From: Polly Brunner |

Sent: 06 February 2023 13:21
To: Section 62A Applications <section62a@planninginspectorate.gov.uk>

Cc:
]

Subject: Objection to Solar Farm on Land East of Pelham substation, Maggots End Manuden -
Application number: S62A/2022/0011

| am writing to object to the application to construct a solar farm comprising ground mounted solar
arrays together with (among other things) battery storage, inverter cabins, a substation, fencing and
CCTV cameras on land near Pelham Substation Maggots End Road Manuden CM23 1BJ

My name is Polly Brunner, and | live at |GG

The reasons for my objection are as follows:

The size of the development simply too big

o Uttlesford’s Policy ENV15 says that small scale renewable energy development schemes to
meet local needs will be supported providing it can be demonstrated that they do not
adversely affect i) The character of sensitive landscapes; ii) Nature conservation interests; or
iii) Residential and recreational amenity

e This is not a “small scale” scheme.

e The land identified by Low Carbon as the site for Pelham Spring solar Farm extends to 196
acres. This important fact is not mentioned in the Planning Statement.

e If approved, this would be the biggest solar farm in Uttlesford by some margin and one of the
biggest in Essex.

e The visual impact of such a huge solar farm would fundamentally change the character of the
area.

e The scheme will not contribute to the energy needs of local residents.

Farmland should be used for farming

e Low Carbon suggest that the majority of the land on the site is Grade 2 agricultural land. Over
81% of the site has been classified by Low Carbon as “best and most versatile” agricultural
land.

e The Agricultural assessment is unreliable, because it does not reflect the actual site which is
the subject of the planning application. For example, the area immediately to the West of
Battles Hall has been included in the assessment but this is not part of the site.

e This is productive farm land which should be used for farming.

e We currently import more than 40 per cent of our food, and recent threats by countries to ban
exports of vaccinations have highlighted the threat that similar bans could be imposed on food
if countries are themselves short of supplies in the future.

e |tis predicted that we will need to produce 56 per cent more food by 2050 due to increasing
populations. We have not increased food production by 56 per cent in the last 30 years, and if
we continue to build on farmland we have no hope of achieving it in the next 30 years either.

The Government does not support large scale solar development —why should Uttlesford?

e In October 2021 (in the run up to COP 26), the Government published its Net Zero Strategy
(Build Back Greener). This Strategy does NOT support the construction of industrial scale
solar farms. It's focus on renewable energy is almost entirely on off-shore wind energy with a
commitment to generate 40GW of energy from offshore wind by 2030. This target was first set
in 2020 in the Government’s 10 point plan for a Green Industrial revolution which said that this
guadrupling in offshore wind capacity would generate enough energy to power every home in
the country.

o The focus on wind power explains why there are very few references to solar power in the Net
Zero Strategy. Where solar is referenced, the focus is on “unsubsidised rooftop solar”,
retrofitting solar on houses and small scale community solar projects.



e The East of England (including Uttlesford) has a key role to play in National renewable energy
plans because 60% of the current offshore wind projects will come onshore along the East
Coast. In fact, National Grid’s Electricity 10 year Statement (published in 2020) says that the
large amount of generation to be connected in the East of England means that power
generation in the East of England will exceed local demand; so the East of England will be a
power exporting region. We do not need more renewable energy in Uttlesford.

e Low Carbon make frequent references to the fact that Uttlesford DC declared a climate
emergency in 2019. But this is not a planning policy and is not relevant for the purposes of
determining planning applications.

There is no benefit to the local community
e There is no benefit of this development to the local community
e Local residents will not get cheaper solar energy
e There will be a loss of rural amenities such as footpaths with open views

Yours faithfully

Polly Brunner





