is satisfied that any potential visual impact of the 

proposals on the significance of The Pound Conservation Area, and the historic farmstead, 

containing listed buildings at Lower Farm, is likely to be negligible. Would be helpful to clarify if any 

security lighting is proposed as part of the solar farm as light pollution during hours of darkness may 

cause some minor harm Remains of the view that there would be less than substantial harm to 

Minchens Farmhouse by virtue of development within its wider setting. Noted that the proposed 

landscape enhancement, in which hedges surrounding the development site are proposed to be 

enhanced with additional planting, may successfully mitigate the impact on the significance of 

Minchens Farmhouse albeit the planting is likely to take some time to get established. There could 

be a minor heritage benefit from planting proposals to restore some of the woodland areas which 

have been eroded and degraded in the recent past which the applicant may wish to demonstrate 

through a map regression exercise. Overall, there will be some harm, lower than previously 

envisaged, and for the proposals to be acceptable this harm will need to be minimised and be 

outweighed by public benefits. 

We welcome the constructive engagement we have had with the Conservation Officer. See 

Appendix 3 of this document for the additional information provided by Headland Archaeology.  

We note the agreement now reached regarding negligible impact on The Pound Conservation Area 

and the listed buildings at Lower Farm. We can confirm, as stated in the Design and Access 

Statement (Document Ref: R004 sections 4.2.6 and 4.2.7), that there would be no night-time 

security lighting and no permanent operational lighting.  

We remain of the view that impacts to Minchens Farmhouse will also be negligible. We are 

confident that with the proposed enhanced landscape planting (shown on the Landscape and 

Ecological Enhancement Plan Drawing 7250_012 RevG in Document Ref: R002) will successfully  

mitigate impacts on Minchens Farmhouse. The Applicant commits to delivering the proposed 

planting enhancements in this area as a priority in the event planning permission is granted. 

We also attach at Appendix 4 of this document the regression mapping analysis that demonstrates 

the minor heritage benefit arising from the proposal’s planting scheme which restores historic 

hedgerows and woodlands lost over time. 

Whilst not agreeing with the Conservation Officer’s conclusions of less than substantial harm to 

Minchens Farmhouse, we concur that in such circumstances harm needs to be minimised and be 

outweighed by public benefits. The proposed Site Layout and planting enhancements have been 

designed to minimise impacts and there are significant public benefits that paragraph 196 of the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (February 2019) requires to be considered in the 

planning balance: 

“Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a 

designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the 

proposal [our emphasis] including, where appropriate, securing its optimum viable use”. 
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It is considered that the urgent need for significantly increased renewable energy sources to 

support delivery of the Government’s statutorily binding and challenging Net Zero carbon target by 

2050 weighs heavily in favour of the public benefits of the Proposed Development. At a time of 

declared Climate Emergency the Proposed Development would supply up to 49.9MW of renewable 

energy to the National Grid. This is a significant contribution and an important environmental 

benefit, displacing as it does c.20,000 tonnes per year of CO2 emissions (equivalent of a reduction 

in c.6,500 cars on the road every year) and meeting the electrical needs of approximately 13,500 

homes. This equates to supplying 18.52% of the 72,890 households (as of 2014) in Basingstoke 

and Deane. The battery storage facility would also be utilised to reinforce the power generation of 

the solar farm, optimising renewable energy production from the Site whilst providing security of 

supply. 

The Council itself declared a Climate Emergency in July 2019, and the North Hampshire 

Renewable Energy and Low Carbon Development Study highlights that decentralised, low carbon 

and renewable energy is a priority for development. The Council’s Climate Change Strategy 

commits it to matching the challenging targets on low carbon and renewable energy. No-where in 

national or local policy is there a requirement to demonstrate the need for renewable energy 

development. 

This urgency has been recently underlined by the Government announcement on 20 April 2021 to 

set in law the world’s most ambitious climate change target, cutting emissions by 78% by 2035 

compared to 1990 levels. This will ensure Britain remains on track to end its contribution to climate 

change while remaining consistent with the Paris Agreement temperature goal to limit global 

warming to well below 2oC and pursue efforts towards 1.5oC. The Business and Energy Secretary, 

when making this announcement, said: 

“This latest target shows the world that the UK is serious about protecting the health of our 

planet, while also seizing the new economic opportunities it will bring and capitalising on green 

technologies – yet another step as we build back greener from the pandemic and we lead the 

world towards a cleaner, more prosperous future for this generation and those to come”. 

The Government’s Ten Point Plan for a Green Industrial Revolution (November 2020) also confirms 

how critical growing the quantities of renewable energy (including solar) is to achieving Net Zero, 

and the Government’s Energy White Paper (December 2020) firmly supports increasing large-scale 

solar energy generation as one acceptable source to tackle climate change. 

The Government is set to host the climate summit COP26 in November this year which seeks to 

further unite the world to tackle climate change https://ukcop26.org/ . It will focus on accelerating 

action in recognition of the critical nature of the next 5-10 years to deliver the necessary changes to 

avert environmental catastrophe. 2021 is the year of Climate Action and everyone from businesses 

to the public to politicians to children are being called on to make a difference through positive 

decision making and actions. 

The Proposed Development is an example of such a positive action which, if consented, would 

make a significant contribution to tackling climate change.  

In addition to the significant renewable and low carbon benefits of the Proposed Development, the 

scheme would deliver substantial biodiversity benefits including a 37.34% habitat net gain and a 

24.88% net gain in hedgerow biodiversity value. It would allow for soil regeneration, greatly improve 

Green Infrastructure corridors and connectivity and represents an important farm diversification 

project. 

https://ukcop26.org/


  Directors 

Mark J I Clayton – Managing    Nicholas C Leaney    Alan E B Taylor 

 

 Aardvark EM Limited  Registered in England at 

 21 Silver Street, Ottery St Mary, Devon EX11 1DB 

 Company Registration Number 3473012 

 VAT Registration Number 709 8450 13 

 

Local Plan Policy EM8 Commercial Renewable/Low Carbon Energy Generation further advises that 

proposals such as the Proposed Development ought to be permitted, unless there are adverse 

impacts which are not outweighed by the benefits. 

The planning application and accompanying documentation have robustly assessed all potential 

environmental impacts. When assessed against the applicable national and local planning policy it 

is concluded that the Proposed Development ought to be permitted as the public benefits arising 

from the delivery of urgently needed low carbon renewable energy and significant biodiversity net 

gain (just two of the benefits of the project) outweigh the minimal (and also temporary) harm arising 

from the scheme . 

 

4. The Ramblers Association. Dated 22 January 2021. (Inter alia) welcomes no diversions. Welcomes 

permissive links. Notes 1.5km existing paths directly affected, comprising 700m with panels on both 

sides and 800m with panels on just one side. Concerned that where Brenda Parker Way and 

Silchester Trail cross Field 2, north of Bramley Frith, there is no screen fencing at all. The plan to 

create a wildflower meadow here is welcome but will only minimally soften impact. Due to strong 

reservations about lack of green screening alongside this popular and key part of the local footpath 

network, we object to the proposal is made. Suggests hedge planting proposed for the path towards 

Three Ashes is extended to screen all visible fencing in Field 2.  

We note these comments which, overall, are welcoming of the proposals save for one section of the 

design where the Brenda Parker Way and Silchester Trail cross Field 2. In this section the originally 

submitted Landscape and Ecological Enhancement Plan (LEEP) proposed a Wildflower Avenue to 

create localised ecological and amenity interest in the foreground, with views of the solar farm 

behind left more open to maintain a sense of openness. However, and in light of the request from 

The Ramblers Association, we have amended the LEEP to provide the requested hedgerow with 

wildflower planting and hereby submit: 

• Revised planning application drawing 7520_046 RevG Proposed Landscape and Ecological 

Enhancement Plan; 

• The Ecological Impact Assessment (Document Ref: R013) has been updated to reflect the 

minor revisions for the biodiversity net gain figures as a result of introducing more hedgerow 

planting and a slight reduction in wildflower area: 37.34% for habitat net gain (previously 

37.45%) and 24.88% hedgerow net gain (previously 23.25%); and 

• The Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) (Document Ref: R009) has also 

been updated to reflect these minor planting revisions. 

We trust that this revision satisfactorily addresses the concern of the Association. 

 

5. Council Environmental Health Officer. Dated 10 March 2021. No objection subject to conditions on 

construction hours/days, noise from plant and equipment, and post completion noise survey. 

We confirm that we agree with the proposed condition regarding construction noise. 

In terms of the proposed operational noise condition, the 5 dB below the lowest background sound 

level suggestion appears to our noise advisors to be somewhat excessive failing as it does to 

consider the wider environmental benefits of the scheme (see section 3 above) and would 

necessitate a level of engineering works that could render the scheme unviable. We therefore 
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respectfully suggest the following alternative condition, which strikes the correct amenity-

development balance and is technically correct in accordance with the assessment standard: 

“The cumulative rating sound level of operational plant & equipment, forming a part of this 

development, shall be no greater than the prevailing, typical background sound level during the 

operational hours of the scheme, at the closest noise-sensitive receptors to the site, existing at 

the time of approval of this planning permission, when assessed in accordance with the 

methodology and guidance set out within BS4142:2014+A1:2019”.  

Lastly, regarding the commissioning test/post-completion survey we consider this a reasonable 

request and one we agree to subject to it referring the correct version of BS4142 (as quoted above) 

and a longer lead time for completion. We would suggest 6 months such that the assessment can 

be undertaken during robustly representative sunlight and weather conditions. 

 

6. Landscape Officer. Dated 5 March 2021. Concludes there are adverse impacts on landscape 

character and visual amenity contrary to Policy EM1 of the Local Plan, mainly as a result of its 

scale. Whilst the Landscape Officer recognises that the landscape is semi-enclosed due to 

woodland blocks and mature vegetation along field margins, it is concluded that the Proposed 

Development would significantly change the character of the site in a manner which is considered 

unsympathetic to the quiet agricultural context it currently possesses, including works to widen 

sections of the existing country road network by virtue of increased surfacing, loss of highway 

verges and hedgerow. Due to the proximity of the Proposed Development to the local road network 

as well as public rights of way, large parts of the site would be visible and, in these locations, visual 

amenity would be harmed. The proposed landscape restoration and improvement works are 

acknowledged and welcomed however they would not adequately offset the overall harm to 

landscape character and visual amenity. 

We note the comments of the Landscape Officer and welcome the subsequent engagement with 

her at a virtual meeting and again on an accompanied site visit, noting that hitherto this had not 

been possible for the Landscape Officer to undertake. 

This engagement provided the opportunity to explain in detail our overall approach to mitigating 

landscape and visual impacts, including sharing information on the following key proposals set out 

in the Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (Document Ref: R009) and the Landscape and 

Ecological Enhancement Plan (see Document R002): 

• Confirmation that the security fencing provided will be deer fencing, a common type of 

fencing seen throughout the countryside and not industrial in nature. This fencing type can 

be secured through a planning condition in the event planning permission is granted and is 

shown on revised planning application drawing BF6.0 Rev02 Fence and Gate Elevations; 

• The Bramley Road Green Corridor: a substantial 15-20m wide screening tree belt 

approximately 1km in length, flanking PRoW No. 16 and skirting the northern boundary of 

Field 2, connecting Bramley Frith Wood in the southwest to Bramley Road/Oliver’s Lane 

and Park Copse to the northeast of the Site; 

• A “Woodland Bridge”: the provision of a key Green Infrastructure connection linking existing 

woodland and comprising a patchwork/matrix of improved ecological habitats. It is a three-

pronged habitat bridge linking woodland from Bramley Frith Wood and Davnage Copse in 

the west to Withy Copse, Little Holdens Copse and existing established woodland along the 

Reading to Basingstoke Railway line to the east. The bridge would also provide connectivity 
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from Little Holden and Withy Copse in the south to vegetated roadside of Bramley Road and 

Park Copse in the north; 

• Boundary enhancements and re-instatement of historic hedgerows: these will sensitively 

and appropriately, reinstate, repair and improve the landscape structure within and around 

the Site and aid its integration with the wider landscape character;  

• Protection and enhancement of recreational amenity from PRoWs. This includes a 

wildflower meadow corridor (Frith Wood Approach Wildflower Avenue) running north of 

Bramley Frith Wood through the centre of the Site along the route of the Brenda Parker 

Way. We are proposing further hedgerow planting along this footpath in Field 2 to respond 

to the concerns of The Ramblers Association who, in other respects, welcome the 

proposals; and 

• In terms of the percentage of the Site that contains built infrastructure, this amounts to 68% 

of the area. A significant 32% (c. one third) of the Site area is given to planting, footpath 

amenity, nature areas and reinstating lost landscape structures. 

To assist the further consideration of landscape and visual impacts, and as agreed with the 

Landscape Officer, we enclose a Landscape Mitigation Plan (see Appendix 5) which essentially 

simplifies the information presented on the LEEP by removing technical information that is not 

relevant to the consideration of landscape issues. This allows the landscape planting proposals to 

be more easily understood and, as a result, assessed in terms of their mitigation sufficiency. 

We also provide in Appendix 5 the sectional diagrams requested by the Landscape Officer, 

illustrating more clearly the planting proposals relative to the solar panels, fencing and local roads 

and distinguishing them from the existing on-site vegetation and identifying buffer off-set distances 

between vegetation and proposed physical infrastructure. 

We trust that the further engagement on this matter, together with the additional information 

provided, is helpful to the further consideration of the landscape and visual impacts and the 

additional advice anticipated from the Landscape Officer. 

Notwithstanding the above, it is important to note that Policy EM1 ought not be read in isolation of 

the wider Local Plan policies. Specifically, significant weight is required to be given to Local Plan 

Policy EM8 and the accepted urgent need to develop substantial new renewable and low carbon 

sources of energy to respond to the Climate Emergency and the Net Zero statutory target by 2050. 

Such developments ought to be permitted unless identified adverse impacts are not outweighed by 

the benefits. The significant benefits of the Proposed Development are set out in item 3 above 

responding to the Cultural heritage Officer consultation response and are not repeated here. 

Any large-scale renewable energy generating facility located in the countryside is likely to have an 

adverse landscape and visual impact at some level. However, this Site contains no designated 

landscapes and neither does it affect any in a wider context e.g. Areas of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty. Due to topography and intervening mature woodland and planting, the landscape and 

visual impacts of the proposal are typically limited to the site itself and are reduced or removed 

altogether at a distance of c. 500m from the proposals. 

Exemplary care and attention have been given in the application to the design of strong structural 

planting frameworks which help protect and restores the landscape, drawing full support from Local 

Plan Policy EM5 Green Infrastructure. 

Lastly, we do not recognise the description within the Landscape Officer’s response which refers to 

damage to the landscape character caused by widening of the local road network. It would appear 
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to us that this is a misunderstanding of the proposals as shown on the planning applications 

drawings (see Document Ref: R002), perhaps caused by the submission of an alternative access 

proposal on Oliver’s Lane. There would be no widening of the local road network and only pruning 

of vegetation at the site entrances. 

 

7. HCC Highways. Dated 27 January 2021 and 24 February 2021. Holding objection until further 

information has been provided. Minchens Lane access considered to be acceptable. Prefer 

alternative access arrangements whereby HGVs turn right, travel along Oliver’s Lane for a short 

distance then turn right into the field via a new access. No objection to level of operational traffic 

and no objection to construction traffic. Plan required showing on-site car parking and wheel 

washing facilities. Travel Plan for construction workers should be provided which could be agreed 

subsequently under condition. 

Additional comments received on 24 February 2021 following representations raising concerns over 

the impact of the construction of the proposals, particularly along Minchens Lane. Request that the 

Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) is updated to include an assessment of the ability of 

The Street/Minchens Lane junction to accommodate HGV movements including a swept path 

analysis. Also requests a cumulative traffic assessment with application 21/00349/FUL for a 

proposed battery storage facility. 

We attach an Addendum to the CTMP (Document Ref: R005 Addendum) addressing the requests 

summarised above, and in particular: 

• Confirming that the alternative Oliver’s Lane access arrangement is the one to be taken 

forward into construction;  

• Providing a Construction Worker Travel Plan; 

• Showing the proposed construction compound laydown area, which is also shown on 

revised planning application drawing BF2.0 Rev18 Proposed Site Plan; 

• Providing a specification for the likely wheel washing facility, the detail of which will be 

confirmed in the final CTMP to be secured under planning condition; 

• Providing a swept path analysis of The Street/Minchens Lane junction which concludes 

additional traffic management is not required albeit this can be explored further in the final 

CTMP; 

• Setting out the cumulative traffic assessment with the proposed battery storage scheme 

which identifies that there would be one construction vehicle associated with that scheme. 

In combination with the seven construction vehicles associated with the Proposed 

Development it concludes that the effect of both developments being constructed at the 

same time would not be material. 

 

8. Environmental Services – Biodiversity. Interim Response dated 6 April 2021. Require information 

on directional drilling to connect solar farm substation to the Bramley Substation. Confirms is 

acceptable subject to condition on wildlife protection and management and a decommissioning 

mitigation statement.  

Whilst the final consultation response is awaited, we would refer to Document Ref: R015 

Arboricultural Impact Assessment accompanying this letter that provides the information requested 
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on directional drilling. We also agree to planning conditions requiring the protection and 

management of wildlife and a decommissioning mitigation statement. We consider both of these 

requests could be achieved through the requirement for the submitted Landscape and Ecological 

Management Plan (Document Ref: R009) to be approved prior to construction commencing,  

Update to Application Accompanying Documentation  

Further to changes addressing the above consultee queries, we would confirm that the accompanying 

documentation to the planning application is now updated to that listed below.  

Document Author 
Original 

Reference 

Updated 

Reference 

Covering Letter, Application Form and 

Certificates 
Aardvark EM Limited R001 

 

Planning Application Drawing Pack 
Aardvark EM Limited and 

Blueleaf Energy 
R002 

Replacement 

R002  

Planning Statement  Aardvark EM Limited R003  

Design and Access Statement Aardvark EM Limited R004  

Construction Traffic Management Plan Transport Planning Associates R005  

 Transport Planning Associates  
R005 

Addendum 

Non-Technical Summary of the 

Environmental Statement 

Aardvark EM Limited, LDA 

Design and Headland 

Archaeology 

R006 

 

Environmental Statement Main Text  

Aardvark EM Limited, LDA 

Design and Headland 

Archaeology 

R007 

 

Environmental Statement Technical 

Appendices 

Aardvark EM Limited, LDA 

Design and Headland 

Archaeology 

R008 

 

Landscape and Ecological Management 

Plan 
LDA Design and BSG Ecology R009 

Replacement 

R009  

Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage 

Strategy 
RMA Environmental R010 

 

Noise Impact Assessment Inacoustic R011  

Glint and Glare Assessment Pager Power R012  

Ecological Impact Assessment Report 

(including Biodiversity Net Gain Statement) 
BSG Ecology R013 

Replacement 

R013 (April 

2021) 

Statement of Community Involvement Alpaca Communications R014  

Arboricultural Impact Assessment Barton Hyett Associates  R015 

Application Update: One Aardvark EM Limited  R016 

 

Consideration has been given to whether the changes proposed to the application and the additional 

information provided are sufficient to alter the conclusions of the Environmental Statement (ES). It is 
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concluded that the conclusions of the ES do not alter as a result due to the nature of the information 

(mostly clarifications) and the minor and discrete nature of the changes proposed.  

Document Ref: R002, listing the planning application drawings, has also been updated and is enclosed. 

We trust this letter and the enclosures are helpful, and please do not hesitate to contact us if you have 

further queries regarding its content (telephone: 01984 624989). 

 

Yours faithfully 

 
Director 
 
Aardvark EM Limited 
 
 
 
Enclosures: 
 

1. Document Ref: R002 Update May 2021 Planning Application Drawing Pack Summary Schedule 
2. Drawing BF2.0 Rev18 Proposed Site Layout 
3. Drawing BF6.0 Rev02 Fence and Gate Elevations 
4. Drawing BF13.0 Rev02 PV Elevations Ballast  
5. Drawing 7250_012 RevG Proposed Landscape and Ecological Enhancement Plan (LEEP) 
6. Document Ref: R005 Addendum Construction Traffic Management Plan 
7. Document Ref: R009 April 2021 Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) 
8. Document Ref: R013 April 2021 Ecological Impact Assessment Report, including Biodiversity 

Net Gain Statement 
9. Document Ref: R015 Arboricultural Impact Assessment 
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APPENDIX 1:   RESPONSE TO PUBLIC REPRESENTATIONS



 
Client: Bramley Solar Limited 
Title: Response to Public Representations  
Project: Bramley Frith Solar Farm and Battery Storage Facility 
     

1 

 

 
BRAMLEY FRITH SOLAR FARM AND BATTERY STORAGE 

(APP REF: 20/03403/FUL)  
 

DOCUMENT REF: R016 - APPLICATION UPDATE:ONE 
 

APPENDIX 1: RESPONSE TO LOCAL COMMUNITY REPRESENTATIONS 
 
The Applicant acknowledges the high levels of public interest regarding the proposals. This note 
summarises the principle concerns ((text in italics) raised by objectors, including those raised by 
Councillors (Cllr Simon Mahaffey) and provides a response to them. This is not with a view to seeking 
the removal of objections but as a way of providing clarification as to what the scheme is proposing, the 
assessed impacts and signposting to where information is available in the planning application 
submission documentation in the event further detail is of interest. 
 
The objections submitted appear, in the main, to reflect the following replicated concerns together with 
the overarching statement that the proposals are contrary to the Local Plan: 
 

1. Loss of good quality agricultural land; 
2. Detrimental change to the character of the landscape, open fields and farmland; 
3. Understand need to increase sustainable energy production in the UK but not at the scale or the 

location proposed; 
4. Closes the gap between Bramley and Silchester Villages; 
5. Destroy the Silchester Trail and Brenda Parker Way; 
6. Impact on the setting of the Pound Conservation Area; 
7. Increased risk of flooding; 
8. Damage to Cultural Heritage; 
9. Construction via Minchens lane over 7 months; 
10. Risk of the farmland not being reinstated; 
11. Damaging to wildlife; 
12. Insufficient public benefits/mitigation to over the harm caused; 
13. The native hedgerow, characteristic of the rural area, will not suffice to screen the area; 
14. Impact on the setting of our listed buildings; 
15. Impact on setting of nearby housing; 
16. Oliver’s Lane speed survey; and 
17. In the event planning permission is granted. 

 
 

Best and most versatile (BMV) agricultural land is defined as Grades 1, 2 and 3a. Section 5.5 of the 
Planning Statement (Document Ref: R003) identifies that 52.5% of the Site comprises BMV Grade 2 and 
3a land, with the remainder (just under half) classified as non-BMV land. The detailed Agricultural Land 
Classification Survey undertaken to confirm this position is at Appendix 2 of the Planning Statemen. 

 
Policy (NPPF paragraph 171 and footnote 53) requires the proposed use of any agricultural land to be 
demonstrated to be necessary, with the use of poorer quality land to be preferred to those of higher 
quality. 

 
The Planning Statement explains the necessity of using 43.1ha of BMV land (out of a total of 81.5ha) due 
to the: 

• Requirement to be close to Bramley Substation as the grid connection point; 

1. Loss of good quality agricultural land The Government Written Ministerial Statement of 
March 2015 says that “any proposal for a solar farm, involving the best and most versatile 
agricultural land would need to be justified by the most compelling evidence.” None of the 
farmland is grade 4 (poor quality) or grade 5 (very poor quality). 
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• The lack of availability of poorer quality agricultural land within the wider area surrounding 
Bramley Substation; 

• The temporary and easily reversible nature of the Proposed Development meaning there is no 
permanent loss of BMV land; 

• The use of low intensity sheep grazing to manage the grassland beneath the panels means the 
land is retained in agricultural use; 

• The urgent need to transition rapidly to a low carbon future supported by renewable and low 
carbon energy such as the Proposed Development and the public benefit this provides. In 
addition, significant biodiversity net gain is delivered (37.45% for habitat and 23.25% for 
hedgerow) which is also in the public interest; and 

• The improvements to soil health that would be delivered. 
 

In addition, the attached policy briefing prepared by DEFRA summarises the findings of report SP1104 
“The Impact of Climate Change on the Capability of Land for Agriculture as defined by the Agricultural 
Classification”. The report’s key finding is that under projected climate change (where the UK will 
experience hotter drier summers, milder wetter winters, with more intensive rainfall events and more 
frequent extreme climatic events) there will be a significant decline in the suitability of land to support 
unirrigated agricultural crops. In other words, first and foremost, unless climate change is addressed by 
moving to a low carbon economy (including increased reliance on renewable energy such as solar) 
current agricultural land quality will decline. 

 

The Applicant acknowledges that the local community currently enjoy the agricultural fields and footpaths 
that comprise the application Site including in terms of the visual amenity provided, the recreational 
resource available and the wildlife value they contribute to the countryside. 

 
The careful and sensitive design of the Proposed Development has meant that the potential for this 
amenity, recreational and wildlife enjoyment has largely been maintained and in some areas enhanced.  

 
Sections 2.6 and 5.2 of the Planning Statement (Document Ref: R003) explain that: 

• Existing trees and hedgerow field boundaries have been retained; 

• Extensive new planting is proposed along the Site boundaries to filter and screen views into 
the Site including a 15-20m wide 1km length of tree belt flanking Bramley Road; 

• The two public footpaths that cross the Site have been retained and are set within generous 
c. 20m wide hedged and wildflower meadow corridors including the route of the Brenda 
Parker Way; 

• Two new permissive footpaths propose an additional 600m length of path to allow an off-road 
route for the Brenda Parker Way and a link to the proposed Nature Reserve; 

• The restoration and reinstatement of historic hedgerows lost to  large scale arable farming; 

• New planting to reconnect existing woodland from Bramley Frith Wood and Davnage Copse 
in the west to Withy Copse, Little Holdens Copse and woodland along the railway line and to 
Bramley Road and Park Copse in the north; 

• A new Nature Area and a Forest School opportunity; and 

• A significant boost to the wildlife biodiversity of the area with a net gain of 37.45% for habitat 
and 23.25% for hedgerow. 

 
It is accepted as unavoidable that there will be an impact on landscape character given the change from 
an agricultural landscape to a solar farm. However, those effects are greatest within the Site and its 
immediate context. They reduce rapidly with distance from the Site given the presence of well-established 
woodlands, hedgerows, tree groupings and landforms which screen and contain the character impacts 

2. Detrimental change to the character of the landscape, open fields and farmland. The solar 
farm will dominate the area and change the character of the open countryside. This enormous 
installation will blight this highly coveted countryside. 
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to a c. 500m radius. The visual impacts similarly are most immediate from the two footpaths within the 
Site, and beyond these visual effects are also largely contained with a 500m radius. 

 
A careful assessment of the landscape and visual impacts of the Proposed Development is presented 
in Chapter 6 of the Environmental Statement accompanying the application (Document Ref: R007). It 
concludes overall that the effect on landscape character would be of Slight-Minimal Significance and 
Adverse, and visual effects to be negligible and at most Minimal Significance and Neutral. 
 
 

 
The new housing referred to is indicative as to why new sources of sustainable energy need to be 
constructed, and the “rights to access the countryside” are not prevented or reduced by the proposed 
solar farm. In fact, the proposals increase the access through the provision of new permissive footpaths 
and a Nature Area and potential Forest School. 

 
There is a real urgency to the need for substantially greater quantities of renewable energy (see Section 
5.1 of the Planning Statement, Document Ref: R003). This is self-evident by the dramatic step change in 
Government energy policy driven by the declared national and local Climate Emergencies to achieve 
100% reduction in carbon emissions by 2050 – a legally binding target.  

 
This urgency has been recently underlined by the Government announcement on 20 April 2021 to set in 
law the world’s most ambitious climate change target, cutting emissions by 78% by 2035 compared to 
1990 levels. This will ensure Britain remains on track to end its contribution to climate change while 
remaining consistent with the Paris Agreement temperature goal to limit global warming to well below 2oC 
and pursue efforts towards 1.5oC. The Business and Energy Secretary, when making this announcement, 
said: 

 
“This latest target shows the world that the UK is serious about protecting the health of our planet, 
while also seizing the new economic opportunities it will bring and capitalising on green technologies 
– yet another step as we build back greener from the pandemic and we lead the world towards a 
cleaner, more prosperous future for this generation and those to come”. 
 

The Government’s Ten Point Plan for a Green Industrial Revolution (November 2020) confirms how 
critical growing the quantities of renewable energy(including solar) is to achieving Net Zero, and the 
Government’s Energy White Paper (December 2020) firmly supports increasing large-scale solar energy 
generation as one acceptable source to tackle climate change. 

 
The Government is hosting the climate summit COP26 in November this year which seeks to further unite 
the world to tackle climate change https://ukcop26.org/ . It will seek to do this by accelerating action in 
recognition of the critical nature of the next 5-10 years to deliver the necessary changes to avert 
environmental disaster. 2021 is the year of Climate Action and everyone from businesses to the public to 
politicians to children are being called on to make a difference. 

 
The Proposed Development is an example of one such action which, if consented, would make a 
significant contribution to tackling climate change. At 49.9MW it is just below the scale of a nationally 
significant capacity provision (set at 50MW) and would displace 20,000 tonnes per year of CO2 emissions 
and meet the electrical needs of approximately 13,500 homes. 

 
The planning application and accompanying documentation have robustly assessed the likely 
environmental impacts. When assessed against the applicable national and local planning policy the 

3. Understand need to increase sustainable energy production in the UK. But object to the 
huge 200 acres solar industrial plant/farm sited across open Hampshire countryside, in an area 
where there has already been substantial new housing built and an increasing number of local 
residents with a right to access the beautiful countryside. No objection to carefully placed much 
smaller projects, but object to this proposal for many reasons. 

https://ukcop26.org/
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submission concludes that the Proposed Development ought to be permitted as the public benefits arising 
from the delivery of urgently needed low carbon renewable energy and significant biodiversity net gain 
(just two of the benefits of the project) outweigh the minimal landscape harm arising from the scheme . 

 
The distance between the settlements of Bramley and Silchester as the crow flies, is c. 3.1km, with the 
northern most boundary of the Proposed Development some 1.4km south of Silchester. Approximately 
half of gap between the two settlements is not included in the Proposed Development and remains as 
arable fields. The Proposed Development will maintain a clear gap between the settlements allowing 
each to retain their separate identity. The gap between Bramley and Silchester is not one of the 
designated protected gaps assessed as being necessary in the Local Plan under Policy EM2 – Strategic 
Gaps. 
 

 
The public right of way routes are correctly identified and recorded in the application documentation and 
plans. Of the six fields proposed to contain solar panels on the Site, two fields (Fields 1 and 2) contain 
public rights of way (see the Landscape and Ecological Management Plan in Document Ref: R002). The 
proposed battery storage and substation infrastructure has been purposefully located away from those 
footpaths in Field 6 and tucked into a location where they have least visual impact. The security fencing 
around the solar fields is deer proof fencing commonly used in countryside settings. The proposed screen 
planting is extensive: 
 

• 6ha of new structural planting and hedgerows; 

• 7.6ha of scrubby grassland and wildflowers; and 

• 1ha of new native woodland. 
 

A 600m long additional section of permissive footpath, that removes the Brenda Parker Way from the 
public highway will be provided, which also connects to the proposed 1ha Nature Area with picnic 
benches, interpretation boards and a potential 1ha Forest School. The amenity of the footpaths is 
protected through the provision of 20m wide wildflower planted corridors (10m offset either side of the 
path) with hedgerows to assist filter views. 

 
The above provisions demonstrate the great care that has been taken to design a scheme that responds 
positively to the countryside and footpaths around the Site. 
 
 
 

4. Closes the gap between Bramley and Silchester Villages. It is important the villages remain 
separate and retain their own identities. The solar farm will bridge most of the gap between 
Bramley and Silchester villages and by association, lose part of their separate identities.  

5. Destroy the Silchester Trail and Brenda Parker Way. The Silchester Trail (which was funded 
by Heritage Lottery Fund in 2010) and Brenda Parker Way are well used and loved trails that cut 
right through the proposed solar farm. Whilst these public rights of way are being retained their 
enjoyment will be ruined by this enormous installation. The high security 6.5ft mesh fencing, 
CCTV, 11ft high transformers, battery containers that are almost ten feet high and 40ft long (and 
look like shipping containers) and other supporting infrastructure are eyesores and blight the 
public pathways. A bit of planting that will take 15 years to establish is insufficient mitigation and, 
in any event, would destroy the openness of some of these pathways. The pathways are not 
accurately recorded in the planning application. They are plotted as straight routes, but they 
meander, and the council must insist this is  corrected. These trails are very popular and heavily 
used by residents and visitors from Silchester to the north down to Bramley in the south for the 
occupiers of St James Park Housing development. 
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A detailed assessment of the impacts of the Proposed Development on all cultural heritage assets has 
been undertaken, including assessing impacts on the Silchester Conservation Area and specifically The 
Pound area. This information is presented in Chapter 7 of the Environmental Statement accompanying 
the planning application (Document Ref: R007). This concludes that the effect of the Proposed 
Development is considered to be of Negligible Significance and the reasoning for this conclusion is clearly 
set out and evidenced. 
 

 
A full Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy accompanies the application (Document Ref: R010). 
The solar arrays and inverter stations are all located outside of Flood Zones 2 and 3 and within Flood 
Zone 1 (Low Risk). The planting of grassland beneath the solar arrays and between rows, together with 
additional proposed planting, provides a betterment to surface water runoff and erosion. The inverter 
stations, battery storage facility and associated buildings within the substation compound will be raised 
on supports above a 300 mm deep sub-base formed of permeable material, i.e. gravel (MOT Type 3). 
The plan area of the sub-base will extend at least 500 mm beyond the footprint of the container or cabin. 
The permeable sub-base would receive surface water from the containers or cabins and would promote 
infiltration to the ground without concentrating runoff. This will mimic the existing greenfield surface water 
runoff arising from the Site and ensure that runoff rates are not increased post-development. All proposed 
roads and tracks will be constructed of a permeable material and, therefore, there would be no increase 
in runoff from these areas. The FRA has demonstrated that the Proposed Development will be safe and 
that it would not increase flood risk elsewhere. 

6. Impact on the setting of the Pound Conservation Area. The Pound Conservation Area is only 
100 yards away and faces onto the elevated ground of the Solar Farm site. Large parts of the 
conservation area, which is populated with listed buildings, will be afforded long views of the 
backs of these panels stretching  south west to south east. The panels will be highly visible, 
particularly during the winter where the tree and hedge coverings offer little cover and will be 
seriously detrimental to the setting of the Conservation Area. The Pound Conservation Area 
covers a small area and should not be dominated by these structures. The structures will fail to 
preserve the conservation area, contrary to paragraph 193 of the National Policy Framing 
Network. 

7. Increased risk of flooding. There is a long history of flooding around these fields and Bramley 
Road floods frequently and becomes impassable. It is undeniable that structures such as the 
battery containers, concrete supports, foundations for fences and other impervious equipment will 
result in less land that can take up excess water. The existing fields are regularly ploughed, and 
this helps let rainwater soak down through the surface. This flooding mitigation will be lost if 
covered in panels and the areas around the solar panels are likely to become trodden down from 
being used for maintenance access (or by sheep grazing) and are less likely to soak up water. 
The panels will deviate heavy downpours and result in a greater risk of flooding. 
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Following consultation with the County Archaeologist, appropriate mitigation measures are being devised 
to ensure the preservation of the underlying archaeology on the Site. These measures would be secured 
through the imposition of planning conditions to any granted planning permission.  For further details of 
the proposed mitigation measures please see Application Update: One (Document Ref: R016). 

 
 

 
Following consultation with the Highway Authority, further information has been prepared and presented 
in Application Update: One (Document Ref: R016) The information comprises an addendum to the 
Construction Traffic Management Plan (Document Ref: R005) and: 

• Provides a swept path analysis of The Street/Minchens Lane junction which concludes additional 
traffic management is not required albeit this can be explored further in the final CTMP; 

• Confirms that the alternative Oliver’s Lane access arrangement is the one to be taken forward 
into construction, this is the arrangement preferred by the Highways Authority;  

• Provides a Construction Worker Travel Plan; 

• Shows the proposed construction compound laydown area, which is also shown on revised 
planning application drawing BF2.0 Rev18 Proposed Site Plan; 

• Provides the requested specification for the likely wheel washing facility, the detail of which will 
be confirmed in the final CTMP to be secured under planning condition; and 

8. Damage to Cultural Heritage. The solar panels will cover part of a rich archaeological heritage 
which will be lost for further investigation. The applicant’s claims that there is no additional 
potential within the grounds is pure speculation and inconsistent  given the existence of 
archaeological remains on the site and their abundance in surrounding areas, which have yielded 
many Roman and Iron Age remains, even a Bronze Age site. The assertion that the site can be 
revisited when the solar installation is removed in 30 years’ time gives no assurances that this will 
be the case.  Access to our history will disappear and not be safeguarded.  The local community 
and through the Calleva Foundation, has dedicated considerable resources to support the 
research into Roman and Iron Age Britain at the Silchester heritage site and its surrounding areas 
over the last 15 years.  This has been done by private funding and needs to continue. Silchester 
is an important centre and the continuation of this research is important.  It needs to draw on all 
possible local sites going forward. 

9. Construction via Minchens Lane over 7 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. Fourteen trips a day generated by 16.5m articulated lorries plus ancillary 
vehicle movement for the workforce over a seven-month period is likely to damage the local roads 
and increase the risk of accidents. The lorries also have to cross Oliver’s Lane connecting Fields 
3 and 4. The Transport Assessment is wholly inadequate. It ignores the fact Minchens Lane 
becomes a single track where it runs into The Street with no room for two vehicles to pass. HGVs 
approaching from the west have to swing into the southbound traffic in Minchens Lane and wait 
on The Street for any vehicles to exit before making their turn. Minchens Lane is not only a very 
busy road it crossed by children and frail elderly adults on a regular basis to access the Doctors 
Surgery. There are also turnings into Clift Meadows games area and St James Park Housing 
development. There is a curve on the road blind spotting approaching traffic which makes it more 
dangerous. The chicane was introduced to slow down speeding cars on this stretch of Minchens 
Lane. This will have to be modified or removed to let the articulated lorries pass. No risk 
assessment has been made to assess the impact on the safety of children and the elderly in 
particular. Concern that construction works will take significantly longer than the 30 weeks 
proposed. 
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• Sets out the cumulative traffic assessment with the Penso proposed battery storage scheme 
which identifies that there would be one construction vehicle associated with that scheme. In 
combination with the seven construction vehicles associated with the Proposed Development it 
concludes that the effect of both developments being constructed at the same time would not be 
material. 

The Applicant is confident that the project will take 7 months based on the advice and extensive 
experience of its advisors, the scheme designers and funders. 
 

 
Within the submitted application documents it is clear that temporary planning permission is being sought 
for a period of 40 years (see section 2.5 of the Planning Statement, Document Ref: R003). The 
requirement to remove all electricity generating equipment and built structures from the Site at the end of 
this time period will, as is standard practice, be secured by the terms of planning conditions attached to 
any planning permission. 
 

 
The Ecological Impact Assessment accompanying the application (Document Ref: R013) explains that a 
desk study, extended Phase 1 habitat survey, biodiversity impact assessment calculation, great crested 
newt surveys, badger survey and breeding bird surveys were all undertaken in 2020. 

 
Extensive biodiversity mitigation has been designed into the Proposed Development as explained in the 
Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) (Document Ref: R009). The LEMP’s objectives 
support the protection and enhancement of Ancient Semi-natural Woodland, broadleaf woodland and 
hedgerows, UK priority habitats and the creation of species rich grassland, scrub mosaics and further 
woodland planting. The proposed habitat creation will also benefit great crested newts that are breeding 
offsite, reptiles, and birds providing nesting and foraging opportunities as well as other priority species 
such as bats. 

 
The Ecological Impact Assessment proposes: 

• A Wildlife Protection and Mitigation Plan (WPMP) to be prepared (for the construction, 
operational, and decommissioning phases) and submitted for approval prior to commencement 
of construction. This will include all mitigation set out in the Ecological Impact Assessment to 

10. Risk of the farmland not being reinstated.  Despite early assurances by the applicant that 
reinstatement would occur, and an insurance policy or bond would be purchased to ensure the 
reinstatement of the land, the applicant has become silent on these obligations.  The assumption 
is that they no longer intend for this to be a temporary development, but instead a permanent 
development, which also opens up the possibility of the site being classed as brownfield and 
eventually developed for housing. The reinstatement of the land will be a costly exercise and an 
enormous risk should the company go bust. It is imperative the works to remove all the equipment 
is costed and put into a bond so the council can ensure the land is reinstated should the company 
go into liquidation or not have the finances after the planning consent expires. Without this the 
removal of the equipment will be unenforceable. 

11. Damaging to wildlife. The Bramley Frith wood, the Silchester Brook and water meadow (and 
copse) abutting Field 1, and the other fields proposed are havens for wildlife. The woods are full 
of a variety of deer, rabbits and badgers (all the houses abutting the site have them visiting) and 
it is normal to see up to 12 deer racing across the fields, stream and local gardens. Red kites, 
one of the most commonly spotted birds and are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
of 1981.There is also a huge variety of butterflies and moths in the area. The loss of such a large 
area of natural hunting and roaming ground will impact on the numbers of birds and deer in the 
area. There are no biodiversity proposals in the document which will mitigate the impact on the 
wildlife and the area-greening over the high perimeter fence will not be adequate. 
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ensure no long-term negative impacts occur on any of the identified ecological features, nor any 
breach of planning policy or legislation;  

• Buffers which have been set out to protect the following habitats (and associated species):  
➢ Watercourses and ponds - 20m buffer 
➢ Hedgerows - 5m buffer 
➢ Woodlands (and SINCs) - 20m buffer 

• The grid connection cabling from the on-site substation to Bramley Substation will be undertaken 
through directional drilling to protect Bramley Frith Wood. 

• The creation of a minimum of eight skylark mitigation plots will be undertaken in arable land 
surrounding the Site.  

 
The Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment (see Document Ref: R008) calculates that the Proposed 
Development would deliver a 37.45% habitat net gain and a 23.25% net gain in hedgerow biodiversity 
value arising from the positive habitat creation and enhancement measures proposed in the Proposed 
Development. This is a major beneficial residual effect. 
 

 

Representation Applicant Response 
 

There are no details about the “potential” Forest 
School and nature reserve. Who would run and pay 
for it? In any event there is already a' Forest 
School' at Bramley Frith called the Muddy Puddle 
Club! There is no need for a second Forest School 
so close to this club which is well established and 
offers a good learning programme. 

Noted. 

Sheep grazing is suggested but there are no 
details or guarantees this activity would happen 
and overgrazing can lead to soil erosion. Using 
good quality agricultural land for sheep grazing is a 
waste. More details should be provided over how 
the grass will be cut and maintained rather than 
relying on sheep. 

Low intensity sheep grazing is an accepted 
management practice on solar farms and can 
be secured by way of planning condition on 
any consent. 

Whilst bat and dormouse boxes are welcomed, we 
would expect the current agricultural activity to 
incorporate these as a matter of good practice. 

The Proposed Development includes provision 
for 20 bat boxes, 20 dormouse boxes, two barn 
owl boxes, mammal underpasses, creation of 
grass piles for grass snake nesting and 
tussocky grassland with wildflowers to provide 
skylark nesting opportunities. None of these 
provisions currently exist on site and are not 
required to be. 

The proposed Bramley Green Corridor tree 
screening will not work – you can see between 
trees, particularly during the autumn and winter 
months. 

The choice of tee species will be carefully 
selected to ensure as prolonged leaf cover as 
possible, and the 20m depth of tree belt will 
filter and provide some screening. 

There are no details for the three-pronged bridge 
link. This needs planning permission and there is 
no guarantee it will be acceptable. 
 

The woodland bridge is a planted area in Field 
3 which will re-connecting the existing 
woodlands to the benefit of wildlife and 
biodiversity habitat. 

12. Insufficient public benefits/mitigation to over the harm caused. The applicant puts forward a 
list of initiatives in support of the application but most of these are without any substance. See 
examples below. 
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The proposal not to screen pathways through field 
2 merely helps maximise the number of solar 
panels in this field. 

The planting proposals have been revised to 
respond to this concern and hedgerows are 
now proposed (see Document Ref: R002 and 
the proposed Landscape and Ecological 
Enhancement Plan). 

The suggested solar panels on Silchester Primary 
School are likely to need planning permission, the 
roofs may not take the loading and unaware the 
school has agreed to this. 
 

Noted. 

The interpretation boards will need advertisement 
consent and will only add visual clutter to the area. 

The boards will be consented as part of any 
approval of the Proposed Development and it 
is anticipated a planning condition would be 
applied requesting the Council’s prior approve 
of the boards. 

An unspecified sum of money is offered as a 
donation to the University Archaeological 
Department. The NPPF advises such payments 
have to be necessary to make the development 
acceptable in planning terms, directly related to the 
development and fairly and reasonably related in 
scale and kind to the development. This financial 
bribe for the UAD does not meet those tests and 
cannot be given any weight in considering this 
application. 

Noted. This is a legitimate offer of support to 
assist in the evaluation of the  archaeology on 
the Proposed Development Site and meets the 
required policy tests. 

 
 

 
The proposed screen planting is extensive and goes way beyond just hedgerow planting, including: 

• 6ha of new structural planting and hedgerows; 

• 7.6ha of scrubby grassland and wildflowers; and 

• 1ha of new native woodland. 
 
Chapter 7 of the Environmental Statement accompanying the planning application (Document Ref: R007) 
concludes that the effect of the Proposed Development The Pound area is of Negligible Significance and 
the reasoning for this conclusion is clearly set out and evidenced. 
 

 
Chapter 7 of the Environmental Statement accompanying the planning application (Document Ref: R007) 
concludes that the effect of the Proposed Development on listed buildings is of Negligible Significance 
and the reasoning for this conclusion is clearly set out and evidenced. 
 

13. The native hedgerow, characteristic of the rural area, will not suffice to screen the area. 
Field 1 slopes up away from the historic Pound Area and the screening would have to be very 
high as the panels for that north facing slope will be mounted on high bases. 

14. Impact on the setting of our listed buildings. There are numerous cherished listed buildings 
within close proximity to the Solar Farm, many of which were originally part of the Stratfield Saye 
estate and date back not only to the original Duke of Wellington (1815), but also way back to 
William Pitt (1559 – 1636). 
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A careful assessment of the visual impacts of the Proposed Development is presented in Chapter 6 of 
the Environmental Statement accompanying the application (Document Ref: R007). It concludes overall 
that the visual effects will be negligible and at most Minimal Significance and Neutral. 
 

 
It is considered that the survey results are valid as the purpose of the survey was to understand vehicle 
speeds, not numbers, and the speed at which cars travel along Oliver’s Lane would be unimpacted by 
Covid. 
 

 
The Applicant agrees to these proposed  planning conditions. 
 

 
The area referred to is not land over which the Applicant has control and does not form part of the 
Proposed Development. The Proposed Development is capable of being determined on its own, and in 
the event of any future development coming forward anywhere in the nearby vicinity then it will be for 
that future application to assess its cumulative impact with the Proposed Development should the solar 
farm be granted permission. 

 

15. Impact on setting of nearby housing. There are lots of family homes that would overlook 
hundreds of solar panels. Solar farms should not extend up so close to people’s homes. Brookside 
Grange on Bramley Road is one example of a home that will be surrounded on two sides with 
solar panels, The entire western edge of the dwelling curtilage s adjacent to solar panels in Field 
One and the entire southern edge by panels in Field Two. Field One is on a higher level than the 
garden edge of this dwelling and with the land in Field 2 rising to the south, this family home will 
be dominated by a sea of panels. Whilst generally there is no right to a private view in planning, 
where the scale of the development is so big, as is the case with this 200 acre proposal, the 
overall impact on the attractiveness of the area for the occupiers of these homes and the general 
public is a material planning consideration. To have adjacent fields filled with hundreds of solar 
panels will dominate their environment and render homes unattractive places to live. St James 
Park overlooks the solar farm on the south east. Many homes look across Fields 5 and 5 and 
notwithstanding the attempt to set the panels away from this development, they will be visible 
particularly during winter months. 

16. Oliver’s Lane Speed Survey The Survey was undertaken in the middle of the second UK 
national Covid lockdown and the data gathered cannot be considered valid. 

17. In the event planning permission is granted Screening planting to be provided as the first 
element of the project and a clear enforceable requirement for the applicant to maintain and 
replace (as appropriate) screening for the entire 40-year timeline 

18. Future Planning Applications The site plan shows a large rectangular block in the middle of 
Field 2 that is not covered by the application. If this land is utilised for battery plant the two 
applications should be considered together. 
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APPENDIX 2: HEADLAND ARCHAEOLOGY FIGURE ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION AREA  
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APPENDIX 3: ADDITIONAL CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT INFORMATION SHARED WITH 
BDBD CONSERVATION OFFICER  



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



  Directors 

Mark J I Clayton – Managing    Nicholas C Leaney    Alan E B Taylor 

 

 Aardvark EM Limited  Registered in England at 

 21 Silver Street, Ottery St Mary, Devon EX11 1DB 

 Company Registration Number 3473012 

 VAT Registration Number 709 8450 13 

 

APPENDIX 4: REGRESSION MAPPING ANALYSIS  



21-186

ap Regression

ramley Green Ltd



ramley Solar Farm

ramley Green Ltd

21-186

ramley and Silchester

en Richards

en Richards

en Richards

Issued for client comments

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

• 

• 

 



 

 

 

• 

• 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



Field 1

Field 2

Field 3

Field 4

Field 5

Field 6

463485 464485 465485

1
6

0
4

4
1

±

0 200

Metres

Bramley Frith Solar Farm

Key

Proposed Development Area

Figure 4: OS 1:2500 County 
Series 1st Edition (1874)



Field 1

Field 2

Field 3

Field 4

Field 5

Field 6

463485 464485 465485

1
6

0
4

4
1

±

0 200

Metres

Bramley Frith Solar Farm

Key

Proposed Development Area

Figure 5: OS 1:10560 County 
Series 1st Edition (1877)
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Figure 9: OS 1:10560 County 
Series 2nd Revision (1913)
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1st Edition (1969)
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Figure 13: OS 1:2500
1st Revision (1979)
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1st Metric Edition (1982)
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 APPENDIX 5 and 5A: DESIGN PRINCIPLES PLAN AND LANDSCAPE MITIGATION INDICATIVE 
SECTIONS 
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tree stock intermixed among smaller stock. Tree and shrubs managed to grow out to full height with periodic thinning as required to ensure

healthy and successful establishment of tree belt / woodland environment. See LMP for further details on management.
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with periodic thinning as required to ensure healthy and successful establishment of dense hedgerow and

hedgerow trees. See LMP for further details on management.
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Section 1-1' at 1:200 Scale. Indicative PRoW corridor through Field 1. New hedgerow planting including larger tree specimens (Standards)

intermixed amongst smaller stock. Managed to grow out to variable 6m-10m height. See LMP for further details on management. Planting heights
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