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MEETING: PLANNING AND REGULATORY COMMITTEE 

DATE: 15 March 2023 

TITLE OF 
REPORT: 

214619 - THE INSTALLATION OF GROUND MOUNTED SOLAR 
PHOTOVOLTAIC ARRAY, TOGETHER WITH ASSOCIATED 
INFRASTRUCTURE, SECURITY FENCING, CCTV, 
LANDSCAPING, ONSITE BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN AND 
PERMISSIVE RIGHTS OF WAY AT LAND TO THE NORTH-WEST 
OF WESTHIDE, WESTHIDE, HEREFORDSHIRE, HR1 3RQ 
 
For: Ersun (Westhide SPV) Ltd per Mrs Clare Hillier-Brown, 1 
Naish Farm, Broadway, Chilcompton, Radstock BA3 4ST 
 

WEBSITE 
LINK: 

 
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200142/planning_services/planning_application_search/details?id=214619&search-term=214619 
 

 

Reason Application submitted to Committee - Redirection 

 
 
Date Received: 20 December 2021 Ward: Hagley  Grid Ref: 357629,244313 
Expiry Date: 30 September 2022 
Local Members: Cllr Jonathan Lester & Cllr Paul Andrews  

 
1. Site Description and Proposal 
 
 SUMMARY 
 
1.1 This application was submitted on the 20th December 2021 and seeks permission for a solar 

generating facility on land to the North West of the small settlement of Westhide. Throughout the 
application process the proposal has been amended to respond to comments and representations 
received during consultations. On its original submission the scheme presented would have had 
a generating capacity of 34.6 megawatts (MW). However, the proposal now for consideration is 
a solar development generating facility with a capacity of 25.1 MW from 45,684 individual solar 
panels. 

 
SITE DESCRIPTION 

 
1.2 Westhide is a small rural parish located between the Hereford to Worcester Road (A4103) and 

the Bromyard Road (A465), 6 miles northeast of Hereford.  The village of Withington is located 
approximately 2 miles north-east of Westhide and the small village of Ocle-Pychard (Burley Gate) 
to the north. The Church of St Bartholomew is in the centre of the parish with residential properties 
clustered around it.  The Wellington Neighbourhood Development plan identifies 33 existing 
dwellings within the parish. The route of the former Herefordshire and Gloucestershire canal 
forms the northern boundary of the parish, with the elevated Westhide Wood and Shucknall Hill 
forming the southern boundary. 

 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200142/planning_services/planning_application_search/details?id=214619&search-term=214619
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1.3 The application site extends to 152.5 acres (61.7ha) of agricultural land located to the north of 
the C1131 highway between the village of Withington and small settlement of Westhide. The site 
consists of a network of 8 arable field’s bounded by hedgerows and woodlands. There are several 
mature trees within the fields and hedgerows, as well as ponds. The site is bound to the north-
west and north-east by the disused Herefordshire and Gloucestershire Canal, and to the west by 
woodland. To the east and south lies further agricultural land. 

 

 
Figure 1 from the LVIA submitted in support of the application 

 
 

 
Aerial image of application site and surrounding area taken from Google Earth 

 
1.4 The local landscape is considered to be low lying with the topography of the site consisting of a 

gentle slope in a northern direction down towards the canal route. The land rises to the south on 
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the opposite side of the C1131 towards the local high point of Westhide Wood and Shucknall Hill. 
The primary watercourse is the River Frome, which is located 2.5km to the south of the site. 

 
1.5 The nearest Listed Buildings to the site are those in the settlement of Westhide, approximately 

400m south-east of the site, which includes the Grade I listed Church of St Bartholomew and the 
Grade II listed Post Office. Withington Conservation Area lies approximately 600m to the south-
west, which also contains a number of listed buildings. 

 
1.6 There are only a few PRoW near to the site, the closest being PRoW OP10 at the residential 

property of The Kymin, 260 m to the north-east, which connects with the Three Choirs Way to the 
north.  The Three Choirs Way travels around the western and northern edges of the site at a 
distance of 360m - 440m from the site boundary. At Westhide, to the south-west, there are two 
PRoW which run from the village up to higher ground to the south-east towards Shucknall Hill. 

 
1.7 Most of the site is identified within the Environment Agency flood map as Flood Zone 1, which is 

an area having low probability of flooding. However, the northern extent of the site which adjoins 
the former canal route is within Flood Zone 2 and 3. 

. 
 PROPOSAL 
 
1.8 The proposal consists of a solar generating facility with a capacity of 25.1 MW comprising 45,684 

individual solar panels (arranged in several arrays) and associated infrastructure including 
security fencing, CCTV cameras, and internal access track, underground cabling, inverters, 
substation and environmental enhancement measures. For clarification purposes the change in 
the scale of the proposal which has occurred during the application process is shown in the two 
master plans below. The first showing the proposal on its original submission, and the second the 
amended scheme under consideration. 

 

 
 

SUPERSEDED Masterplan – 3352_L_GA_)_01 Rev F 
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 AMENDED Masterplan – 3352_L_GA_0_01 

 
1.9 The proposed amendments removed panels from fields A,D,E and H and were made largely to 

address concerns raised in respect of  the use of the Best and Most Versatile Land (BMV). These 
fields are now to be retained for arable use, however are still identified within the application site 
due to proposed landscape mitigation and biodiversity enhancement. 

 
1.10 The scheme now presented is for the installation of panels across 3 fields (fields C, F and G). 

Each of the fields will be fenced individually with 2.5m high security fencing. A 6000m2 attenuation 
basin is included in field C with a depth of 1.5m to restrict the surface water runoff from the site 
before being discharged into the nearby ditch/watercourse.  

 
1.11 Also within field C is the proposed substation compound, covering an area of 46 x 24m and 

containing a transformer, high level disconnector and control room. The compound is to be 
surrounded with a 2.4 m high security fence and an additional 2m high stock proof fence. The 
infrastructure within the compound does not exceed 5.6m high. A DNO relay/control room is 
located outside of the compound which will measure 6 x 2.4m and have a height of 2.5m  

 
1.12 The electricity to be generated form the solar photovoltaic arrays will be fed directly into the 

National Grid via the Hereford substation at Dormington. The solar scheme would generate 
around 26,385MWh of electricity every year which equates to the amount of electricity used by 
9,098 typical, medium – usage households. The baseline route of cabling for the connection falls 
outside of the planning process, however the applicant has confirmed that the route avoid the 
local road networks and villages and will consist of underground trenches and connections to 
existing electricity poles. 

 

    
PV Mounting System – 3352_P_DT_3_01 Rev B  Fence & Access details – 3352_P_DT_3_02 
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1.13 The solar panels will be mounted in rows across the site in an east – west orientation to face 
south at 10 degrees from the horizontal to maximise efficiency. The panels will be mounted on a 
galvanised steel frame. The height of the panels will be 3m, other than at the southern edge of 
field G where the height of the panels will not exceed 2.5m.  

 
1.14 A total of 5 inverters are now proposed, all positioned within the centre of the site, and measuring 

2.8 x1.5m with a height of 2.3m. The Inverters consists of an electrical converter which changes 
the direct current electricity captured by solar panels into alternating current, which is the standard 
flow of electricity required for electrical circuits. 
 

1.15 In addition to the fencing, it is proposed that 3m high security poles are, installed inside and 
around the site. The CCTV system operates by infrared which will avoid the need for floodlighting. 
The development will not require any external lighting during the operational phase. 
 

1.16 A new access route is proposed for construction traffic only via the farmstead of Thinghill Court 
to the northwest for the site. Construction of the development is expected to take 25 weeks. 
Construction traffic will access the site via the A465 and the C1130, egressing via Thinghill Lane 
onto the A465, forming a one –way routing arrangement. The proposed track leads from the 
existing agricultural facility at Thinghill Court and runs across 3 fields to join an existing access 
point to the north of the site across the former canal. There will be an inconsistent flows of vehicle 
movements during the construction period, however, on average there is expected to be 55 two 
way movements per day. Once operational, the development will generate 2 vehicle movements 
a month, with vehicles accessing the site from the south directly from the C1103 

 
1.17 The application has been supported by the following documents: 
 

 Agricultural Land Classification Report  

 Arboriculture Report containing 

 Biodiversity & Ecology measures compliance checklist 

 Construction Traffic Management Plan  

 Design and Access Statement 

 Ecological Appraisal  

 Flood Risk Assessment 

 Heritage Desk Based Assessment  

 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement  

 Natural Assets & Environmental Net Gain Report  

 Noise Impact Assessment  

 Planning Statement  

 Statement of Community Involvement 

 Site Location Plan 

 Masterplan  

 PV Mounting System Detail 

 Fence & Gate Detail  

 CCTV Detail 

 Access Track Detail 

 Topographical Survey 

 Transformer Substation Detail 

 Inverter Detail 

 Spares Container Detail 
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Environmental Impact Assessment 
 
1.18 An EIA screening request was submitted to the Council on the 23rd April 2021. The Council’s 

Screening Opinion which was issued on 21st July 2021 states that: 
 

The development does not fall within the development type listed in Schedule 1. Whilst the type 
of development is listed in Schedule 2, 3 (a) and exceeds the threshold in terms of site area, the 
proposal falls just below the threshold set out in the Planning Practice Guidance and does not fall 
within a “sensitive area” as set in Regulation 2(1). For the reasons set out below the proposed 
development as outlined within the submission is not considered to give rise to significant 
environmental effects on the surrounding environment. 

 
1.19 The Screening Opinion confirms that the solar farm would not be EIA development and an 

Environmental Statement was not required. 
 
2. Policies  
 
2.1 Herefordshire Local Plan Core Strategy (CS) 
 
 Herefordshire Local Plan Core Strategy 2011 – 2031   
 

SS1 - Presumption in favour of sustainable development  
SS4 - Movement and transportation  
SS5 - Employment provision  
SS6 - Environmental quality and local distinctiveness  
SS7 - Addressing climate change 
SC1 - Social and community facilities 
E4  - tOURISM 
MT1 - Traffic Management, highway safety and promoting active travel  
LD1 - Landscape and townscape 
LD2 - Biodiversity and geodiversity 
LD3 - Green Infrastructure 
LD4 - Historic environment and heritage assets 
SD1 - Sustainable Design and energy efficiency  
SD2 - Renewable and low carbon energy 
SD3 - Sustainable water management and water resources 
SD4 - Waste water treatment and river water quality  
 
The Core Strategy policies together with any relevant supplementary planning documentation 
can be viewed on the Council’s website by using the following link:- 
 
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200185/local_plan/137/adopted_core_strategy 
 
The Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 (as amended) (the 
2012 Regulations) and paragraph 33 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires a review 
of local plans be undertaken at least every five years in order to determine whether the plan 
policies and spatial development strategy are in need of updating, and should then be updated 
as necessary.  The Herefordshire Local Plan Core Strategy was adopted on 15 October 2015 
and a review was required to be completed before 15 October 2020. The decision to review the 
Core Strategy was made on 9th November 2020. The level of consistency of the policies in the 
local plan with the NPPF will be taken into account by the Council in deciding any application. In 
this case, the relevant policies have been reviewed and are considered entirely consistent with 
the NPPF and therefore can be attributed significant weight. 
 

 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200185/local_plan/137/adopted_core_strategy
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2.2 Withington Group Neighbourhood Development Plan  (WNDP) Plan was Made on the 11 
October 2019. The following policies are considered to be relevant:  

  
 Policy P6  -  Transport and Traffic 

Policy P7  - Conserving Historic Character 
Policy P8 - Herefordshire and Gloucestershire Canal 
Policy P13 - Renewable Energy 
 
The WNDP policies together with any relevant supplementary planning documentation can be 
viewed on the Council’s website by using the following link:- 
 
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/directory-record/3122/withington-group-neighbourhood-development-plan 

 
2.3 National Planning Polciy Framework  (NPPF) 
  

2. Achieving sustainable development  
4. Decision-making  
6. Building a strong, competitive economy 
8. Promoting healthy and safe communities 
9. Promoting sustainable transport 
10. Supporting high quality communities 
11. Making Effective use of land 
12. Achieving well-designed places 
14. Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change 
15. Conserving and enhancing the natural environment  
16. Conserving and enhancing the historic environment 

 
The NPPF can be viewed here:- 
 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 

 
2.4 Other Material Planning Considerations / Legislation of key relevence to the development 

proposal are listed below: 
 

 National Planning Polciy Guidance (on-line resource) (NPPG) 
- Renewable and low carbon energy 

 UK Government Solar Stratgey 2014 

 Revised (Draft) National Policy Statement for Energy - Business, Energy and Industrial 
Strategy Committee (parliament.uk) 

 Written Ministerial Statement on Solar Energy: protecting the local and global environment 
made on 25 March 2015 

 Commercial Renewable Energy Development and the Historic Environment Historic England 
Advice Note 15 (February 2021) 

 The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 

 Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
 
3. Planning History 
 
3.1 No applications relevant to this site. 
 
4. CONSULTATION SUMMARY 
 
 Statutory Consultations 
 
4.1 Historic England – No objection  
 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/directory-record/3122/withington-group-neighbourhood-development-plan
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2
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Thank you for your letter of 19 January 2022 regarding the above application for planning 
permission. On the basis of the information available to date, we do not wish to offer any 
comments. We suggest that you seek the views of your specialist 
conservation and archaeological advisers, as relevant. 
 
It is not necessary for us to be consulted on this application again, unless there are material 
changes to the proposals. However, if you would like detailed advice from us, please contact us 
to explain your request. 

 
4.2 Environmental Agency – No objection 

 
Thank you for referring the above application which was received on the 20 January 2022. We 
have no objection to the proposed development and would offer the following comments for your 
consideration at this time. 
 
Flood Risk: The site is (partially) located in Flood Zones 2 and 3, which are the medium and high 
risk zones respectively and are defined for mapping purposes by the Agency's Flood Zone Map. 
At this location the Flood Map is based on a national, generalised flood mapping technique called 
JFLOW as no model is present for this watercourse. Whilst slight encroachment into Flood Zones 
2 and 3 it should be noted that the majority of the site falls within Flood Zone 1, the low risk Zone. 
 
The watercourse that runs to the north and west of the site is classed as an ‘ordinary watercourse’ 
and therefore falls under the jurisdiction of your Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority and 
also the and River Lugg Internal Drainage Board. 
 
Flood Risk Assessment (FRA): As stated above the Environment Agency has no model for the 
watercourse and so the Flood Risk Assessment (FRA), undertaken by Nijhuis Industries (dated 
December 2021), has included modelling produced from hydrographic surveys of the channel 
and structures, ground elevation data, and flow data estimated from the Flood Estimation 
Handbook 13. 
 
In this instance the FRA, and associated modelling, has used a climate change allowance of 40%. 
However it should be noted that the Sustainable Places Team (West Midlands Area) have 
recently developed area specific climate change guidance. In that guidance we recommend that 
‘Essential Infrastructure’, such as proposed, consider the ‘Higher Central - 2080’s’ allowance 
which would result in a figure of 49% as oppose to the 40%. Whilst the FRA proposes a 40% uplift 
this is considered acceptable, in this instance, based on the limited and negligible flood risk, as 
detailed below. The model outputs show flooding will be confined to the northern and western 
areas of the site, as per the Flood Risk Map for Planning, and that flooding depths would reach a 
maximum of 220mm in a 1 in 100 year plus climate change (40%) flood event. 
 
The FRA explains that the solar panels will be set at a minimum of 800mm above ground level, 
significantly above the modelled 1:100-year (40% climate change allowance) flood depth of 
220mm. 
 
Infrastructure will be raised by narrow-legged metal frames or plinths/stilts and given the limited 
extent of the site with Flood Zones 2 and 3, there will be a negligible reduction in floodplain storage 
capacity. The vulnerable infrastructure such as inverters, substation and containers are situated 
outside 1 in 1:000 year flood event (Flood Zone 1). 
 
Note: The FRA refers to installation of security fencing with mesh spacing “as large as reasonably 
practical to ensure free flow of flood water through the fence and reduce the possibility of debris 
build up affecting flow routes.” We would recommend a minimum spacing of 100mm which is in 
line with conditions for fences along main rivers which the Environment Agency regulates. 
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4.3 Natural England: No objection 
 
 Comments received on the 12/9/2022 
 

Under the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 
2015 (DMPO) Natural England is a statutory consultee on development that would lead to the 
loss of over 20ha of ‘best and most versatile’ (BMV) agricultural land (land graded as 1, 2 and 3a 
in the Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) system, where this is not in accordance with an 
approved plan. 

 
From the description of the development this application is likely to affect 27.5 ha of BMV 
agricultural land.  We consider that the proposed development, if temporary as described, is 
unlikely to lead to significant permanent loss of BMV agricultural land, as a resource for future 
generations. This is because the solar panels would be secured to the ground by steel piles with 
limited soil disturbance and could be removed in the future with no permanent loss of agricultural 
land quality likely to occur, provided the appropriate soil management is employed and the 
development is undertaken to high standards. Although some components of the development, 
such as construction of a sub-station, may permanently affect agricultural land this would be 
limited to small areas. 

 
However, during the life of the proposed development it is likely that there will be a reduction in 
agricultural production over the whole development area. Your authority should therefore 
consider whether this is an effective use of land in line with planning practice guidance which 
encourages the siting of large scale solar farms on previously developed and non-agricultural 
land.   Paragraph 174b and footnote 53 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states 
that: 

 
Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local 
environment by: 
recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits 
from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the economic and other benefits 
of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woodland.’ 

 
Footnote 53: Where significant development of agricultural land is demonstrated to be necessary, 
areas of poorer quality land should be preferred to those of a higher quality.  We would also draw 
to your attention to Planning Practice Guidance for Renewable and Low Carbon Energy (March 
2015) (in particular paragraph 013), and advise you to fully consider best and most versatile land 
issues in accordance with that guidance. 

 
Local planning authorities are responsible for ensuring that they have sufficient information to 
apply the requirements of the NPPF.  The weighting attached to a particular consideration is a 
matter of judgement for the local authority as decision maker.  This is the case regardless of 
whether the proposed development is sufficiently large to consult Natural England. 

 
 

4.4 River Lugg Internal Drainage Board – No objection 
 
 Full comments can be viewed through link below, summery given. 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=530389b5-61c2-11ed-9060-
005056ab3a27 
 
Summary 
 
This site lies within the drainage district. CONSENT will be required from the IDB 
 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=530389b5-61c2-11ed-9060-005056ab3a27
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=530389b5-61c2-11ed-9060-005056ab3a27
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 Consent will be required for any surface water discharges into the existing watercourses that 
bound or run through this site. The application states that the extent of the impermeable areas 
introduced across the site by the proposed development is extremely small. It makes the 
assumption that runoff from the panels will infiltrate in the sheltered rain shadow underneath the 
down slope modules and assumes the impermeable area to be only the legs of the solar panel 
arrays. This underestimates the impact of the solar panels on the existing greenfield condition. 
The SuDs design proposed is not adequate to restrict the surface runoff from the site into the 
existing watercourses to 1.4l/s/Ha or greenfield runoff. The Herefordshire SuDs handbook states 
that runoff will be discharged into concentrated areas and will not shed evenly across the ground’s 
surface as per the natural greenfield scenario. Instead, the runoff would most likely saturate the 
receiving area of ground more quickly and create concentrated overland flow channels. The 
proposed drainage strategy for the site needs to manage this risk. 
 

 The applicant will need to ensure that a 9m easement is maintained along the side of the 
watercourses that bound and run through this site. Adequate provision for access to maintain 
these watercourses will need to be made. 
 

 The proposed construction access routes cross the watercourses to the north and south of the 
site. Consent will be required should any works be required to strengthen / modify / replace the 
culverts / bridges at these locations. 

 

 We would recommend that this is a PLANNING CONDITION of any PLANNING DECISION. 
Reason: requirements of Land Drainage Act 1991 (as amended) 
 

 PLANNING CONDITION for Larger Development: Should on-site SuDS or flow restriction be 
proposed as part of any larger development the IDB requests that those restricted flow measures 
or attenuation are put in place before occupancy and within 3 months of development progressing 
onsite. Reason: not to increase flood risk downstream of sites during temporary works / 
development 
 

 ANY surface water discharge into ANY watercourses in, on, under or near the site requires 
CONSENT from the Drainage Board. 

 
4.5 Herefordshire & Gloucestershire Canal Trust  - Mixed 
 
 Response received on the 4th May 2022 
 

This is a response to the consultation issued by Herefordshire County Council in respect of 
planning application number P214619/F. The Herefordshire & Gloucestershire Canal Trust Ltd is 
in the process of restoring the canal between Hereford and Gloucester. The route of the canal is 
protected from development under the terms of Herefordshire Council Policy E4 and the canal 
route runs within the red line area of this application. It is surprising that this is not mentioned in 
the archaeological report from Cotswold Archaeology in 2021. The access route crosses the canal 
route and we would expect that provision is made for the canal when restored. Since it is in the 
red line area we would also expect recognition and since it forms the boundary to the proposed 
development we would also consider that landscape benefits on the canal corridor should be part 
of the scheme. 
 
So while we can say that in principle we are not against any solar farm, in this case insufficient 
thought seems to have been given to canal aspects and the help the restored canal can give to 
the flooding issues raised and the biodiversity improvement that the canal can also bring to the 
development. We would hope that given that the land will not be inconveniencing anyone (as it is 
on the boundary to the solar farm) that positive support towards canal restoration can be 
implemented, in particular regarding land ownership and ongoing access to the canal site for the 
general public. 
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Internal Council Consultations 
 
4.6 Transportation Manager – No Objections  
 

Comments received on the 21/11/2022 
 

The local highways authority has no further comments. 
 
Comments received on the 28/7/2022 
 
The local highway authority has no further comments. 

 
 Comments received on the 28/6/2022 

The local highway authority has noted the new routing within the Construction Management Plan 
and therefore has no objection to the application subject to the below conditions. 

 
Conditions: CAB (2.4m x 91m to the north-east and 2.4m x 121m to the south-west for both 
access points off the C1131), CAD (5m), CAE, CAT and a Highway Condition Survey. 

 
 Comments received on the 8/2/2022 
 
 The local highway authority has the following comments: 
 

 It is understood from the information provided, the Construction Traffic Management Plan in 
particular, that construction of the site would take in the region of 25 weeks and construction traffic 
would be routed off the A465 and into the farmstead adjacent to Thing Hill Court.  It is realised 
that for this short stretch (circa 900m) of the C1130 the construction traffic will have a significant 
impact on users of the lane, however, this is a temporary situation.   

 The access into the construction compound from the C1130 is via bridleway WT21.  The 
acceptability of this will be at the discretion of the PRoW team. 

 The delivery of a transformer is required to travel through the village of Withington via a low loader, 
however, it is only one trip to the site and one trip leaving the site.  Other than this one large load 
there will be minimal construction traffic accessing the site from the south via the C1131. 

 Plans demonstrating the swept paths of the vehicles necessary to deliver the equipment to the 
site have been provided and are considered to be acceptable. 

 Plans demonstrating visibility splays at the required access points have been provided and are 
considered to be acceptable.  However, given the intensification of traffic, albeit on a temporary 
basis, at the C1130 junction with the A465 plans demonstrating the maximum achievable visibility 
splay at this location should be provided. 

 Once the site is operational there will be minimal traffic visiting the site (2 visits per month via 4 x 
4 or small van).  It is likely that the solar farm will generate less traffic than the sites current use 
as agricultural/arable land and is unlikely to see the peaks and troughs in activity usually 
associated with agricultural activities. 

 The first 10m of the access track off the public highway should have a bonded surface such as 
tarmac. 

 It is noted that the proposals provide a number of permissive paths around the perimeter of the 
site.  It is likely that these routes will be popular with dog walkers, particularly if hard/consolidated 
paths are provided.  Given the remote location dog walkers may drive to the site therefore the 
LHA would like to see 2 – 3 parking spaces provided at the access point off the C1131 to ensure 
the lane remains clear. 

 
Once the above amendments/additional information has been provided the LHA will be able to 
comment in full. 
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4.7 Landscape Officer – No objection 
 

Comments received on the 18 March 2022 
 

Visual Impact (The wider landscape) 
I have visited the site, and assessed the development information, and confirm there is some 
visual impact, with some views that are shielded by trees that are outside of the site, and are out 
of the control of the applicant. This is important to note, as it may influence the extent of mitigation 
that occurs within the site to ensure permanent screening.  

 
The solar panels are located on topography that is rolling, with low lying areas, which in the most 
part ensures the solar panels are mostly obscured from views from a number of receptors. The 
perimeter fencing (with CCTV etc.), however can be a visual eye-sore at close range, but are 
reasonably transparent in distant views, and this needs to be taken into consideration, where 
applicable. 
 
The substation is located in a position that is away from main public views, however this does not 
preclude the importance of minimising the visual impact of a large scaled industrial item in the 
landscape. There could be more done to conceal the substation, and take into account its position 
near important veteran trees of rarity (Refer to figure 2). 
 
The proposed landscape masterplan does add a number of trees and hedgerows to assist in the 
visual mitigation process. This will take time, but nonetheless will eventually assist in reducing 
the visual impact of the development. The main comment in relation to the trees is that there 
should be larger groupings of trees within the site, and not just to perimeters. The climate change 
and carbon management should be addressed holistically, in addition to the solar panels. 
 
In principle I have no objection (with improvements) to the development as it is located in a 
landscape, and topography that can accept this new land use, in addition with new trees and 
hedgerows. The scheme as it stands does have holes, and potential new openings may occur if 
external trees and hedgerows are diminished. Therefore all efforts should be made to counter 
this possibility with substantial tree planting within the site boundary. This may require that some 
solar panels are omitted, or wider margins are needed to ensure that the right trees can be planted 
in the right places. It may require a rethink about where trees go. For example, looking from 
Westhide and the roads, the planting of trees in the foreground, or away from the solar panels to 
assist in reducing visual impact may be required. 
 
Landscape impact (Localised landscape) 
There are some specific concerns that relate to the localised conditions that are not about views, 
but about proximity and potential impacts on specific landscapes. 
 
Black Poplar 
The site has a selection of important trees (that have been identified on the Tree Survey), and 
have value due to their age and rarity). It is essential these are protected, and given ample space 
so they can be appreciated for their importance. For example, the substation is located very close 
to a group of Black Poplar, and this infrastructure needs to be relocated further away (Refer to 
figure 2). 
 
Access roads and footings 
There are a number of new access roads, tracks and footings for the construction and servicing 
of the solar panels. These do, and will inevitably impact the ground and root structure (and 
possibly branches) of trees. In some circumstances, the path may need to be moved, or 
protective/mitigation methods required. Refer to BS 5837 (2012) Trees in Relation to Design, 
Demolition and Construction. 
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Opportunities to create substantial landscapes and biodiversity enhancement 
 
The following outlines (Refer to figures 1-3) where I consider some of the improvements to the 
development can be made. There will be others, and I suggest that the overall scheme is reviewed 
with these principles in mind. 
 

1. Relocate substation to protect and give space for important trees. 
2. Go beyond actual ‘root protection areas’ to respect what could be considered a reasonable 

distance for the solar panels to be away from the tree (see detail, figure 2). 
3. Give trees adequate space and aim to maintain well defined landscape areas, that can be 

fenced planted with trees and ‘rewilded’. 
4. Remove solar panels to create the opportunity to create one single large habitat area. The 

reduction of solar panels is minor, compared to the opportunity to make a lasting woodland 
or ‘rewilding’ area. 

5. As Above 
6. As per 4 and 5. 
7. Again, a minor loss of solar panels, will ensure a larger ecological area, that can link with 

green infrastructure. 
8. 8. Retain enclosed field, and plant oak woodland, or retain as a special area for wildflower 

meadow. 
 
 

 
 

Figure 1: Remove and relocate solar panels and infrastructure to create more defined and 
substantial opportunities for landscape habitats.  
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Figure 2: Relocate substation to protect and give space for important trees. 

 

 

Figure 3: Detail 

Summary of improvements and considerations 

 Relocate substation away from the important Black Poplars 

 Ensure substantial protective zones around all Black Poplar, and all important trees is 
provided. 

 Protect existing tree roots from footings, vehicles and infrastructure. 

 Avoid small areas of solar panels that compromise the establishment of larger meaningful 
landscape ecosystem with trees, for ‘rewilding’ and to enhance green infrastructure. 

 Avoid Small Island of one tree that is surrounded by a sea solar panels. Where possible, link 
trees to create landscape clusters, and enable the opportunity to plant new trees, along the 
existing trees. 

 Ensure the perimeter fencing is the appropriate colour to reduce visual impact, and can be 
buffered with trees and hedgerows. 

 Fence off areas for ‘rewilding’ and habitat creation. 

 Plant woodlands. 

 Review views looking onto the site, and establish if the mitigation is relying on existing trees 
and vegetation that is outside of the site boundary, and determine what the impact would be 
if this would be removed. The intent is to ensure that all mitigation is achievable as part of the 
development. 
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Long term management and maintenance strategy - Condition 

The site will be ‘locked’ for many years, and the landscape will need to be managed and 
maintained accordingly. A management and maintenance condition is required with a long term 
time period (The life of the development). 

 
Comments received on the 7 June 2022 

 
I refer to the additional Aboricultural Report (Addendum), dated 01/06/2022, in relation to ancient 
and veteran trees. 

 
I am satisfied that this information has highlighted there are additional veteran and ancient trees, 
and that extra protection will be given for all veteran and ancient trees on the development site, 
in accordance with government guidance. 

 
However, for the trees near the proposed substation (specifically mentioned in my previous 
comments), I would like to think that the minimum requirements would not be an indicator of 
distance of the substation away from the trees. Given that there is sufficient space to relocate the 
substation, it would more appropriate to move this at a distance that would give sufficient space 
in context to the surroundings, and provide the trees with a reasonable setting (Refer to figure 1). 

 
Overall my comments from the 18/03/2022 still stand. 

  
Figure 1: Relocate substation to protect and give substantial space for the veteran trees. 

 

 
 

Comments received on the 26th July 2022 
 

The amended Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement Plan, is an improvement and addresses 
previous comments including the moving of infrastructure away from important veteran trees; 
providing better green infrastructure linkages, and more space for biodiversity. 

 
In accordance with NPPF 174, a and b, I would like to raise concern regarding the landscape 
change of use and the impact this has on the landscape; soil; beauty of the countryside, and the 
wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services – including economic and other 
benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land. 
 
 
 
 
Comments received on the 10/2/2023 – supportive subject to conditions 
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Overall the amended plans are supported and provide the required level of detail on the proposed 
landscaping and enhancement However, it is recommended that should the application be 
recommended for approval conditions are included requiring final hard and soft landscaping to 
be conformed and further enhancement provided as outlined in the comments below. 
 
The amended Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement Plans appears to be light in some areas 
in terms of the perceived biodiversity enhancement. Irrespective of the overall Biodiversity Net 
gain (BNG) that comes mostly from temporary change from arable to non-arable land, the areas 
available for long term, in perpetuity benefit requires justification and understanding of predicted 
outcomes. For example, a ‘rewilding’ approach (Refer to figures 1 and 2) is proposed (i.e. left to 
re-colonise, with some additional tree planting). According to the BNG this has a low condition 
rating, and may take considerable time to establish. However, a ‘woodland’ approach (Refer to 
figure 3) that reinforces the existing woodland corridor may be ‘quicker’, and potentially establish 
a more predicted outcome. This is not to say either option is less or more viable, it is a question 
of clarifying the proposed approach. 
 
Regarding the ‘rewilding’ is there an understanding of what this may look like? The potential for 
the existing oaks to seed and regenerate has potential, but what else? 
Does the band or zone of wild bird seed mix impact or influence the spread of seed from the 
existing woodland corridor? 
The proposed planting of Black Poplar, appear to be at the upper end of the wet zone and in drier 
zones. Would it be better to plant the Black Poplar closer to the wetter areas, and consider 
reinforcing the line of existing oaks? 
 
Regarding hedgerow management, it is stated in the Landscape and Ecological Management 
Plan (LEMP), 2.17, that hedgerows are to be relaxed to achieve a 3metre height. It is important 
to highlight that the hedgerow management cycle needs careful consideration to avoid an 
overgrown or tree lined outcome. There needs to be long term strategy to understand how the 
mitigation evolves, and how the hedges are maintain in a healthy manner. If the hedgerow are 
left to grow to act as screening, there is risk that the understorey becomes woody and ‘see-
through’. 
 

4.8 Tree Officer:  
 
Comments received on the 27 May 2022 
 
In the main the project has, in my opinion, low arboreal constraints.  
However it does contain a collection of veteran/ancient Black poplars, where some are affected 
by the infrastructure.  
 

  
 
Veteran/Ancient trees are afforded greater protection in planning with larger root protection areas. 
Whereas tree protection areas are configured by multiplying the stem diameter by 12, the 
veteran/ancients are multiplied by 15.  
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This isn’t the only veteran tree on the site, in fact there are a total of 8 (2 Ancient/6Veteran) 
 

 
  
The extended rooting areas where not taken into account in the original tree survey and these 
need to be addressed and mitigation measures should be proposed where rooting areas are 
encroached or justification provided where any encroachments are considered acceptable.  
 
In summary, the substation and compound need to be moved to avoid T27, also the planned hard 
standing needs to avoid tree roots of all affected trees. The two ancient trees (orange markers) 
are not visually impressive, both are partially failed, buy they’re arguably the most important trees 
on and all infrastructure should avoid them above and below ground. 
The tree survey and design layout needs amending to reflect the needs to be protect ancient and 
veteran trees. In doing this the applicant will better demonstrate they are complaint with policies 
LD1, LD2 & LD3 

 
4.9 Ecologist – No Objections 
 

Comments and HRA received on the 28/7/2022 – summery given below full comments can be 
found through link below 
 
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=4ef211d0-1319-11ed-905c-
005056ab11cd 
 
Summery 

 Habitats 
The site is 62ha of arable farmland made of 8 fields, mature hedgerows with trees and drainage 
ditches at the base, areas of woodland and scrub, field ponds, trees including veteran black 
poplars, buildings and bare ground 

 Biodiversity Net Gain 
The proposed solar panels will sit in areas of species rich grassland surrounded by species rich 
hedgerows and hedgerows with trees. The vast majority of existing hedgerows will be retained 
and enhanced with new hedgerow planting also proposed. The existing ponds will be retained 
and enhanced and areas of wild bird seed mix will be provided. Existing trees, including the 
veteran black poplars, will be retained along with landscaping buffers and linking habitat between 
ponds. The landscaping proposals are set out in the Landscape and Ecological Management 
Plan and on the Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement Plan. The biodiversity unit baseline and 
the proposed biodiversity value of the site post development is set out in the submitted defra 
metric and in the Biodiversity Net Gain Report. Monitoring of the approach to Biodiversity Net 
Gain is set out in the Landscape and Ecological Management Plan. 

 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=4ef211d0-1319-11ed-905c-005056ab11cd
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=4ef211d0-1319-11ed-905c-005056ab11cd
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The proposed development will result in a net gain in biodiversity units of 134.39% in habitat units 
and 61.95% in hedgerow units. The scheme will, therefore, deliver significant net gain for 
biodiversity and appropriate long term management and monitoring has been set out in the 
submitted documents. I note the amendments to the layout which have been made since my 
meeting with the developer team, including the relocation of the substation to provide further 
buffering for the black poplar trees. I am supportive of those changes to the proposed layout 
which are reflected in Revision I of the site masterplan. I have provided recommended conditions 
at the end of this response. 
 
Conclusion of HRA 
The scheme will not result in loss or disturbance of habitats or the killing/injury/disturbance of 
species within the SSSI and SAC either directly or indirectly. 
Conclusion: 
3 potential effect pathways have been identified by which the proposal has the potential to impact 
upon the River Lugg SSSI and the associated River Wye SAC but all potential pathways have 
been screened out without the need to consider mitigation measures and therefore an Appropriate 
Assessment is not required. 
No legal barrier has been identified under the Habitat Regulation Assessment process that would 
prevent planning permission being granted in this case. 
 
Comments received on 6/1/2023 
 
Summery given below, full comments can be viewed through the link below: 
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=88fa142f-aec9-11ed-9068-
005056ab11cd 

 
Impacts upon Designated Sites and Habitats Regulations Assessment  
I have previously completed a Habitats Regulations Assessment matrix for the larger scheme 
which has been provided separately to the case officer. Natural England have commented on that 
HRA and have not objected on the basis of the original larger scheme. The area of solar panels 
has now been reduced but all ecological mitigation and reasonable avoidance measures remain 
part of the reduced scheme. On that basis I am satisfied that a new HRA and consultation with 
Natural England are not required for this amended and reduced proposal. 

 
4.10 Land Drainage Engineer – No Objection 
 
 Comments received on the 12/7/2022 – full comments can be viewed through the link below 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1dafc66b-037b-11ed-905a-
005056ab3a27 
 

 Overall comment 
We recommend that the following information is submitted prior to planning being granted: 
• Submission of a revised surface water drainage strategy, which takes into account the above 
comments. 

 
 Comments received on the 13/9/2022 – full comments can be viewed through link below 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=0c6b0f94-440c-11ed-905e-
ef11b64ce433 

 
 Overall comment 

We recommend that the following information is submitted prior to planning being granted: 
• Submission of a revised surface water drainage strategy, which takes into account the above 
comments. 
We note the many culverts on existing watercourse surrounding the site. Should culverting of any 
of the watercourses be required for access to the Site, the Applicant will need to apply for Ordinary 
Watercourse Flood Defence Consent - Flooding – Herefordshire Council. 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=88fa142f-aec9-11ed-9068-005056ab11cd
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=88fa142f-aec9-11ed-9068-005056ab11cd
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1dafc66b-037b-11ed-905a-005056ab3a27
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1dafc66b-037b-11ed-905a-005056ab3a27
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=0c6b0f94-440c-11ed-905e-ef11b64ce433
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=0c6b0f94-440c-11ed-905e-ef11b64ce433
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Comments received on 4/1/2023 – summery given below full comments can be viewed through 
link below. 

 
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1ac24918-8d0a-11ed-9066-
005056ab11cd 

 
In principle, we have no objections to the proposed development. The Applicant should ensure 
that all SuDS details approved under this application on the Conceptual Surface Water Drainage 
drawing (Rev P08) are accurately transferred onto construction drawings.  
 
We note the many culverts on existing watercourse surrounding the site. Should culverting of any 
of the watercourses be required for access to the Site, the Applicant will need to apply for Ordinary 
Watercourse Flood Defence Consent from the River Lugg Internal Drainage Board - 
https://www.shiregroup-idbs.gov.uk/idbs/river-lugg-idb/asset-management/planning-consents/. 
 

4.11 Archaeological Advisor – No objection 
 

I note in particular the submitted heritage desk based assessment provided by Cotswold 
Archaeology, an assessment I am largely in agreement with. In general, especially since much of 
the land involved has been under long – term intensive agriculture, I am of the view that in terms 
of the development as a whole, there are limited implications as regards archaeology. Appreciable 
loss of potential archaeological levels has already occurred overall. 
 
Nevertheless, in the central part of the site, some survival of the ‘high status’ Roman farmstead 
first recorded in 1927 [i.e. HER 1034] is expected. It is anticipated that the area covered by this 
farmstead will be very small in relation to the development as a whole, but it is nevertheless an 
issue that will need to be addressed, in order that the aims of Core Strategy LD4 are fulfilled. 
 
The advised future survey/ mitigation work carried out in relation to this development must 
consider the possibility that nearby HER 30824 (referring to place-name evidence sometimes 
indicative of Roman remains) relates to a separate feature - rather than simply confirming the 
known ground evidence. To cover this possibility, there is a need for some comparatively 
extensive archaeological investigations to be required under condition. 

 
4.12 Historic Buildings Officer – No objection  
 

The proposal is for the installation of a solar farm with associated infrastructure and four access 
points on 61.7 ha of land. There are no designated assets on the site itself, however the site is 
surrounded by listed buildings and scheduled monuments. The submitted Heritage Desk based 
Assessment identifies 27 listed buildings and 2 Scheduled Monuments in a 1 KM area.  
 
In preparing this document I have used the following documents.  
 
Policy and Documents  
 

 The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

 Historic England – Historic Environment Good Practise Advice in Planning – Note 3 The 
setting of Heritage Assets. 

 Historic England – Historic Environment Good Practise Advice in Planning – Note 2 
Managing Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment.  

 Historic England Commercial Renewable Energy Development and the Historic 
Environment – Historic England Advice Note 15  

 National Planning Policy Framework 2021 

 Herefordshire Local Plan Core Strategy 2011 – 2031 
 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1ac24918-8d0a-11ed-9066-005056ab11cd
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=1ac24918-8d0a-11ed-9066-005056ab11cd
https://www.shiregroup-idbs.gov.uk/idbs/river-lugg-idb/asset-management/planning-consents/
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I note the Heritage Desk based Assessment prepared by Cotswold Archaeology dated November 
2021, which addressed the setting of designated assets within a 1 Km study area.   I acknowledge 
that the report has been prepared in accordance with the national Planning Policy Framework 
2021 and historic England’ Historic Good Practise Advice in Planning 2 – Managing Significance 
in Decision- Taking in the Historic Environment. 
 
I note the reference in the document to NPPF 2019, and I am aware that the NPPF was revised 
in 202. Nonetheless the wording is the same it is the paragraph numbers that differ in the 2021 
document.  
 
I acknowledge the assessment of the 14 buildings individually mentioned on page 33 of the report 
and the individual assessments on pages 37 – 55 and noting the contents of the report, I would 
concur with the conclusions and would not consider that the proposal would have a significant 
harmful impact on the setting of the listed buildings.  I would raise no objection to the proposal on 
the grounds of the setting of individual listed buildings. However these comments are in respect 
of individual listed buildings only and not an assessment of the wider landscape. 

 
4.13 Environmental Health Officer (Noise and Nuisance) – No objections 
 
 Comments received on the 26/1/2023 
 

The noise assessment report produced by Inacoustic has now been revised to account for the 
reduction in size of the original solar farm proposal. The report assesses the potential impact of 
noise generated by the 6 proposed inverter/transformers and substation at the nearest noise 
sensitive receptors. 

 
The solar farm proposal has been reduced in size from 14 inverter/transformers and the distance 
between any noise-generating equipment and sensitive receptors increased. The revised plans 
make a significant positive change on the potential impacts to the area and specifically at The 
Kymin, from the reduction in number of inverters/transformers, increased distances and 
topography. 
 
There is a difference of opinion between that of this department and Inacoustic regarding night 
time background levels. 

 
All of the measured time history graphs provided in Appendix B show a significant increase in 
background levels every night and at every location, starting around 0300 hours, but it is difficult 
to specify the exact times due to the scale of the graphs. Given the time of year of the assessment 
(summer), it is likely that this is due to bird song and is therefore not truly representative of the 
background level throughout the year. The data in the measured time history graphs shows that 
for a significant part of the night (approximately 2100 - 0200 hours), the background level is 
around 23 dBA. 

 
Given the data, we feel it is a more representative figure to use in this case. However, if you 
substitute the background noise level of 23dBA for night time, the proposal is still shown to have 
a ‘low impact’ at the nearest receptors, using the methodology found in BS4142:2014. 

 
We have considered the objectors reports and also visited the site at different times to assess the 
noise and are satisfied that the solar development is acceptable from a potential nuisance 
perspective. 
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Comments received on the 27/9/2022 
 
Further to comments made by this Department on 8th February and 26th August 2022 and in 
response to further information received, please can the applicant address the following concerns: 
 
An initial indicator assessment carried out by Environmental Health shows lower background 
noise levels than outlined in the Noise Impact Assessment carried out by Inacoustic, dated 8th 
December 2021.  As these measurements form the basis of the noise assessment, please can 
the applicant advice as to the level of confidence they have in these figures and carry out 
additional work if required. 
 
This work is in addition to information requested by this Department on 26th August 2022 
 
Comments received on the 8/2/2022 
 
This proposal is for a solar farm and a noise assessment report has been supplied which 
assesses the potential impact of noise generated by the 14 proposed invertors at the nearest 
noise sensitive  receptors. 
The report includes measurement of background noise levels and assesses the potential impacts 
using  the methodology set out in BS4142. The report suggests a maximum sound power level to 
be generated during the day and at night of 86dB LWA and 80dB LWA respectively with noise 
mitigation to be provided  by way of either the use of low noise invertors or noise reduction kit 
comprising of external acoustic  baffles to the air inlets and outlets. 
 
Our department has no objection to this proposal subject to the following condition: 
 
Prior to the commencement of the development the applicant must provide further design details 
of the  proposal which include noise mitigation at source in accordance with the noise assessment 
report dated 8th December 2021. These to be agreed by the local authority. 

 
4.14 Environmental Health Officer (Land Contamination) – No objection  
 

I refer to the above application and would make the following comments in relation to 
contaminated land and human health issues only. Given what's proposed, I've no comments to 
make. 

 
4.15 Public Rights of Way (PRoW) – No objection 
 
5. Representations 
 
5.1  Westhide Group Parish Council (WGPC) – objection (received 15 October 2022) 
 

The WGPC objects to this application as it conflicts with the WGPC Neighbourhood Plan - NDP 
policy P.13 and the Herefordshire Core Strategy PSD2 - 2, 3, and 4. 

 
However there are improvements/amendments which could be made to overcome this objection. 
 
1. The reduction of the site by the omission of fields A,D,E,I and H, these being of the highest 
agricultural land quality (mainly grade 1 and 2.) 
2. Submission of details of the connection to the national grid or ensure all placed underground. 
3. Details of the inverters and updated acoustic report. 
4. A legal agreement relating to landscape retention (woodland) being maintained by third parties, 
including Westhide Estates. 
5. A legal agreement requiring traffic routing. 
6. Requirement of construction and vehicular movements to be restricted to Mondays to Friday 
8am to 6pm. (No construction or activity during construction on weekends and bank holidays) 
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Without these further changes and details the WGPC retains its objection for the following 
reasons. 
 
1. The scheme covers a substantial area of the countryside and in association with the nearby 
Ocle Pychard strawberry ‘farm’ polytunnels will have a profound visual impact. 
2. There are no proposals for the transmission of the generated power to the national grid either 
by underground or overhead cables. 
3. The scheme is very large affecting the residential and visual amenity, with no direct community 
benefit. 
4. The site curves around the northern edge of Westhide and the submitted drawings fail to clearly 
illustrate the relation of the site to the dwellings. The majority the houses in Westhide will have a 
view of panels in addition for some also seeing the Ocle Pychard polytunnels. Both these are 
alien features in a ‘green’ countryside. 
5. The site is made up of 40% good – very good agricultural land. The best and most productive 
land should be preserved for agricultural production. 
6. During the construction stage there will be considerable noise generated by the use of pile 
drivers to insert metal supports. 
7. Whilst the acoustic report indicates that background noise levels from the equipment (inverters) 
will be relatively low there is concern that this statement s not yet substantiated since no specific 
equipment has been proposed. The consultants indicate that additional baffles or specific low 
noise inverters have been assumed. (The submitted plans only show an empty box design.) 
8. The routing of construction traffic to and from the A465 and along the C1130, with no vehicular 
movements through Withington (with the sole exception for the transformer) is offered, but there 
is concern over the enforceability. It will also be necessary to ensure that existing traffic operating 
from the Thinghill Court farm site is not diverted through Withington. 
Should the Planning Authority be minded to approve the application the WGPC would ask for. 
1. Full details of the proposed invertors and noise assessment to be submitted and approved 
before development commences 
2. Specific landscaping conditions relating to the retention of existing trees, the size of new trees, 
and the replacement of trees lost throughout the lifetime of the project. Any new tree screen 
planting to be undertaken the season before construction of the panels commences. 
3. Construction traffic only to use the A465 and C1130 up to the proposed entrance at Thinghill 
Court, with specific proposals to ensure the safe continued use of the public right of way/bridleway 
WT23. 
4. A further condition to ensure existing traffic generated by the farm complex is not diverted 
through Withington 
5. A section 106 agreement, or similar legal agreement, detailing any offered/proposed 
community benefits. (It is unclear as to whether the Planning Authority has a standard community 
benefit policy regarding contributions from green energy providers – noting that other authorities 
have policies detailing fixed benefits, including financial contributions.) 

 
5.2 Ocle Pychard Group Parish Council: Objection 
 
 Comments received on the 15 November 2023 
 
 Ocle Pychard Group Parish Council wish to make no further comment on this application, other 

than those made already. 
 

 Comments received on the 20 July 2022 
 
 Ocle Pychard Group Parish Council wish to continue to object to this application - with 

particular note being given to the fact that none of the parishioners concerns regarding noise 
pollution or flooding have been dealt with. 
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Comments received on 16 February 2022 
 
 Ocle Pychard Group Parish Council wish to OBJECT to this application for the following 

reasons: 
 

- There are significant concerns that the run-off from the panels into the local water courses 
will increase flooding in an already vulnerable area. 
- The report by the River Lugg Internal Drainage Board was noted as agreeing with this 
concern. 
- Noise pollution from the inverters has not been fully investigated and conclusively answered. 
Professional reports have been made available that suggest the developer’s assessments may 
not be as rigorous or accurate as needed. 
- There will be a significant impact on the residential amenity of the parishioners living nearby 
– both visually and due to noise pollution. 
- The area has recently seen development in the form of a large polytunnel installation. Any 
further development of this scale would represent a lack of proportionate development being 
focused on a small rural community. 
- It is queried whether the actual output figures of this venture are high enough to counter the 
over-riding impact this development would have on the area in terms of long term noise 
pollution; flooding risk and decreased residential amenity 

 
5.3 Withington Parish Council - Objection 
 
 Comments received on the 28 March 2022 – can be viewed in full through link below 
 https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=de0c3349-b016-11ec-baf1-

0050569f00ae 
  
 We would like to make it clear that it is the view of the parish council that: 
 

1. Should the development go ahead, there should be a legal obligation to compensate The 
Westhide community for the life of the project (initially 30 years), with additional payments 
made should there be any extension to this. 
 

2. Payment should be linked to the output and therefore profitability of the site, and should be 
index linked for the life of the scheme. 

 
3. There should be no conditions associated with the payments, and the annual amount 

should be paid to a community management committee or sub-committee of the parish 
council to decide how best to utilise the funds to benefit the local community. 

 
Comments received on the 8th July 2022 – can be viewed through link below 

 https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=fa76b26a-076f-11ed-905c-
005056ab11cd 

 
 Comments received on the 21 December 2022 
 
 Withington Group Parish Council (WGPC) welcomes the opportunity to further comment on 

this application and having read all the submissions and revisions our position has not 
changed. 

 
The WGPC objects to this application as it conflicts with the WGPC Neighbourhood Plan - 
NDP policy P.13 and the Herefordshire Core StrategynSD2 - 2, 3, and 4. 
 
 
 
 

https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=de0c3349-b016-11ec-baf1-0050569f00ae
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=de0c3349-b016-11ec-baf1-0050569f00ae
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=fa76b26a-076f-11ed-905c-005056ab11cd
https://myaccount.herefordshire.gov.uk/documents?id=fa76b26a-076f-11ed-905c-005056ab11cd
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Drainage: 
Currently only an attenuation pond is proposed, with no landscaping indicated. The location  is 
known to contribute to flooding in the area with the run off from these fields sweeping  down to 
flood dwellings below. It has not been clarified what effect heavy rainfall landing on the solar 
panels and running down them rather than being absorbed by a wider area of land  might have. 
 
Application Boundary: 
Whilst the area that the solar panels are to be situated in has been reduced, the application 
boundary has not been changed. The PC wondered if this might not be to accommodate  
further development in the future? 
 
Community Fund: 
The Parish Council feels strongly that this should be for the life of the project and not time 
limited and that it should be either linked to inflation or to the price paid for the electricity 
generated. 
 
Construction. 
In the Parish Council’s original objection requests were made to limit the hours of construction 
to Monday-Friday (no weekends or bank holidays due to the noise and disruption installation 
will cause to residents). This request still stands. 
 
In conclusion, the Parish Council OBJECTS to this scheme for the following reasons: 
 
1. Contrary to policies SD2 - 2.3,and 4 and NDP policy P13 
2. Impact on visual intrusion and cumulative impact of Solar Panels and polytunnels 
3. Likelihood of significant noise intrusion on residential properties as no details of final 

equipment to be installed in the substation have been received. 
The credibility of the meta data provided by the developer is still of concern and the PC await  
feedback from Herefordshire Council as to their view on this. 
 
The WGPC are still awaiting information that has previously been asked for about: 
 

• Validation of the noise survey findings and conditions be in place regarding acceptable 
noise levels once the scheme is completed and is operational as likelihood of significant noise 
intrusion on residential properties. No details on equipment to be installed in the substation 
have been provided. 
• Confirmation that all access routes will be accessed and repairs undertaken as necessary  
to return them to their current condition. 
• Full details of how the site will be connected to the grid, including details on how the impact 
and disruption to residents would be managed, are confirmed before approval is given. 
• Limits to times of construction to Monday-Friday (no weekend or bank holidays) 
• A unilateral agreement re Community Fund be in place without restriction on what it can be 

used for 
• Planting involves larger more mature trees and hedging, including non-native ever greens 

to shield the site from view as much as is practicable, all year round. 
 
Until all of the Parish Council’s questions have been answered satisfactorily, they will  
continue to object to this application. 

 
5.4 A total of 31 letters of objections were received to the initial submission. The comments can 

be summarised as follows: -  
 

 Scale of the development to large 

 Detrimental to the character of the rural agricultural landscape]Wide ranging effects of the 
landscape, intruding on views from several right of way and roads 
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 Failure to consider cumulative effects with other large scale industrial development 
including large polytunnel development to the north east. And to the east; 

 Detrimental effect upon the setting of the listed buildings within the surrounding area 

 Development includes prime agricultural land of Grad 1, 2 and 3a which should be used 
for food production.  

 Lack of details submitted with the application on number of panels and arrays. 

 Lack of details on the connection route to the electricity grid 

 Development requires a huge volume of HGV traffic on small single track lane 

 Impact of construction traffic on Bridleways 

 Detrimental to the safety and experience of pedestrians and horse riders during the 
construction period. 

 No reference to noise during construction period 

 Development would be intrusive and disturbance the tranquillity of the whole 
neighbourhood. 

 Development will make landscape and area less attractive as a tourist destination and will 
have a negative impact on the wider rural economy through loss of visitors. 

 Development will be a visual eyesore within the landscape 

 Development does not offer community benefit 

 Concerns development has potential to exacerbate the likelihood of flooding in the area 

 Loss of residential amenity  and enjoyment of rural peace and quite 

 Development will generate noise pollution especially during the night when background 
levels are low. The Background levels used for the noise assessment understates the 
impact during late evening. 

 Impacts levels in the noised assessment haven not been fully reported for adverse 
meteorogical conditions. 

 Noise from the solar farm needs to be contained, concerns over proposed mitigation and 
impact upon residents mental health 

 Position of the Invertors are of concerns in relation to noise 

 Proposed planting and wildlife enhancement limited 

 Proposal would impact upon the River Wye SSSI 

 Negative impact upon the Withington Conservation Area. 

 Visual impact is a major concern for local residents  

 Development does not relate to any other commercial infrastructure and is wholly 
inappropriate 

 Negative impact upon wildlife and their natural habitats 
 
5.5 A total of 8 letters of support have been received. The comments can be summarised as 

follows:- 
 

 Proposal represents a self-sufficient sustainable green energy scheme 

 Site is not overlooked and will not visually affect local residents 

 Will provide a 4.5km of permissive footpath around the site 

 Site will attract wildlife and provide a link to the tow path of the Herefordshire & 
Gloucestershire Canal 

 
 The consultation responses can be viewed on the Council’s website by using the following 

link:- 
 https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200142/planning_services/planning_application_search/details?id=214619&search-term=214619 

 

Internet access is available at the Council’s Customer Service Centres:- 
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/government-citizens-and-rights/customer-services-enquiries/contact-
details?q=customer&type=suggestedpage 

 
 
 
 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/info/200142/planning_services/planning_application_search/details?id=214619&search-term=214619
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/government-citizens-and-rights/customer-services-enquiries/contact-details?q=customer&type=suggestedpage
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/government-citizens-and-rights/customer-services-enquiries/contact-details?q=customer&type=suggestedpage
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6. Officer’s Appraisal 
 

Policy Context and Principle of Development 
 
6.1 Planning permission is sought for the installation of a solar photovoltaic (PV) farm with associated 

infrastructure to generated electricity which is to feed into the national grid through the Dormington 
sub-station which is located 4.4km to the south. The cable route will be across agricultural land 
and trenched (underground). 

 
6.2 The Government recognises that climate change is happening through increased greenhouse 

gas emissions, and that action is required to mitigate its effects. One action that is being promoted 
is a significant boost to the deployment of renewable energy generation. The Clean Growth 
Strategy 2017 anticipates that the 2050 targets set out in the Climate Change Act 2008 to reduce 
gas emissions by 100% will require, amongst other things, a diverse electricity system based on 
the growth of renewable energy sources. 

 
6.3 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) is a key material consideration in determining 

the planning application. Chapter 14 of the NPPF deals specifically with meeting the challenge of 
climate change, flooding and coastal change, sets out its support for renewable energy 
development. Paragraph 152 of the NPPF states that the planning system should help to shape 
places in ways that contribute to radical reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, minimise 
vulnerability and improve resilience. Paragraph 158 in the NPPF indicates that when determining 
planning applications for renewable energy developments, local authorities should not require 
applicants for energy developments to demonstrate the overall need for renewable or low carbon 
energy and also recognise that small-scale projects provide a valuable contribution to cutting 
greenhouse gas emissions and approve the application if its impacts are (or can be made) 
acceptable. Paragraph 158 also states that Local Planning Authority (LPA) should ‘approve the 
application if its impacts are (or can be made) acceptable’. 

 
6.4 The Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) on renewable and low carbon energy sets out the 

particular planning considerations that apply to solar farm proposals. It states that increasing the 
amount of energy from renewable and low carbon technologies will help to make sure the UK has 
a secure energy supply, reduce greenhouse gas emissions to slow down climate change and 
stimulate investment in new jobs and businesses. The PPG recognises that planning has an 
important role in the delivery on new renewable and low carbon energy infrastructure in locations 
where the local environmental impacts are acceptable. 

 
6.5 In considering this application the Council, as the LPA, is required to have regard to the provisions 

of the Development Plan insofar as they are material to the application, and to any other material 
considerations. Section 38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 states as 
follows: 

 
“If regard is to be had to the development plan for the purpose of any determination to be made 
under the Planning Acts the determination must be made in accordance with the plan unless 
material considerations indicate otherwise.”  

 
6.6 In this instance the adopted development plan is the Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy 

(CS) and the ‘made’ Withington Neighbourhood Development Plan (WNDP). The WNDP has a 
specific policy for renewable energy proposals in policy P13. The policy encourages renewable 
energy proposals that benefit the community where th meet the following criteria: 

  
a.  They respect the rural character of the locality; 
b.  They do not adversely affect local heritage such as archaeological sites and historic  

buildings, including their settings; 
c.  They will not adversely affect biodiversity; 
d.  Local and residential amenity is protected; 
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e.  Their scale reflects the community’s needs. 
 

6.7 The CS also contains a specific policy for renewable energy in Policy SD2. The policy supports 
development proposals that seek to deliver renewable and low carbon energy where they meet 
the following criteria: 

 
• The proposals does not adversely impact upon international or national designated natural 

and heritage assets; 
• The proposal does not adversely affect residential amenity; 
• The proposal does not result in any significant detrimental impact upon the character of 

the landscape and the built or historic environment and 
• The proposal can be connected efficiently to existing national grid infrastructure unless it 

can be demonstrated that energy generation would be used on –site to meet the needs of 
a specified end user. 

 
6.8 Policy SS7 of the CS relates to addressing climate change and promotes the use of decentralised 

and renewable or low carbon energy where appropriate. However, a key consideration in terms 
of responding to climate change includes taking in to account the known physical and 
environmental constraints when identifying locations for development. 

 
Principle of development 

 
6.9 The proposed development is to have a capacity of 25.MWp, and will meet the energy needs of 

approximately 9,098 homes in the Herefordshire area. The solar farm can be considered a 
temporary use of the land, with this development indicated as having a 30 year life span. The 
starting point for the consideration of this application is planning policy, both national and local. 
As set out above the NPPF is clearly supportive of proposals which generate renewable energy 
and it recognises the role which planning must pay in reduction in greenhouse gas emissions and 
renewable energy targets are to be met. Crucially the NPPF advises that applications for 
renewable energy should be approved if impacts are, or can be made acceptable, unless material 
considerations indicate otherwise. 

 
6.10 The PPG for renewable and low carbon energy advices that  there are no hard and fast rules 

about how suitable areas for renewable energy should be identified, but in considering locations, 
LPA’s will need to ensure they take into account the requirements of the technology and, critically, 
the potential impacts on the local environment. Paragraph 013 of the PPG advices that planning 
authorities should consider ‘the energy generating potential, which can vary for a number of 
reasons including, latitude and aspect’. 
 

6.11 One of the key determinant of suitability of a site to accommodate solar PV development is its 
proximity to a point of connection to the local electricity distribution network which must have the 
capacity to receive the renewable electricity generated by the development. Other key 
determinates are land availability, technical suitability of the site to deliver the solar farm and its 
suitability within the planning context. These considerations impose significant constraints on the 
land which is suitable in practice for solar farm development. 
 

6.12 In consideration of the principle of the development, a number of the representations received 
highlighted concerns with the distance between the site and the Dormington substation. It is 
recognised that the further the distance from the grid connection, the greater the challenge of 
transferring any generated electricity to the grid. Increased cabling can render a project 
uneconomical as well as causing disturbance to local residents during installation.  In response 
to the concerns raised, the applicant provided details on the grid connection and a site selection 
& land use report. The report confirms that a grid connection for the site has been secured at the 
Dormington substation. The Dormington substation is Herefordshire only 132kv grid connection 
and is the closest to the site.  
 



 

Further information on the subject of this report is available from Ms Rebecca Jenman on 01432 261961 

PF2 
 

6.13 Solar Farm installations typically requires an underground cable route to be developed to facilitate 
the connection to the nearby substations, thus requiring additional offsite infrastructure. Although 
initially the connection route was to be via the local highway network, given the concerns raised 
by local residents, an alternative route across agricultural land, avoiding nearby settlements is 
now currently being secured. This route will include existing poles, however some trenched cable 
routing will be required.  The application has confirmed that the key crossings being undertaken 
using Horizontal Direction Drill methods, specifically for the A4103, the railway line and the River 
Frome. Planning permission is not generally required for the installation of electricity undertaking.  

 
6.14 The site selection & land use report that outlines that during site selection alternative sites within 

a 3km radius of the site were considered. Factors such as proximity to properties and 
environmental designations, land grade, potential for visual impacts and access were all 
considered during the site selection, and led to the application site being chosen.  The site has a 
south facing aspect, with limited views into the site, an undulating topography and not in close 
proximity to any environmental designations. 

 
6.15 In response to increasing awareness of the impacts of climate change, Herefordshire Council 

declared a climate emergency on 8 March 2019. The proposed development would displace 
around 6,148 tonnes of C02 every year, providing around 26,385MWh of renewable energy per 
annum to approximately 9,098 homes. The proposed development would therefore contribute to 
the Councils target of addressing climate change and becoming carbon neutral, as well as 
complying with the NPPF on climate change objectives. The proposal would therefore provide 
significant environmental benefits in relation to renewable energy generation that has strong 
support under both local and national planning policy. 

 
6.16 Policy SD2 in the CS and P13 of the WNDP clearly supports proposals for renewable energy 

installations where they are in appropriate locations having no significant adverse impacts on the 
amenity of local people, historic features or on the environment. Whilst it is clear that the proposal 
will contribute to meeting the Governments renewable energy targets and contribute towards the 
reduction in greenhouse gases, the wider economic, social and environmental benefits of the 
proposal should be considered against any significant impacts on the surrounding area. 

 
6.17 It is recognised that the proposed development, as well as providing a renewable energy source 

would provide significant biodiversity net gain by improving habitats, creating a range of new and 
diverse habitats and enhancing connectivity with the surrounding landscape. The submitted 
Biodiversity Net Gain report identifies that the proposal would result in a 70% net gain for habitat 
units and 60% gain for hedgerow units. 

 
6.18 The application site is within open countryside in a rural working landscape. In light of the above 

outlined policies and guidance, the proposal in principle is considered to be consistent and in 
accordance with both National and Local policy with regards to improving sustainability. However, 
policy SD2 of the CS, sets out a criteria for renewable and low carbon energy development to 
meet to ensure that the resulting developments are of an appropriate scale and location and do 
not significantly impact upon the environmental quality of the area. Having regard for this criteria, 
and the characteristics and constraints of the site, along with the nature of the development being 
proposed, the following sections will go on to consider whether there are any other material 
considerations of such weight and magnitude, that might lead to a conclusion that despite the 
principle of the development being supported, the proposal represents an unsustainable form of 
development.  

 
6.19 The main material planning issues which have been identified are considered to be: 

 Loss of agricultural land 

 The visual impact of the development on landscape character and visual amenity; 

 The implications on the biodiversity and specifically the River Wye SSSI; 

 The implications of the proposal for flood risk within the area; 

 The impact of the proposal on heritage assets; 
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 The impact upon the local highways; and 

 The impact the proposal has on local residential amenity. 
 

Loss of agricultural land 
 
6.20 The Written Ministerial Statement (WMS) of 25 March 2015 relates to the unjustified use of 

agricultural land and expects any proposal for a solar farm involving the best and most versatile 
agricultural land (BMV) to be justified by the most compelling evidence. The WMS was linked to 
the updated PPG on renewables (paragraph 13), which explains that where a proposal involves 
greenfield land, consideration should be given to whether the proposed use of any agricultural 
land has been shown to be necessary, whether poorer quality land has been used in preference 
to higher quality land and to whether the proposal allows for continued agricultural use where 
applicable and/or encourages biodiversity improvements around arrays. This approach is also 
reflected in the NPPF, which suggests that where significant development of agricultural land is 
demonstrated to be necessary, areas of poorer quality land should be preferred to those of a 
higher quality. 

 
6.21 Paragraph 174 in the NPPF indicates that decisions should recognises the economic and other 

benefits of best and most versatile (BMV) agricultural land. The PPG defines BMV agricultural 
land as Grade 1, 2 and 3a indicating that agricultural land quality is a factor when assessing 
proposals. Grade 3a is identified as being the lowest grade of BMV, while Grade 3b lies outside 
of the NPPF definition. The consideration of any non-agricultural application is whether the use 
of any agriculture land is necessary and whether a proposal allows for continued agricultural use. 
Policy SS7 of the CS also seeks to protect the BMV agricultural land where possible in order to 
mitigate impacts on climate change. The loss of agricultural land is therefore a material 
consideration and the weight afforded to that loss will depend on the grade of the land and the 
extent of the loss set against other material considerations. 

 
6.22 A number of representations received highlighted concerns with the effect of the proposed 

development on the use of BMV, including consideration of the site selection process. The 
proposed solar farm would occupy the land within the site for a temporary period of 30 years, 
after which the land would return wholly to agricultural use. However, the temporary nature of the 
proposal is not enough justification on its own to use the BMV for the proposal, as there will likely 
be an effect on food production over the 30 year period, which in itself exceeds a generation of 
change. 

 
6.23 The applicants Agricultural Land Classification report submitted in support of the proposal 

provides a breakdown of the grading of land within the site. The application on its original 
submission included 12ha of grade 1 land, 11.5ha of grade 2 land and 4ha of grade 3a and 47% 
of the land classified as grade 3b across the whole 61.7ha. The scheme was significantly reduced 
during the application process to reflect the concerns raised in representation, especially those 
relating to the loss of agricultural land. The addendum to the Agricultural Land Classification 
report identifies that no land classified as Grade 1 or Grade 2 is now covered by solar 
infrastructure, with land to remain in agricultural production. In the amended scheme 1 ha of grade 
3a land is to be covered by solar infrastructure and 23ha of grade 3b land is to be covered, which 
equates to 96% of the proportion of area covered by solar infrastructure. Overall, the amendments 
have ensured that land of Grade 1, 2 and most of 3a would remain available for food production, 
and the proposal would now only result in the loss of 1ha of BMV land. 

 
6.24 Natural England are a statutory consultee on development that would lead to the loss of over 

20ha of BMV agricultural land. The proposed development on its original submission was likely 
to affect 27.5ha of BMV agricultural land. Natural England advised in their comments on the 12 
September 2022 that the proposed development, if temporary as described, is unlikely to lead to 
significant permanent loss of BMV agricultural land, as a resource for future generations. This is 
because the solar panels would be secured to the ground by steel piles with limited soil 
disturbance and could be removed in the future with no permanent loss of agricultural land quality 
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likely to occur, provided the appropriate soil management is employed and the development is 
undertaken to high standards. Although some components of the development, such as the 
construction of the sub-station, may permanently affect agricultural land this would be limited to 
small areas of agricultural land. 

 
6.25 Natural England have not provided further comments on the application as the amendments have 

reduced the BMV land to be lost to 1ha of Grade 3a land. It is recognised that during the life of 
the proposed development it is likely that there will be a reduction in agricultural production over 
the whole development area and this should be a consideration in the determination of the 
application and consideration should be given to if the development is an effective use of land in 
line with the PPG which encourages the siting of large scale solar farms on previously developed 
and non-agricultural land.  

 
6.26 In conclusion, only 1ha of BMV land is not to be used for solar infrastructure, with the remainder 

of the BMV land in the site to remain in agricultural production.  In line with footnote 53 of 
paragraph 174B of the NPPF, the amended scheme has ensured that only the poorer quality of 
land is used for the solar infrastructure and taken out of agricultural production. The land will be 
fully reinstated at the end of 30 years, with the soil having not been subject to the effects of 
intensive arable farming during this time, thereby allowing a natural soil ecosystem to develop.  

 
6.27 The submitted assessment provides a comprehensive site and soil assessment which has been 

carried out by a suitable qualified professional and provides and demonstrates that the 
development will not result in the loss of higher grades of agricultural land. On balance, although 
the LPA recognises that agricultural land is a finite commodity and food security is equally 
important as energy security, the proposed scheme as amended falls outside of Grade 1, Grade 
2 and almost all 3a BMV land across the site.  Given the temporary nature of the scheme, with 
the biological and landscape enhancements proposed, the proposal would not conflict with the 
objectives of paragraph 174 of the NPPF and policy SS7 of the CS. 

 
Landscape Character & Visual Amenity 

 
Landscape character 

 
6.28 Paragraph 174 of the NPPF indicates that the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside 

should be recognised. Policy LD1 of the CS seeks to conserve and enhance the natural, historic 
and scenic beauty of important landscapes and features through the protection of the area’s 
character and by enabling appropriate uses, design and management. National and Local policies 
do not seek to protect the countryside from development, but rather protect and enhance valued 
landscapes. 

 
6.29 The application site does not form part of any designated landscape, however it is in close 

proximity to the Withington Conservation Area which is located to the west and the Three Choirs 
Way, a long distance path which travels around the west and north of the site. The disused 
Hereford to Ledbury Canal runs along the northern boundary of the site. 

 
6.30 The site is within a rural location detached from any settlement. In terms of landscape character 

the north- western fields are identified within the Herefordshire Landscape Character Assessment 
(HLCA) as Riverside Meadow. These are area characterised by flat and generally well drained 
alluvial floodplains which are defined by linear patterns of willow and alter, with tree cover 
represented by stream side and hedgerow trees. The south and eastern fields in comparison are 
identified as Estate Farmlands which are characterised by medium to large sized fields with a 
mixed farming use and planned woodlands. The wider surrounding landscape is predominantly 
Principle Settled Farmlands  which are found in low lying and gently undulating landscapes 
characterised by  hedgerows for field boundaries and mixed farming land use, with the overall 
landscape strategy is one of ‘conservation’ and ‘enhancement’. The landscape characterised of 
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the site and immediate surroundings embody the typical landscape characteristic of the character 
area, and make a positive contribution to the rural landscape character of the locality. 

 
6.31 Submitted in support of the application was a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), 

which has been undertaken in accordance with the guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Assessment Third Edition. An addendum to the LVIA was submitted with the amended plans, 
which accompanied amended Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement plans and a Masterplan. 
The LVIA recognises that the nature, scale and form of the development would invariably result 
in some adverse effects on the existing landscape character. However, recognising the reduction 
in panels across the site, the limited height of the development, combined with a retention and 
enhancement of field boundaries and vegetation, the conclusion is the landscape and visual 
effects would be relatively localised and minor adverse or lower.  The LVIA concludes that the 
effect on the landscape character is not regarded as unacceptable and over time will be enhanced 
through the maturity of the mitigation planting. 

 
6.32 Within the representations received it is clear that the site and surrounding landscape is of value 

to locals due to its rural nature and tranquillity. Representation also references its undisturbed 
nature and it is clear that the views into and across the site when approaching or leaving the small 
settlement of Westhide are held in a high regard by residents, as well as views from the grounds 
of private properties. 

 
6.33 The NPPF does not define what constitutes a valued landscape. The LPA accept that all 

landscapes are valued by someone at some time. However, the application site and the 
surrounding landscape does not have any demonstrable attributes which would elevate it to a 
framework valued landscape. 

 
6.34 The removal of panels in the fields to the south and east of the site have resulted in the arrays 

being less prominent and seen at a distance from the nearby private properties in Westhide and 
the viewpoints to the west of Westhide. The proposal does not change the topography of the site 
and retains and enhances the structure of the landscape since the arrays are to sit entirely within 
existing field boundaries. All existing vegetation and hedgerows are to be restored and improved. 
The conclusion of the LVIA is the effect of the propose development on the magnitude of change 
to the local landscape character is low adverse, and the landscape effects as minor adverse. 

 
6.35 Landscaping mitigation outlined on the Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) is 

still proposed along the boundaries of Fields A, D, C and F to create layers of vegetation which 
overtime will filter the views. The overall landscape mitigation approach would result in a 
significant beneficial effect for the landscape character and visual amenity. Trees and hedgerow 
enhancements ae consistent with the landscape strategy of the HLCA, which ultimately seeks to 
conserve and enhance the landscape character. 

 
6.36 The proposal would introduce a large development of industrial appearance, which will 

fundamentally change the character of the immediate landscape for the duration of the 
development. However, given the general topography of the area, the effects of the solar arrays 
on the overall landscape character would be limited to the immediate landscape setting. Taking 
all matters into consideration, the significance of the proposed development on landscape 
character would be moderate. 
 
Visual Impact 

 
6.37 The LVIA provides an assessment of the likely views of the development form 13 viewpoints, at 

both local and medium distance views. The viewpoints were selected in consultation with the 
Councils Landscape Officer, All viewpoints were restricted to publically accessible locations and 
were considered to represent visibility from key visual receptor groups. Baseline photographic 
panoramas were obtained from each viewpoint in the direction of the proposed site and baseline 
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landscape character and visual amenity were identified before a qualitative appraisal of the likely 
visual effects was carried out. 

 
6.38 All of the representations received refer to the visual impacts from the proposed development. It 

is acknowledged that different receptors would appreciate and experience the landscape in many 
different ways, depending on whether they live in, work in, or visiting the area. It is also further 
acknowledged that the views obtained from the viewpoints are only a snapshot of the site and do 
not reflect the experience of walkers as they proceed along public footpaths and highways. 

 
Figure 7 within the LVIA showing zone of Theoretical Visibility and location of viewpoints assessed. 

 
6.39 Within the LVIA 13 publicly accessible viewpoints were selected to provide a representative 

sample and spread of typical view towards the site. Figure 7 above taken from the LVIA identifies 
the location of the viewpoints. For each of the viewpoints a 15 year assessment of effects has 
been carried out, and it is considered that this assessment of effects are the most important to 
access the visual impact of the scheme as it is these which will last the longest and for most of 
the life of the scheme. That said, it is still important to consider the effects of the scheme visually 
between years 1 to 15. 

 
6.40 For viewpoints 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13, the level of visual effects after 15 years is judged 

as negligible. In landscape assessment terms, a negligible effect is where the proposed changes 
would maintain the existing view or where, on balance, the proposed changes would maintain the 
quality of the view and the development would only occupy limited geographical extent. 

 
6.41 For viewpoints 6, 7 and 8 the visual effects are judged as minor adverse during the construction 

and on completion, however the assessment considers that on the maturity of the magnitude of 
planting proposed the effects will be reduced to negligible adverse. Typically this is where the 
proposal would represent a low magnitude of change and the landscape receptor would have low 
susceptibility to the development, and a high ability to accommodate the specific proposed 
change. 

 
6.42 Views from public footpaths are considered to be limited with small glimpses of the arrays, 

however proposed planting will help filter these views, and the effects on the landscape character 
would not be significant. The scheme includes mitigation and enhancement measures across the 
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site (see plan below) and this has been amended to reflect the reduction of panels and to respond 
to representations received. All existing hedgerows and tree belts to the perimeter of the site and 
internally are retained and incorporated into the scheme to maintain landscape character as well 
as filter and screen views of the development. Hedgerows are all to be gapped up and reinforced 
and managed to grow. Long term management and maintenance plans will be put in place and 
new specimen trees within easing hedgerows and around the perimeter are to be incorporated. 

 

 
Masterplan 3352_L_GA_0_01 Rev O 

 
 
6.43 Overall the amended plans are supported by the landscape officer and the proposed landscape 

planting and mitigation will ensure that views of the development from public vantage points are 
filtered and broken up by intervening vegetation, although it is acknowledged that the panes would 
still be noticeable, especially during the winter. The magnitude of the visual effects would improve 
over the 15 years and throughout the life span of the development as planting matures. Conditions 
can secure final hard and soft landscaping  and enhancement. 

 
6.44 Consideration has been given to the historic route of the Canal on the western and northern 

boundary. In accordance with the policy E4 of the CS, the proposal not prevent or prejudice the 
restoration of a continuous route. The proposed landscaping also allows for restoration of the 
proposed canal route along its boundaries. 

 
6.45 It is acknowledged that a number of residential properties would have views across the application 

site, especially those to the south in Westhide.  The amendments have created further distance 
between the residential properties and arrays. Landscaping mitigation and changes in topography 
would filter the views. The LVA has assessed visual effects on views from residential properties 
and recognises that residential receptors have a high sensitivity to changes in the view, however 
the reduction in panels and removal of arrays from the eastern filters has reduced the magnitude 
of change. 

 
6.46 Cumulative effects of the development on the landscape character and visual amenity have also 

been assessed within the LVIA (Appendix G). The assessment identified a large polytunnel 
development at Ocle Pychard to the north, and the recently approved Larport Solar Farm at 
Dormington which construction is yet to have started. The assessment concluded that cumulative 
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visibility of the site with  either development are limited due to the nature of the local and form 
and the layering of vegetation across the study area and will not be seen in combination. 

 
Conclusion on landscape character and visual effects 

 
6.47 The proposal would introduce a large development of industrial appearance, which will 

fundamentally change the character of the immediate landscape for the duration of the 
development. However, given the general topography of the area, the effects of the solar arrays 
on the overall landscape character would be limited to the immediate landscape setting. Similarly, 
there would be harm to the appearance and visual amenity of the area as perceived from a limited 
number of residential properties and short lengths of public rights of way. It is acknowledged that 
all the proposed planting and reinforcement of hedgerows will take time to development and 
mature. It is inevitable that located in the countryside a solar farm of the scale proposed will have 
some adverse landscape character and visual impact. However, through a combination of 
reinforcement of existing vegetation and the introduction of new landscape mitigation, the adverse 
effects would be limited and localised. As the proposed planting matures, the adverse effects 
would be reduced and would be acceptable. The 30 year life span of the proposed development 
is significant, however once the solar farm is decommissioned, there would be no residual 
adverse landscape effects. The proposed landscaping scheme would leave an enhanced 
landscape consistent with policy LD2 of the CS 

 
6.48 The Landscape Officer has requested that a fully detailed hard and soft landscape scheme to be 

provided prior to the commencement of the development with a 30 year landscape management 
and maintenance plan which incorporates both biodiversity and landscape requirements for 
establishment and care of the land is secured through conditions. 

 
Impact on Heritage Assets 

 
6.49 Policy LD4 of the CS requires heritage assets to be protected, conserved and enhanced, and 

requires the scope of the work to ensure this to be proportionate to their significance, it does not 
include a mechanism for assessing how harm should be factored into the planning balance. As a 
result, and in order to properly consider the effects of development on heritage assets, recourse 
should be had to the NPPF in the first instance. 

 
6.50 Paragraphs 188 - 202 of the NPPF (2021) deal with the approach to decision-making according 

to the significance of the heritage asset and the degree of harm arising as a consequence of 
development. Paragraph 199 confirms that great weight should be given to the conservation of 
designated heritage assets. Paragraph 201 is a restrictive policy and directs refusal where a 
proposed development will lead to substantial harm to or total loss of significance of a designated 
heritage asset. This is unless such harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits 
that outweigh the harm or loss or where all 4 stated exceptions criteria apply. 

 
6.51 The application has been supported with a Heritage Desk based Assessment which identifies 27 

listed buildings, Wellington Conservation Area and 2 Scheduled Monuments in a 1KM area. The 
conclusion of the assessment was that the development proposal will not have a significant 
harmful impact on the setting of the listed buildings. The Councils Historic Buildings Officer (HBO) 
has confirmed that they concur with the conclusion and would raise no objection to the proposal 
on the grounds of the setting of listed buildings. Having been on site and spent time in the local 
area, Officers consider that due to the separation distance and intervening vegetation and 
topography, the development will not harm the setting of the Wellington Conservation Area.  The 
proposed development would therefore not be in conflict with Policy LD4 of the CS. 
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Ecology and Biodiversity 
 
6.52 In respect of matters of biodiversity and ecology, CS policy LD2 and paragraphs 174-177 of the 

NPPF apply. These generally require that proposals protect, conserve and enhance the county’s 
biodiversity assets and make adequate provision for protected species. 

 
6.53 The application site is on the southern bank of the Little Lugg which joins the River Lugg SSSI 

and River Wye SAC around 4.5km to the west of the site. As such the application triggers the 
need for a Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) process to be carried out. The Councils 
Ecologist undertook a HRA prior to the reduction of panels. The assessment identified 3 potential 
effect pathways which were assessed. These were: 

 
1. Water Quality impacted by run-off from the site carrying nutrients (phosphate and nitrogen), 

oils and fuels 
2. Harm or loss or disturbance of Species due to construction and operation 
3. Habitat loss or damage due to construction and operation 

 
6.54 Following assessment, the Ecologist concluded that all three potential effect pathways can be 

screened out of having any potential impact upon the River Lugg SSSI and the associated River 
Wye SAC without the need to consider mitigation measures. As such the Council concluded that 
an Appropriate Assessment was not required. Natural England were consulted on this conclusion 
and provided no comments. The Ecologist has concluded that there is no legal barrier under the 
HRA process for planning permission not to be granted.  The Ecologist was consulted on the 
amended plans and documents and confirmed that a new HRA and consultation with NE were 
not required due to the nature of the amendments (reduction in size). 

 
6.55 Policy LD2 sets out a hierarchical approach to the protection of nature conservation sites and 

habitats against a context that all development proposals should, where appropriate, restore and 
enhance existing biodiversity and geodiversity features on site and connectivity to wider 
ecological networks and create new biodiversity features and habitats. 

 
6.56 The application has been supported with an Ecological Appraisal (The Landmark Practice 

December 2021) and a Biodiversity Net Gain Report (The Landmark Practice October 2022). In 
terms of ecological impacts, the documents identify that the habitats to be lost to the development 
are largely the agricultural land which will be fitted with arrays of panels which will have species 
rich grassland created under and around them as shown on the LMEP. The vast majority of 
existing hedgerows are to be retained and enhanced with new hedgerow planting. The scheme 
also includes the provision of native hedgerows, native woodland mix, and native species rich 
grassland planting under the panels in the long term. The biodiversity assessment for the site 
shows a 69.89% biodiversity net gain in habitat units, 59.06% gain in hedgerow units. The scheme 
will therefore deliver significant net gain for biodiversity and appropriate long term management 
and monitoring has been set out in the submitted documents and can be secured via conditions.   

 
6.57 The Council’s Ecologist has reviewed the scheme and has not identified any significant harm 

which would bring the proposed scheme into conflict with policy LD2 of the CS. A range of 
conditions are recommended to secure implementation of the report’s recommendations, as well 
as to secure further details for measures for biodiversity enhancement to ensure biodiversity and 
protected species are accounted for. Subject to this, there is no policy conflict found. Natural 
England have been consulted and raise no objection. 

 
Flood risk and drainage 

 
6.58 Policy SD3 of the CS requires all development proposals to include measures for sustainable 

water management to be an integral element of any new development in order to reduce flood 
risk; to avoid impact on water quality; to protect and enhance groundwater resources and to 
provide opportunities to enhance biodiversity, health and recreation 
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6.59 Paragraph 163 of the NPPF requires that when determining any planning applications, local 

planning authorities should ensure that flood risk is not increased elsewhere. It also requires that 
where appropriate, applications should incorporate sustainable drainage systems, unless there 
is clear evidence that this would be inappropriate. Paragraph 165 states that any major 
development should incorporate sustainable drainage systems unless there is clear evidence that 
this would be inappropriate 

 
6.60 The majority of the application site is located within the low probability Flood Zone 1. However, 

areas of the site along the northern boundary adjacent the watercourse are within Flood Zone 2 
and 3, medium to high probability of flooding.  Both the Sequential and Exception Test have been 
conducted in the updated FRA submitted following the revisions t the scheme and initial 
comments received from the Councils Drainage Engineer. Annex 3 of the NPPF confirms that 
Solar Farms are to be considered as Essential Infrastructure and therefore not considered 
inappropriate in 3b subject to consideration of the Sequential and Exception Tests. 

 
6.61 The EA and Councils Drainage Engineer have confirmed that the proposed development is 

classed as ‘Essential Infrastructure’ and is not considered inappropriate within Flood Zone 3b. 
However there is still a requirement under paragraphs 162-164 of the NPPF for the exception test 
to be applied. In accordance with paragraph 163 the application has been supported with a site 
specific flood risk assessment. The paragraph states that to pass the exception test is should be 
demonstrated that: 

 
a) the development would provide wider sustainability benefits to the community that outweigh 
the flood risk; and 
b) the development will be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of its users, 
without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and , where possible, will reduce flood risk overall. 

 
Both elements of the exception test need to be satisfied for development to be allocated or 
permitted. 

 
6.62 In relation to the first part the proposed development it is considered to pass the exception test 

as the development would provide a wider sustainability benefit to the community in the form of 
renewable energy that outweigh the flood risk.  

 
6.63 In relation to the second part, the FRA outlines that it is only the northern fringes of the site which 

fall in to flood zone 3 and 2. An ICM Infoworks model was constructed with a view to quantifying 
the risk of fluvial flooding during a 1 in 100 year plus + 40% Climate Change event. The model 
shows that during the 1 in 100 year + CC fluvial flood even the maximum predicted flood depth is 
0.22m. With the panels situated a minimum of 0.8m above the ground, and all Inverters, 
substation and containers located in flood zone 1, the development will be safe for its lifetime 
taking into account the vulnerability of its users, without increasing flood risk elsewhere. These 
measures are considered to satisfy the requirements of part 2 of the exception test. The LPA are 
satisfied that be its design and nature, the development will not increase flood risk in the wider 
catchment 

 
6.64 During the course of the application a revised surface water drainage strategy was submitted to 

take into account comments raised by the Drainage Consultant. A 10, A 10,691m2, 1m deep 
attenuation basin will discharge at the greenfield rate of 22l/s via a 209mm hydrobrake to the 
southern drainage ditch. A 500mm bund, at ground level, is proposed around the top of the 
attenuation basin to act as freeboard. The bund will be lowered at the outfall to create a weir 
overflow. The SuDS layout for the site has been designed to ensure all swales and ditches can 
be accessed for maintenance. The applicant has confirmed that a 9m easement will be 
maintained along the side of the watercourses that bound and run through this site. 
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6.65 The concerns raised by Withington Parish Council in connection with the risk of increased flooding 
within the area from the development are acknowledged. However, the Councils Drainage 
Engineer has confirmed that based on the recent surface water drainage drawing Rev P08 the 
application is compliant with Policy SD3 in terms of sustainable water management and reduces 
the risk of flooding. No further conflict with policy SD3 of the CS has been identified. 

 
Highways Impact 

 
6.66 Policy MT1 of the CS deals specifically with traffic management and highway safety. The policy 

requires development proposals to demonstrate that the strategic and local highway network can 
absorb traffic impacts of the development without adversely affecting the safe and efficient flow 
of traffic on the network and ensure that the developments are designed and laid out to achieve 
safe entrance and exit and have appropriate operational and manoeuvring space within the site. 

 
6.67 During the course of the application following comments from the Councils Highways Engineer 

and concerns raised in representations, a revised Construction Traffic Management Plan was 
submitted. The majority of construction traffic for the proposed development is to arrive via the 
A465 to the north and west of the site where materials will be stored and transported before being 
transported to the site via smaller vehicles. The proposed construction access route will form a 
one-way routing arrangement, utilising the C1130 and Thinghill Lane. 

 
6.68 The construction access is an existing access point which will not require any upgrade to 

accommodate the construction vehicles. The Highways Engineer has confirmed the access 
meets the required visibility in each direction. The development is expected to be constructed 
over 25 weeks, with approximately 55 two way trips per day on average .Once constructed the 
development is likely to generate on average 2 visits per month. Overall the Highways Engineer 
has raised no objection to the proposal and is satisfied with the level of details provided. Subject 
to conditions no policy conflict with policy MT1 has been identified. 

 
Residential Amenity – noise/nuisance 

 
6.69 Policy SD1 of the CS deals with sustainable design and energy efficiency and requires all 

proposals to safeguard the residential amenity for existing and proposed residents, ensuring new 
development does not contribute to, or suffer from, adverse impacts arising from noise, light or 
air contamination.  It is also listed in the second criteria of policy SD2 that development proposals 
delivering renewable energy will not adversely affect residential amenity.  

 
6.70 Section 12 of the NPPF Achieving Well-Designed Places, is also relevant, in particular paragraph 

130 which seeks to ensure development creates a high standard of amenity for existing and future 
users. Paragraph 185 also highlights the need for decisions to ensure that new development is 
appropriate for its location taking into account the likely effects (including cumulative effects) on 
the living conditions and the natural environment that could arise from the development. This 
includes identifying and protecting tranquil areas which have remained relatively undisturbed by 
noise and mitigating against potential adverse impacts resulting from noise from new 
development. 

 
6.71 There are a number of residential properties within 420m – 600m of the site, however all are 

separated by agricultural land, with hedgerows and vegetation. The main impact from the 
development on the amenity of existing residential properties in the area could be from the noise 
and nuisance from the Inverters within the development. A number of representations received 
highlight concerns in relation to noise from the 6 inverters and substation within the scheme. 

 
6.72 It is acknowledged that the residents of The Kymin have commissioned a response by 

TGSacoustics Ltd to assess the Applicants Noise Impact Assessment by Inacoustics. 
TGSacoustics do not carry out their own assessment. The report identified a number of concerns 
with the Applicants Noise Impact Report in connection with the use of model figures for the 
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operating time and the lack of detail and clarity of date presented. Following the reduction in 
panels, the residents of The Kymin commissioned a further appraisal of the amended Inacoustics 
report. This appraisal identifies that the reduction in area has the potential to make a significant 
change to the residents of The Kymin, which would now be located at a distance of 984m from 
the centre of the nearest noise source on the site. The assessment identifies that the distance 
between the nearest invertor and the property has increased, and topography would also assist 
in reducing noise levels at the property. It is noted that other properties such as New Cottages, 
Ash Grove and Dodmarch Cottage would be at a closer distance. 

 
6.73 The Councils Environmental Health Officers have spent time on site and carried out a number of 

their own noise readings. The Officers have identified that the revised plans make a significant 
positive change on the potential impacts to the area and specifically at The Kymin. The Officers 
do identify that the background noise levels used with in the Inacoustic report are not truly 
representative of the background level through the year. In the Officers assessment they have 
substituted the background noise level to 23dBA which having spent time on site they believe is 
a more representative figure. Using the 23dBA levels the proposal is still shown to have a ‘low 
impact’ at the nearest receptors using the methodology found in BS4142:2014. 

 
6.74 Overall the Environmental Health Officers have confirmed that based on the information provided 

to date, the development would have no adverse impact on the residential amenity of nearby 
dwellings in terms of noise. However, given the concerns raised by local residential and to ensure 
that there is sufficient and adequate noise mitigation in place, it is recommend that a noise 
management is secured and controlled under a condition. The noise management plan will allow 
for any complaints or concerns that might arise to be reviewed and recorded in writing annually 
and will identify what actions have / shall been undertaken. The imposition of such a condition is 
considered to be reasonable given the concerns that are raised and the lifetime of the 
development.  

 
6.75 The proposed development will not give rise to any emissions or require any lighting. Although it 

is acknowledged that during the construction period there will be disturbance and an increase in 
lighting and noise generated form construction traffic.  A Construction and Environmental 
Management Plan has been provided in support of the application and details measures which 
will be put in place to control theses impacts on nearby residential properties. Further conditions 
can control the working hours and lighting and are recommended. 

 
6.76 It is considered that subject to an appropriate conditions relating to the controls on noise and 

operations, the proposal will have a relatively low impact on the amenity of nearby dwellings, and 
is capable of being compliant with policy SD1 of the CS. 

 
Glint and Glare 

 
6.77 The PPG identities that one of the considerations of large scale solar farms is the impact on the 

surrounding environment from ‘glint and glare’. To be clear, glint refers to a momentary flash of 
bright light and glare refers to a continuous source of bright light which is typically received by 
static receptors or from large reflective surfaces. 

 
6.78 The application was not supported by any specific assessment on glint and glare. The applicant 

has confirmed that initial assessments of the site did not identify any need for a study to be carried 
out on the site due to the topography of the site and distance between the road and properties.  

 
6.79 Having spent time on site and within the surrounding area, and having regard for the orientation 

of the panels, Officers do not consider that there will be any significant impacts in regards to glint 
of glare on surrounding road users or for resident dwelling within the area. The proposed planting 
around the boundaries will be secured through a condition which will further prevent glint and 
glare on receptors. Overall, it is considered that the proposed development will not have an 
adverse impact upon the residential amenity of existing residents living in close proximity of the 
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site, or impact upon local road users. No conflict with policy SD1 or MT1 of the CS in regards to 
glint and glare have been identified. 

 
Community Benefit Fund 

 
6.80 The comments received from Withington Parish Council regarding a community benefit fund have 

been noted.  The applicant has confirmed that a voluntary commitment on behalf of the developer 
to put money into a fund which is available to the Parish Council has been offered and initial 
discussion have been held. For clarification, any provision of a community financial benefit is not 
a material planning consideration in determining the planning application for renewable energy.  
There is no requirement in local and national planning policies for any financial benefit to be 
offered. 

 
Conclusion 

 
6.81 The Government has recognised a climate emergency and as such Government policy is to 

support the development of renewable energy sources, including solar power, to help ensure the 
UK has a secure energy supply and reduce greenhouse gas emissions to slow down climate 
change. The proposal would generate 25.1MW of sufficient to power 9,098homes each year with 
clean energy (reducing carbon dioxide by around 6,148 tonnes annually). 

 
6.82 There are no physical constraints limiting early development of this site and a grid connection 

offer is in place. As such, the scheme could make an early and significant contribution to the 
objective of achieving the Governments statutory Net target set for 2050. This is considered to 
be a substantial benefit of the scheme, and Officers give significant weight to the generation of 
renewable energy and the contribution to a low carbon economy and the provision of secure 
energy.  

 
6.83 There are a number of considerations that weigh in favour of the proposed development. Further 

benefits of the scheme is the provision of a biodiversity new gain of 69.89% in habitat units, and 
59.06% gain in hedgerow units.  This benefit would endure beyond the operational life of the 
proposal and would be unlikely to be realised in the absence of the proposed development, given 
the significant resources required. This attracts significant weight in favour of the proposal and 
can be secured via conditions. 

 
6.84 In addition, the proposal would contribute to the local economy, through the creation of 

construction-related jobs and the ongoing contribution to the local and wider economy, as well as 
the wider benefits of reducing reliance on imported fossil fuels. Together with environmental 
benefits to water, runoff, landscape character, and  sequestration of carbon in soils achieved 
through planting and changes in land use across the appeal site, and the provision of a new 
section of permissive footpath (including around the perimeter of the site, these matters attract 
significant weight in favour of the proposal. 

 
6.85 Officers recognises the requirement to consider benefits against the adverse impacts of the 

proposal. Both national and local policies recognise that large scale solar farms may result in 
some landscape and visual harm. However, both adopt a positive approach indicating that 
development can be approved where the harm is outweighed by the benefits. The proposal would 
have some localised harm to landscape character and some visual harm in conflict with the 
relevant development plan policies. However the imperative to tackle climate change, as 
recognised in legislation and energy policies, and the very significant benefits of the scheme 
clearly and decisively outweigh the limited harm. The proposed mitigation is consist with the 
landscape character and once the development has been decommissioned there would be no 
residual adverse landscape impact but rather an enhanced landscape consistent with the 
objectives of the CS. 
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6.86 Through the amended plans, the proposal has secured the use of the poorer quality land, leaving 
the BMV land in arable production in line with the PPG and NPPF. Despite the reduction of 
coverage of solar arrays, the amended plans have maintained the level of landscaping and 
biodiversity enhancement. 

 
6.87 Officers are satisfied that the proposal will not contribute to adverse impacts arising from noise, 

and an appropriate condition is included to capture any further mitigation if the need arises. The 
development type is considered to be compatible with the flood zone it is sited within, and is 
acceptable in drainage terms, with no adverse highways impact identified. There would be no 
material impact upon the residential amenity or living conditions of nearby residents and no 
concerns relating to potential glint and glare impacts. 

 
6.88 As the report and application submission demonstrates, there are environmental benefits in terms 

of renewable energy and a net gain in habitat biodiversity. The greatest significant benefit of the 
scheme is considered to be the imperative to tackle climate change, as recognised in legislation 
and energy policies which clearly and decisively outweigh the temporary and less than substantial 
harm to the visual landscape amenity in the locality and the nearby designated heritage assets 
that are discussed above. 

 
6.89 To conclude, drawing the above together and taking all material considerations into account as 

outlined above, it is considered that the proposal would make a material contribution to the 
objectives of achieving the decarbonisation of energy production which significantly and it is not 
considered that any adverse impacts would significantly and demonstrably outweigh this benefit. 
The proposal is therefore considered an acceptable form of development that accords with the 
objectives of relevant national policy as a whole, and policy SD2 of the CS and Policy P13 of the 
WNDP. The application is recommended for approval subject to the conditions set out below. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That planning permission be granted subject to the following conditions and any other further 
conditions considered necessary by officers named in the scheme of delegation to officers: 
 
 
1. The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three 

years from the date of this permission. 
                            
Reason: Required to be imposed by Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1990. 
  

2 The development shall be carried out in accordance with the deposited plans and 
drawings as stated below: 
 
Reason: To ensure adherence to the approved plans in the interests of a satisfactory 
form of development and to comply with Policy SD1 of the Herefordshire Local Plan 
– Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

3. Within 1 month of the date of first export of electricity confirmation shall be given in 
writing to the local planning authority of the date of first export to the Grid. The 
development hereby permitted shall cease on or before the expiry of a 30 year period 
from the date of the first export of electricity. 
 
Reason: To limit the long term effects of the development and in recognition of the 
temporary lifespan of the structures, in accordance with Policies SS1, SS6 and SS7 
of the Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 
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4 If the solar farm hereby permitted ceases to operate for a continuous period of 12 
months, then a scheme for the decommissioning and removal of the solar farm and 
all ancillary equipment shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority for its 
written approval. The scheme shall make provision for the removal of the solar panels 
and associated above ground works approved under this permission. The scheme 
shall make provision for the re-use and materials recovery of all complements where 
possible. The scheme shall also include management and timing of all works and a 
traffic management plan to address likely traffic impact issues during the 
decommissioning period, and environmental management plan to include details of 
measures to be taken during the decommissioning period of protect wildlife and 
habitats, and details of site restoration measures. The approved scheme shall be 
implemented in full accordance with the approved details 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory form of development, avoid any eyesore from 
redundant plant, prevent pollution, and safeguard the environment when the 
materials reach their end of life, in accordance with Policies SD1 and SD2 of the 
Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 
 

5 Within 6 months of the cessation of the export of electrical power from the site, or 
within a period of 29 years and 6 months following the first export date, a 
decommissioning and site restoration scheme for the solar farm and its ancillary 
equipment shall be submitted for the written approval of the Local Planning 
Authority. The scheme shall make provision for the removal and re-use of the solar 
panels and all other associated equipment and the subsequent restoration of the site.  
The scheme shall include details of the management and timing of all works and a 
traffic management plan to address likely traffic impact issues during the 
decommissioning period, and environmental management plan to include details of 
measures to be taken during the decommissioning period of protect wildlife and 
habitats, and details of site restoration measures. The approved scheme shall be 
implemented in full accordance with the approved details. 
 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory form of development, avoid any eyesore from 
redundant plant, prevent pollution, and safeguard the environment when the 
materials reach their end of life, in accordance with Policies SD1 and SD2 of the 
Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 
 

 Pre-commencement conditions 
 

6 Before any work approved under this permission commences, a Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) including a full Ecological Working Method 
Statement and a specified ‘responsible person’, shall be supplied to the local 
planning authority for written approval. The CEMP should include a plan identifying 
ecological buffers which should be demarcated on site and not entered except under 
the supervision of the Ecological Clerk of Works. The approved CEMP shall be 
implemented and remain in place until all work is complete on site and all equipment 
and spare materials have finally been removed; unless otherwise agreed in writing 
by the local planning authority. 
 
Reason: To ensure that all species are protected and habitats enhanced having 
regard to the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations (2017), National Planning Policy Framework , NERC Act (2006), 
Herefordshire Local Plan - Core Strategy policies LD1, LD2 and LD3. 
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7 Development shall not begin until details and location of the following have been 

submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority, and which shall 
be operated and maintained during construction of the development hereby 
approved: 
- A method for ensuring mud is not deposited onto the Public Highway 
- Construction traffic access location 
-  Site compound location  
- Parking for site operatives 
- Construction Traffic Management Plan 
 
The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details for the 
duration of the construction of the development. 
 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to conform to the requirements of 
Policy MT1 of Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 
 

8 Before any other works hereby approved are commenced, visibility splays, and any 
associated set back splays at 45 degree angles shall be provided from a point 0.6 
metres above ground level at the centre of the access to the application site and 2.4 
metres back from the nearside edge of the adjoining carriageway (measured 
perpendicularly) for a distance of 91 metres in a north east direction and 121 metres 
in a south west direction along the nearside edge of the adjoining carriageway.  
Nothing shall be planted, erected and/or allowed to grow on the triangular area of 
land so formed which would obstruct the visibility described above. 
 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to conform to the requirements of 
Policy MT1 of Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning 
Policy Framework 
 

9 No development approved by this permission shall be commenced until a hard and 
soft  landscape scheme has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local 
planning authority. The scheme shall include a scaled plan identifying: 
 
a) Trees and hedgerow to be retained, setting out measures for their protection 
during construction, in accordance with BS5837:2012. 
 
b) Trees and hedgerow to be removed. 
 
c) Full details of all proposed planting, accompanied by a written specification 
setting out; species, size, quantity, density with cultivation and irrigation details.  
 
The scheme as approved shall be completed in full not later than the end of the first 
planting season following the commencement of the development on site hereby 
permitted. 
 
Reason: To safeguard and enhance the character and amenity of the area in order to 
conform with policies SS6, LD1 and LD3 of the Herefordshire Local Plan - Core 
Strategy and the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

10 No development shall take place until the developer has secured the implementation 
of a programme of archaeological survey and recording to include recording of the 
standing historic fabric and any below ground deposits affected by the works.  This 
programme shall be in accordance with a written scheme of investigation which has 



 

Further information on the subject of this report is available from Ms Rebecca Jenman on 01432 261961 

PF2 
 

been submitted by the applicant and approved by the local planning authority and 
shall be in accordance with a brief prepared by the County Archaeology Service. 
 
Reason: To allow for recording of the building/site during or prior to development 
and to comply with the requirements of Policy LD4 of the Herefordshire Local Plan – 
Core Strategy. The brief will inform the scope of the recording action and the National 
Planning Policy Framework. The commencement of development in advance of such 
approval could result in irreparable harm to any identified heritage asset.  
  

 Compliance conditions 
11 Before the development is first brought into use, a Landscape and Ecological  

Management and Maintenance Plan for a period of 30 years shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority. The plan shall incorporate both 
biodiversity and landscape requirements for establishment and care of the land. The 
plan approved shall be carried out in full accordance with this approved schedule. 
 
 
Reason:  To ensure the future establishment of the approved scheme, in order to 
conform to policies SS6, LD1 and LD3 of the Herefordshire Local Plan Core Strategy 
and the National Planning Policy Framework.  
 

12 Except where otherwise stipulated by condition, the development shall be carried out 
strictly in accordance with the following documents and plan: 

 Landscape Mitigation and Enhancement Plan 

 Masterplan 
 
All planting, seeding or turf laying in the approved landscaping scheme shall be 
carried out in the first planting season following the commencement of the 
development, whichever is the sooner. Any trees or plants which die, are removed or 
become severely damaged or diseased will be replaced in accordance with the 
approved Landscape and Ecological Management and Maintenance Plan. 
 
Reason: To ensure that the development is carried out only as approved by the Local 
Planning Authority and to conform with Policies LD1 and LD3 of the Herefordshire 
Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Before the development is first brought into use, a Noise Management Plan shall be 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local  Planning Authority.  
 
The Noise Management Plan shall be reviewed, and the review recorded in writing 
(acknowledging any complaints, concerns, actions or training recorded that have 
arisen) annually thereafter by 1 March in each successive year. Any alteration to the 
Noise Management Plan shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority before being implemented.   
 
The noise management plan shall be made available for inspection by the Local 
Planning authority upon reasonable request.  
 
Reason: To ensure that there is sufficient and adequate noise mitigation in place, and 
that there is flexibility to address concerns as they arise, in the interests of amenity 
in accordance with the requirements of policy SD1 of the Herefordshire Local Plan - 
Core Strategy and guidance contained within the National Planning Policy 
Framework 
 

14 Within 3 months of completion of the approved works evidence of the suitably placed 
installation within the site boundary of at least 15 bird nesting boxes for a site 
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appropriate range of bird species 5 number Bat roosting features; 12 mammal gates 
in security fences; one Hedgehog home; four Insect hotels; Reptile Refugia; 
Amphibian Refugia;} should be supplied to the local authority; and shall be 
maintained hereafter as approved unless otherwise agreed in writing by the local 
planning authority.  
 
Reasons: To ensure Biodiversity Net Gain and species and habitats enhancement 
having regard to the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations (2017), National Planning Policy Framework, NERC Act (2006), 
Herefordshire Local Plan - Core Strategy policies LD1, LD2 and LD3. 
 

15 Prior to first export of electricity, a Maintenance Plan detailing the maintenance 
arrangements including who is responsible for different  elements of the surface 
water drainage system and the maintenance activities/frequencies, shall be 
submitted to and agreed, in writing, by the  local planning authority. Should any part 
be maintainable by a maintenance company, details of long term funding 
arrangements should be provided. 
 
Reason: To ensure appropriate maintenance arrangements are put in place to enable 
the surface water drainage system to function as intended to  ensure mitigation 
against flood risk in accordance with Policy SD3 of the Herefordshire Local Plan – 
Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

 Other conditions 
16 
 

At no time shall any external lighting except low power, ‘warm’ LED lighting in 
directional downlighters on motion operated and time-limited switches, required in 
relation to the immediate safe use of the approved development, be installed or 
operated in association with the approved development and no permanently 
illuminated external lighting shall be operated at any time, without the written 
approval of this local planning authority. All lighting installed shall demonstrate 
compliance with latest best practice guidance relating to lighting and protected 
species-wildlife available from the Institution of Lighting Professionals. 
 
Reason: To ensure that all species and local intrinsically dark landscape are 
protected having regard to The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 
2017, as amended by the Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU 
Exit) Regulations 2019’ (the ‘Habitats Regulations’), Wildlife & Countryside Act (1981 
amended); National Planning Policy Framework, NERC Act (2006) and Herefordshire 
Local Plan - Core Strategy policies SS1, SS6, LD1-3. 
 
 

17 Any new access gates/doors shall be set back 10 metres from the adjoining 
carriageway edge and shall be made to open inwards only. 
 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to conform to the requirements of 
Policy MT1 of Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 
 

18 The ecological protection, mitigation, compensation and working methods scheme 
including the Biodiversity Enhancements, as recommended in the Landscape 
Mitigation and Enhancement Plan (Drawing reference 3352_L_GA_0_02 Revision D) 
shall be implemented upon commencements of construction works and hereafter 
maintained in full as stated  for a period of at least 30 years unless otherwise 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  
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Reason: To ensure that all species are protected and habitats enhanced having 
regard to the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations (2017), National Planning Policy Framework, NERC Act (2006), 
Herefordshire Local Plan -  Core Strategy  policy LD2. 
 
 

19 The SuDS details as shown and illustrated on the Conceptual Surface Water Drainage 
drawing (Rev P08) shall be implemented before the first use of the development 
hereby approved and hereafter maintained for the lifetime of the development unless 
otherwise approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding by ensuring the provision of a 
satisfactory means of surface water disposal and to comply with Policy SD3 of the 
Herefordshire Local Plan – Core Strategy and the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 
 

 
 
 
 
INFORMATIVES: 
 
1. The Local Planning Authority has acted positively and proactively in determining this 

application by assessing the proposal against planning policy and any other material 
considerations. It has subsequently determined to grant planning permission in 
accordance with the presumption in favour of sustainable development, as set out 
within the National Planning Policy Framework. 
 

2. The Applicant is advised that should culverting of any of the watercourses be 
required for access to the Site, the Applicant will need to apply for Ordinary 
Watercourse Flood Defence Consent from the River Lugg Internal Drainage Board - 
https://www.shiregroup-idbs.gov.uk/idbs/river-lugg-idb/asset-
management/planning-consents/. 
 

  
 
Decision:  ..............................................................................................................................................  
 
Notes:  ..................................................................................................................................................  
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