
For official use only (date received): 23/10/2024 17:07:49

The Planning Inspectorate

COMMENTS ON CASE (Online Version)
Please note that comments about this case need to be made within the timetable. This can be found in the notification letter sent by the

local planning authority or the start date letter. Comments submitted after the deadline may be considered invalid and returned to
sender.

Appeal Reference: APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

DETAILS OF THE CASE

Appeal Reference APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

Appeal By ENVIROMENA PROJECT MANAGEMENT UK LTD

Site Address Land 800 Metres South Of Park House Farm
Meriden Road
Fillongley
Warwickshire
CV7 8BP
Grid Ref Easting: 427624
Grid Ref Northing: 286021

SENDER DETAILS

Name MR ANDREW MARTIN

Address 3 Castle Close
Fillongley
COVENTRY
CV7 8PB

ABOUT YOUR COMMENTS

In what capacity do you wish to make representations on this case?

Appellant

Agent

Interested Party / Person

Land Owner

Rule 6 (6)

What kind of representation are you making?

Final Comments

Proof of Evidence

Statement

Statement of Common Ground

Interested Party/Person Correspondence

Page 1 of 2



Other

YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

This is a correction of my submission sent yesterday where this box would not enable Mt to review my
submission before submission.

The correction are:
2nd paragraph line 6th line " and for NWBC"...
8TH Line.. After "greenbelt and/or BMV land" insert "from".
13th line. After "slope" amend to read "they are erected."
15th line. Delete "Neither ".
3rd paragraph. 1st line.. Delete "Irrespective of".
3rd line. Delete "and" , insert "a".

4th para. Insert "not" between "was" and "part".

The 5th par headed"This is not... can now be deleted as also can the last paragraph.

Finally the para headed " Finally" is to have added at the end " This confirms that there is no need for
more solar farms a given the number of superfluous applications
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

I reconfirm my written representations to North Warwickshire Borough Council and trust both have
been forwarded to you, which I understand is the usual practice.

I reiterate that tha planning application by Enviromena was materially deficient insofar as it did not
contain a robust site selection process. The site is 10km from the Nuneaton substation, this give area
of over 314 square kilometres. The appeal t failed to show which other sites within that area that it
looked and why it discounted them as viable sites. Given the site is both within the greenbelt and is
also classed as best and most versatile agricultural land the failure to show a robust selection process
and fit NWBC to request such a process is tantamount to negligence. The area of 314+ sq km
encompasses land in the administrative areas of Coventry, Rugby, Hinckley and Bosworth and also
Nuneaton and Bedworth and potentially enables greenbelt and/or BMV land being unnecessarily used.
Furthermore the site being 10km from a substation is inefficient through transmission losses and a
cable route is not known and may not be feasible.
The planning application is misleading insofar as it states the solar panels face south. However because
of the hilly nature of the site , and as the panels will follow the contours of the site the panel will also
be orientated to either the east or the west dependent upon which side of a slope the area erected.
Neither the Highway Agency and the local highways authority consultation responses are therefore
likely to be inaccurate if the dual aspect of the panels was not taken into consideration. The visual
impact assesment is also compromised in this respect.

The village of Fillongley has flooded on numerous occasions. Irrespective of whether or not the site
development will exacerbate the situation remains uncertain. Reverting to my above point regarding
the lack of a site selection process, and robust selection process may well have identified a site that
poses a lower flood risk compared towards the site the subject of this appeal

I understand that the inspectorate has refused appeals where a robust site selection process was part
of the planning application.

This is not part of my representation. This box will not let me review my comments and therefore I'm
not sure all my representation will be received by you. Are you able to let me have a copy so that I
may check? Thank you

Finally I would draw the inspectors attention to the first paragraph of a report dated 19 April2024 issue
by Ofgem and headed "Update on reform to the electricity connections process following propsals from
the ESO".

The planning application was also misleading on the following po

Page 2 of 2



For official use only (date received): 18/11/2024 15:00:56

The Planning Inspectorate

COMMENTS ON CASE (Online Version)
Please note that comments about this case need to be made within the timetable. This can be found in the notification letter sent by the

local planning authority or the start date letter. Comments submitted after the deadline may be considered invalid and returned to
sender.

Appeal Reference: APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

DETAILS OF THE CASE

Appeal Reference APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

Appeal By ENVIROMENA PROJECT MANAGEMENT UK LTD

Site Address Land 800 Metres South Of Park House Farm
Meriden Road
Fillongley
Warwickshire
CV7 8BP
Grid Ref Easting: 427624
Grid Ref Northing: 286021

SENDER DETAILS

Name MRS. BEVERLEY WOOLLASTON

Address 1
Church Lane
Lea Marston
West Midlands
B76 0BJ

Company/Group/Organisation Name Nether Whitacre Parish Council

ABOUT YOUR COMMENTS

In what capacity do you wish to make representations on this case?

Appellant

Agent

Interested Party / Person

Land Owner

Rule 6 (6)

What kind of representation are you making?

Final Comments

Proof of Evidence

Page 1 of 2



Statement

Statement of Common Ground

Interested Party/Person Correspondence

Other

YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Nether Whitacre Parish is a neighbouring Parish which totally supports the stance of Filllongley Parish
Council against this proposal to construct a temporary Solar Farm on almost 150 acres of arable land.
Whilst we understand the need to increase the level of green energy production, we believe, protection
of our green belt, including versatile farmed arable land, needs to be given significant weight when
considering this application. We support green energy projects using rooftops, car park canopies and
brownfield sites which do not impact on our local green spaces.
The proposed development is inappropriate development in the Green Belt. The proposed site is highly
visible from numerous properties, locations and roads in the Parish as it sits on high land with no
surrounding higher land. It is not considered that it would preserve the openness of the Green Belt as
required by Policy LP3 of the North Warwickshire Local Plan 2021 and the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) 2023, it is not considered that the substantial harm is clearly outweighed by any
benefits that the proposal might give rise to.
The cumulative harms caused are considered to be substantial because of the development's proposed
size which does not lend itself to integrate appropriately into the natural environment, harmonise with
its immediate and wider settings, protect the rural landscape of the Parish, the scenic aspects of the
village and the setting of the Church. It does not accord with Policies FNP01 and FNP02 of the Fillongley
Neighbourhood Plan 2019.
We politely request the appeal is dismissed.
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

The proposed solar farm is totally inappropriate in that location. It will dominate the village and
change its character in a bad way. It should not be on good quality agricultural land - we need power,
but we also need food. There are so many other places where large solar farms could be placed, for
example car parks, providing shade for cars in the process, a win win, particularly in locations that use
a lot of power, such as Alton Towers. There are also vast numbers of industrial buildings that could be
covered with solar panels, with much of the power generated being used on site. There really is no
need to use locations of this type, destroying parts of the precious Green Belt.
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Appeal Against Planning Application for a Solar Farm in Fillongley.

Case No. APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

I have lived in Fillongley since October 2011, and find that this area is not only a picture postcard area
of beauty, but in its heart are the hard-working community that live and work here.

The proposed Solar Farm would not only swamp the village dominating and over shadowing the
landscape and the community as a whole, but is not in keeping with the covenants in keeping and
preserving the Green Belt Land of North Warwickshire County

The area marked is an A* top grade section of PRIME FARM LAND, 150 acres in total. If this application
goes ahead this farm land will be lost forever.

The carbon footprint this set up will create will far out ways the benefit and the loss to this community
of more Green Belt Land.

1. The disruption of traffic during the work installing this solar farm, on the 2 main routes into and out
of our village. Resulting in more CO2 emissions.
2. The transportation of all the panels, that I believe are made in Europe, will again add to the
increasing Carbon Footprint. More impact on Globel Warming.
3. The impact that the loss of a field this size and grading on nature our wildlife, birds, deer, muntjac
as well as small rodents and the insects that are needed on our planet. These all have place and a
benefit to the environment, especially as this field helps to hold back excess water from impacting as
flooding to our village.
4. Flooding of our village is a main concern, as detailed in Enviromena’s appeal the drainage system
proposed has been withdrawn, as they don’t see the need now to produce collection ponds. My opinion
on this matter is Enviromena has total disregarded for this community. It is proven that this village is
prone to flooding. The question should be asked on the impact this leaves on our community if this
application goes ahead.
5. The danger of possible Reflection Blindness when travelling along the main B4102 and B4098. As the
site is on higher land to our village. The proposed hedges may not prevent this as the roads winds as
well as dips and rises especially the B4102.

I am not against alternative energy and welcome the new infrastructures that are replacing carbon
fuels, but these must be placed in the most appropriate sites.

We must for our future generations protect our environment, we must be able to grow food and crops,
that in turn requires our best farm lands.

We must also protect the Green Belt, Nature, and the Wildlife, these must go hand in hand.
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1. No benefit to locals: 

Despite having the Solar Farm built in our village, there will be no benefit to the people that 

live here. None of the electricity generated will be used to power the houses in the village 

and there will be no financial savings to be made. The only person who will benefit from the 

installation of the Solar Farm is the owner of the land, who does not live locally. 

2. Size of development: 

The Solar Farm takes over a large proportion of the overall size of the village. There is 

absolutely no way that we should be losing so much of the land that makes up the village. 

There are already other Solar Farms that have been proposed locally so protection of the 

remaining countryside should be of the utmost importance. The size of the area will 

undoubtedly change the visual nature of the countryside – the primary reason many people 

live out here. 

Covid lockdowns showed the huge reliance and importance the open countryside has to 

many people – that hasn’t gone away. The importance of getting out into nature is still vital 

for people’s wellbeing, so by making the accessible area entirely closed in, it will degrade 

this positive impact. 

3. Loss of countryside: 

Loss of countryside so close to people’s homes is completely wrong. With it being so 

accessible, there are many people that enjoy the open countryside on a regular basis. In a 

world where we are losing so much countryside, we should be protecting our Green Belt. 

Footpaths will begin to feel more like alleyways, given that they’re to be restricted to ~5m 

wide, between a hedgerow and a metal fence – again losing the openness of the 

countryside. 

The priority in terms of Solar Farm installation should be industrial buildings and new build 

houses should also be built with them as standard fit so that the owner gets the benefit and 

helps to reduce the need to take away from the countryside. In all honesty, fields upon fields 

of them are not particularly nice to look at, so this could also help resolve that issue.  

4. Biodiversity: 

I have absolutely no confidence that there will be net biodiversity gain. When I asked, the 

main point the company’s representative continually mentioned was around the ‘installation 

of bird boxes’ – unfortunately this does not cut it. There are many other things that can be 

done to help improve biodiversity, but no other ideas put forward, so I have no belief there 

is any focus or importance attributed to it. 

5. Protection of wildlife: 

The open fields attract much wildlife – Buzzards, Kestrels and Barn Owls among other 

raptors are brought to the area because of the availability of food – sadly the Solar Farm 

being installed will make hunting much more difficult for them due to lack of visibility / 

ability to fly close to the ground. The open fields are also home to Skylarks, a ground nesting 

bird with a red conservation status, largely due to loss of habitat. Yellowhammers - another 

red conservation status bird - are also present in the fields and should not be disturbed by 

the installation of the Solar Farm. The installation of the Solar Farm (i.e. hedgerow 

disturbance and use of machinery) could be enough to force them away from the area. 

6. Flooding: 

Flooding is already a problem in the village, where water primarily flows down via the fields 

the Solar Farm is being proposed on. When rainwater drops off the panels, there is a risk 

that channels form and will likely form mini streams which could increase flow into the 

village, thus increasing the risk of flooding. 

7. UK food vs. imports: 



In the current economic climate we live in, there is a lot of concern around the cost of living. 

Some of the fields that have been proposed to be set aside for the Solar Farm are used for 

crops – we should be encouraging UK grown food, not taking away the land that provides it.  
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

As a resident of Fillongley village, but also an advocate for green energy, I feel I have a balanced view
on this topic, however my conclusion is I absolutely cannot support the proposal, for the reasons
outlined below.

I think I'm right in saying there have been three attempts already to have this proposal approved, and
now an appeal - surely this suggests the proposed solar farm should not be going ahead.

- I cannot fathom how losing farmland in a world where food prices and the general cost of living is
becoming unmanageable for many people is something even being considered.
- The land holds greenbelt status and so it should absolutely be left alone. This land is therefore
protected, how is this even allowed to be considered to be changed?
- There are far better locations for solar panels - we should not be losing greenbelt land when the likes
of new build houses, car parks, industrial sites etc are prime locations for installations.
- Once the panels are removed from the "temporary" solar farm (unsure how it can be classed as
temporary when it's in for 40 years) - I have absolutely zero faith that the land will be returned to it's
original state. What mess are we then left with?
- It was claimed the panels wouldn't need to be cleaned and therefore would mean no chemicals would
run off into the soil - but people make a living out of cleaning solar panels, so I do not believe this to
be factually correct.
- People's mental wellbeing depends on outdoor space and the natural world - littering it with endless
views of metal frames and solar panels will degrade this massively. Speaking from personal experience,
I walk these fields regularly and the openness and the beauty in the greenery is what most benefits my
mental wellbeing the most, and I know that is the case for many people here. The fact that this could
be taken away worries me greatly and will impact on people's wellbeing. The lockdowns during the
Covid Pandemic were clear evidence that being able to be outside in nature is vital for our mental
health, and I strongly believe any installation like the one proposed will take away from the openness
feeling and thus the connection with nature.
- Fillongley is only a small village, how we are expected to take a solar farm of this vastness is beyond
me. The footpaths and surrounding fields currently offer unobstructed views, but the installation of
these panels and fencing will change the landscape drastically. They are incredibly unsightly, but for
many of the residents of Fillongley, will be a daily sight from their homes, local walks and travels
through the village.
- We have a wide array of wildlife around the fields in Fillongley - these particular fields are home to
nesting Skylarks, which are a red listed bird, meaning we should be protecting them, not building on
the land they rely on.
- Flooding is already a big concern in the village - so much so we have a dedicated group of people that
help monitor any potential issues. It's been identified the installation of the solar farm could see more
water travel from the fields into the main residential part of the village and cause more damage to
property than has previously been seen.
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          Johvan Chatha 

           

           

           

 

 

Dear Sir/Madam,                   

  

I would like to object to the planning application of the solar farm said to be in the view of our 
back garden. I am aged so will grow with the impact this holds on my wellbeing and my visual 
sight. It is confusing that this solar farm is to be placed on a farm working and producing goods 
rather than one that cannot be farmed on. This farm is only 500m away from our home so if 
there were to be an electrical fault it could easily start a fire near our homes therefore putting 
not just our home but our whole village in risk. It feels there has not been any consideration as 
this farm will overlook my bedroom and garden. Animals and ecosystems will be put in 
endangerment and including the countryside we live in and see. Furthermore, this solar farm 
will diminish our community as this disrupts the whole reason of moving to our homes instead 
of somewhere in a city. The local council have come around to our house as well and said the 
same concerns. There thoughts have been shared into the letter too. Keeping natural greenery 
now will be great for further generations as buildings become more demanded a fresh usable 
place of nature is amazing for a positive mental health. The use of the word “temporary” is 
understated as its designed to be placed for more than half a lifetime (45 years).   

 

From Johvan Chatha   
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Dear J Bore,
Re: Objection to Fillongley Solar Farm: APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

Please find attached a letter supporting our objection to the above planning application. I would be
very grateful if you could asses this and also if it would be possible to visit us and see the impact this
would have on us as a family. I have also attached statements by children. For context I work in the
renewables department for one of the largest Oil and Gas organisations in the world. We are all
supported for solar energy and energy security, but it really needs to be in the right place for the right
reasons. We should all strive to leave this world a better place for the next generations. This solar
farm will be in the landscape until 2070 at least, so way past the timelines of mine and my neighbors
lives. We have had awful decisions made by policy makers during covid where the trust in people with
authority has been eroded by being led by money rather than making the right decisions for our future
generations. We can only improve the lives of our future generations by making the right decisions.
The applicant has already attempted to mock residents by stating that this decisions is easy to over
turn and have also tried to make a bribe for children's play equipment if the council did not object. This
is not ethical and hopefully emphasises why we should strive to make the right decisions for the right
reasons for our future generations. We would be extremely grateful if it was possible to visit and meet
with us before the appeal hearing. Thank you for your time.
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Interested Party/Person Correspondence
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Dear Sir/Madam
I am writing to object to the proposed solar farm in Fillongley that has gone to

appeal,the site is prime agricultural land and in the troubled times that we live in the land needs to be
farmed as intended not a home for a glass factory that is so out of place in the green belt and is so
invasive in a village that is mentioned in the doomsday book ,car parks and roof tops i feel is the way
to go we need our land for farming crops not glass,I fear for the environment and wildlife on the site if
the solar farm goes ahead ,I also worry of the flood risk and the glare of the panels and the worry of a
cyberattack on the panels.

Yours faithfully
Marian Gibson
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Interested Party/Person Correspondence
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YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

SOLAR FARM APPLICATION, NAILCOTE FARM FILLONGLEY CV7 8DW

19 November 2024
LPA ref: PAP/2023/0071
PINS ref: APP/R3705/W/24/3349391
REPRESENTATIONS by Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE) Warwickshire Branch (Office: 41A
Smith St, Warwick CV34 4JA)
(additional to grounds of objection to application submitted to North Warwickshire BC)

CPRE Warwickshire objected to this application and wishes to re-emphasise our objection to the
Planning Appeal.

CPRE supports the grounds of objection of Fillongley Parish Council. We wish to adds the following.

The proposed solar farm, while stated to be below 50MW installed capacity, is large and would cover
nearly 40% of the triangle of open farmland landscape between the B4102 Meriden-Fillongley road, the
B4098 from Coventry to Fillongley, and the M6 motorway to the south. It would urbanise this part of
the Arley Ridge, landscape described as ‘Arden Hills and Valleys’ in the 2010 North Warwickshire
Landscape Assessment. This will be a large loss of landscape, 53 years
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Appeal Reference: APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

DETAILS OF THE CASE

Appeal Reference APP/R3705/W/24/3349391

Appeal By ENVIROMENA PROJECT MANAGEMENT UK LTD

Site Address Land 800 Metres South Of Park House Farm
Meriden Road
Fillongley
Warwickshire
CV7 8BP
Grid Ref Easting: 427624
Grid Ref Northing: 286021

SENDER DETAILS

Name MRS MARLENE TABERER

Address 3 Bourne Brook Close
Fillongley
COVENTRY
CV7 8NS

ABOUT YOUR COMMENTS

In what capacity do you wish to make representations on this case?

Appellant

Agent

Interested Party / Person

Land Owner

Rule 6 (6)

What kind of representation are you making?

Final Comments

Proof of Evidence

Statement

Statement of Common Ground

Interested Party/Person Correspondence
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Other

YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

I wish to register my continued objection to this planning application in the strongest possible terms
when it is reconsidered upon appeal.
Whilst I acknowledge the climate challenges facing our planet and the need to increase the
sustainability of local energy production across the UK, this application for a massive solar farm will
overwhelm the area and cause significant harm to our countryside, biodiversity, and agriculture.

I therefore object for the following reasons:

Loss of Farmland: The misappropriation of 150 acres of high-quality, versatile arable land, which has
been used for agriculture since at least 1885, is unacceptable. Reducing the UK’s valuable food
production capacity, especially in light of the ongoing war in Ukraine, exacerbates food insecurity.
Energy security should not and must not compromise food security.

Development of Green Belt Land: This proposed development is on designated Green Belt land,
contravening numerous policies in the Fillongley Neighbourhood Plan, which was voted on and it was
overwhelmingly agreed to preserve this vital, natural and local resource.

Damage to Local Wildlife Habitat: This undeveloped area allows deer and other animals to roam freely.
Enclosing such a vast area with fencing and the impact of numerous solar panels will severely disrupt
their habitat and negatively affect bird life.

Flooding Risk: The site has a frequent risk of surface water flooding, particularly on the northwest and
southeastern boundaries. Additional runoff from the solar panels, hard surfaces, and buildings will
exacerbate this issue.

Detriment to Residents’ Health: Exposure to low-frequency electromagnetic fields poses potential
health risks to people. Additionally, the construction and maintenance of the solar farm will generate
noise pollution. The installation process will involve heavy machinery, such as excavators and
mechanical pole drivers, which can produce significant levels of noise, disrupting the tranquillity of
nearby communities. Aside from the noise pollution, the increased construction traffic will heighten the
likelihood and consequences of road traffic accidents in the vicinity.

Solar panels can also pose a significant fire hazard. A malfunctioning panel can overheat and ignite,
spreading fire quickly across the solar array. Moreover, the chemicals used in solar panels, such as
polyvinyl chloride (PVC), can release harmful dioxins when burned, which can harm human health
either via inhalation or pollution of local water sources, further increasing the health risks associated
with solar panel fires.

The introduction of a solar farm into a previously pristine landscape can also have psychological and
societal impacts on the communities living nearby. The change in scenery and the presence of large,
industrial structures can lead to a decreased sense of overall well-being among residents. The
proposals for solar panels, as well as battery storage and switchgear buildings, present a serious risk to
the local population’s health.

Questionable Contribution to Reducing Carbon Emissions: It takes approximately 200 acres to generate
the same annual electricity through a solar farm as just one offshore wind turbine. This proposal
represents a grossly inefficient use of precious land. Solar farms generate ‘ragged’ electricity due to the
random incidence of clouds or overcast skies, which restrict electricity generation from the panels.
Additionally, the panels only work during daylight, whereas demand for electricity is continuous for 24
hours. Hence, there is a necessity for expensive short-term battery storage to concentrate the
electricity before it can be inputted to the grids. With hardly any electricity generated during the winter
months, the average energy produced by a solar farm is only 11% of the installed capacity of the
panels, making this means of energy generation highly inefficient. Solar farms produce their maximum
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electricity in the summer when demand for electricity is at its lowest, leading to high energy wastage
because unused electricity cannot be indefinitely stored.

I believe this solar farm will only be connected to the local low voltage distribution system, resulting in
zero network connectivity with the National Grid and a minimal to negligible contribution to reducing
the UK’s carbon output.

It should be emphasised that being “renewable” does not mean “zero” carbon. While the generation of
electricity by solar power is carbon-free, the manufacturing and installation of such farms can release
significant amounts of CO2. This can be measured by the Embodied Carbon Footprint (ECF). Currently,
this is about 50 grams of CO2 per kWh for solar, equating to approximately 96,000 metric tonnes of
CO2 over the expected lifetime of this installation.

In conclusion, there is no justifiable reason for constructing solar farms on fertile farmland because
food security must remain paramount. Solar farm energy is highly inefficient and has the potential to
be detrimental to residents’ physical and mental health. While I recognise that solar panels should be
encouraged for millions of existing and future buildings roofs, I object to agricultural land being used
for such an inefficient means of energy production. Industrial and brownfield sites should be fully
exploited in the first instance.

This ill-conceived and unnecessary development is wholly unacceptable. I respectfully urge NWBC to
continue to refuse planning permission and reject the developer’s appeal.

Yours Faithfully

Mrs M Taberer

Page 3 of 3



National Highways Planning Response (NHPR 22-12) December 2022 

 

 
 

National Highways Planning Response (NHPR 22-12) 

Formal Recommendation to an Application for Planning Permission 

 

From:   Andrew Jinks (Regional Director) 

Operations Directorate 

Midlands Region 

National Highways 

PlanningM@nationalhighways.co.uk 
   
To:    North Warwickshire Council – FAO – Jeff Brown 
   
CC:  transportplanning@dft.gov.uk 

  spatialplanning@nationalhighways.co.uk  

 

Council's Reference: PAP/2023/0071 
 
Location:  Land 800 Metres South of Park House Farm, Meriden Road, Fillongley 
 
Proposal: Proposed Solar Farm 
 
National Highways Ref: NH/23/00582 
 

Referring to the consultation on a planning application dated 20 March 2023 
referenced above, in the vicinity of the M6 that forms part of the Strategic Road 
Network (SRN), notice is hereby given that National Highways’ formal 
recommendation is that we: 
 

a) offer no objection (see reasons at Annex A); 

 

b) recommend that conditions should be attached to any planning 

permission that may be granted (see Annex A – National Highways  

recommended Planning Conditions & reasons); 

 

c) recommend that planning permission not be granted for a specified 

period (see reasons at Annex A); 

 

d) recommend that the application be refused (see reasons at Annex A) 

 

Highways Act 1980 Section 175B is not relevant to this application.1 

 

 
1 Where relevant, further information will be provided within Annex A. 
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This represents National Highways’ formal recommendation and is copied to the 

Department for Transport as per the terms of our Licence. 

 

Should the Local Planning Authority not propose to determine the application in 

accordance with this recommendation they are required to consult the Secretary of 

State for Transport, as set out in the Town and Country Planning (Development 

Affecting Trunk Roads) Direction 2018, via transportplanning@dft.gov.uk and may 

not determine the application until the consultation process is complete. 

 

The Local Planning Authority must also copy any consultation under the 2018 

Direction to PlanningM@nationalhighways.co.uk. 

 

 

Signature:  

 

 

Date:   24 August 2023 

 

Name: Adrian Chadha 

 

Position: Assistant Spatial Planner 

 

National Highways 

The Cube, 199 Wharfside Street, Birmingham, B1 1RN 

Adrian.Chadha@nationalhighways.co.uk  
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Annex A National Highways’ assessment of the proposed development 

 

National Highways has been appointed by the Secretary of State for Transport as a 

strategic highway company under the provisions of the Infrastructure Act 2015 and is 

the highway authority, traffic authority and street authority for the Strategic Road 

Network (SRN). The SRN is a critical national asset and as such we work to ensure 

that it operates and is managed in the public interest, both in respect of current 

activities and needs as well as in providing effective stewardship of its long-term 

operation and integrity. 

 

August 2023 Update 

 
Further to our previous responses, National Highways have reviewed the revised 
Glint and Glare Assessment and Landscape Strategy plan provided by the applicant 
and are now content that this application can be dealt with by way of a ‘No Objection’ 
response. 
 

 

Standing advice to the local planning authority 

 

The Climate Change Committee’s 2022 Report to Parliament notes that for the UK to 

achieve net zero carbon status by 2050, action is needed to support a modal shift 

away from car travel. The NPPF supports this position, with paragraphs 73 and 105 

prescribing that significant development should offer a genuine choice of transport 

modes, while paragraphs 104 and 110 advise that appropriate opportunities to 

promote walking, cycling and public transport should be taken up.  

 

Moreover, the build clever and build efficiently criteria as set out in clause 6.1.4 of 

PAS2080 promote the use of low carbon materials and products, innovative design 

solutions and construction methods to minimise resource consumption. 

 

These considerations should be weighed alongside any relevant Local Plan policies 

to ensure that planning decisions are in line with the necessary transition to net zero 

carbon. 
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