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Nottinghamshire
County Council

Miss Honaor Whitfield

Flanner

Flanning Policy Business Unit, Your ref: Z0/01242/FULM
Mewark and Shenwood District Council, My ref: TP20250708
Castle House, Date: 26" January 2021
Great Morth Foad,

Mewark:,

MNottinghamshire,

NG24 1BY

Dear Honar,
Re:Planning Application Reference — 20/01242/FULM
Location — Land north of Halloughton, Socuthwell, Nottinghamshire

Proposal - Construction of a solar farm and battery stations together with all associated
works, equipment and necessary infrastructure.

Applicant — JBM Solar Projects & Limited

1.Intreduction

The follmeing comments have been prepared by Helen Jones of Wia East Midlands Limited, acting
as a landscape consultant to Newarlk and Sherwood District Council (NS0DC). These camments have
been formulated on the basis of the additional submitted information detailed below. & site visit was
made to the study area and representative viewpoints by Helen Jones on 26th August 2020

The Environmental Management and Design (EMD) Team have examined the following additional
information submitted by the applicant to make these comments {onlky information that is relevant to
Landscape and Yisual Impact is listed below) following previous comments provided by the EMD
Tearmn on 18" September 2020. These comments follow the sequence of our ariginal comments,
information provided by Pegasus Group is shown in red font, and additional YA East Midlands
comments and discussion are in blue font.

Documents

Covering Letter JOWIP18-2917 18th December 2020 to Honor Whitfield NSDC

* |Landscape and Yisual Impact Assessment addendum — (including the winter viewpaoints) -
Fegasus Group - December2020 f CE/ P18-2917

o Winter photomontages — Pegasus Group — December 2020

« Agricultural Land Classification Report issue 2 — Amet Property — November 2020

*  Site access note - JOW P18 2917 - Pegasus Group — December 2020
1



Feport of an Archaeological Evaluation ref: E14340 prepared by PreConstruct Archaeaology
— December 2020

Planting note — Pegasus Group — 215 January 2021 — Caroline Foe

Site Selection Report — JOW P18 2917 — Pegasus Group — January 2021

Drawings

Updated Site Location Plan Mo, P18-2317_02 Hev E - Pegasus Environment

Updated Site Layout and Planting Proposals plan Mo, P18- 2917 12 FHev J. - Pegasus
Environment

Superseded revised site location plan Mo, P18-2917 02 Rev D - Pegasus Environment

Superseded revised site layout plan Mo, P18- 281712 Eev H - Pegasus Environment

Tree Protection Plan — Highways Access Mo, BHA _BBS 03

Swept Path Analysis: Proposed Site Access 154m Ariculated “Vehicle Mo, P18-2817
FIGURE 2 Rev A

Froposed Site Access Visibility Splays Plan Mo, P18-2917 FIGURE 1 Fev A

Comments submitted by other consultees

Conservation advice — NS0T Oliver Scott— NSDC Honar VWhitfield — dated 24% Septermber
2020

Tree consultant — Graham YWilson Morth Kesteven District Council to NSDC Honor Whitfield
— 18" December 2020

MCC Rights of Way — NCC Sue Jarczewski to NS0T Honor Whitfield — dated 18% December
2020

NCC Highways — NCC David Albans to NSDC Honaor Whitfield — dated 11" January 2021

Meighbour or public comments —various dates

Summary of comments of 18t September 2020 provided by Via East Midlands Ltd
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The L¥Il& has been carried out to the accepted best practice which is the Landscape and
Yisual Impact Assessment (GLVAZY Third Edition published by the Landscape Institute and
Institute of Environmental Managers and Assessment (April 2013), and the photography
practice note — Landscape Institute 2019 Visual Representation of Development Proposals.
Technical Guidance Mote 0B/19, with the exception of the issue noted below concerning the
lack of wviewpoint photographs when trees and hedogerow are nat in leaf.

Mo response reguired

The landscape assessment has referred to national, regional and local landscape character
assessments. Only negligible landscape impacts have been identified on the national and
regional landscape character types, which is agreed by the EMD Team.

Mo response required

A section of the southern part of the proposed site is within the Mid Mottinghamshire
Farmlands Landscape Character Area - Policy Zone 39 —Thurgaton Yillage Farmlands with
Ancient woodlands, information about PZ 39 should be added to this section of the LvlA.

Information about MM FZ 39 has now been added into the LYl A document (Faragraphs 2.3
- 3.8 LYI1A addendum Pegasus Group - December 2020 f CR/P18-24917)

To summarize the contents of the N30 Landscape Character Azsessment-

M PZ 37 has very good |andscape condition, and a high landscape sensitivity —
approximately 50% of the site area. The policy action is Conserve.

M P2 38 has goed landscape condition, and 2 moderate landscape sensitivity —
approximately 40% of the site area. The policy action is Conserve and Reinforce.

M PZ 39 has very geood landscape condition, and a high landscape sensitivity —
approximately 10% of the site area. The policy action is Conserve,

The location and size of the temporary construction compound should be clarified by the
applicant, as this is shown on the key of the layout drawing but not shown clearly on the
drawing itself.

The location and size of the temporary construction compounds is clarified on the updated
Site Layout and Flanting Proposals plan Ma. P18- 2817 _12 Rev J - Pegasus Environment.

Additional information is also provided in the LYIA addendum in paragraph 3.32, which
explains that there are two compounds of size 0,18 ha. One is located in the northern half of
the =ite and is positioned near an existing field houndary and twio blocks of woodland, and
ane is in the southern half adjacent to the substation connection to the grid and would be
seen in the context of the existing large scale pylon on the site, and located near two dense
blocks of woodland and a length of hedgerow.



The EMD Team consider that this is sufficient information to show that the location of the
temporary construction compounds has been properly considered, and no additional
information is required.

The MCC Highway comments indicate that a mature Poplar at the entrance to Halloughton
village will need to be removed, the applicant should confirm whether this tree needs to he
removed or not.

This issue had been clarified in the submitted information, and the mature Poplar Tree was
to be retained as confirmed on the Tree Protection Plan — Highways Access MNo.
EHA BBS 03 — Barton Hyett Arboricultural Consultants — December 2020,

Howewver, an application has been made to NCC Highways Development Contral by the Yia
East Midlands Senior Forestry Officer to fell the tree in respect of its safety and this
application is due to be approved. (NCC Highways — NCC David Alhans to NSDC Honar
Whitfield — dated 11" January 20211 This iz a separate application and does nat form part of
any contract for advanced warks far the solar farm.

Landscape impact- The EMD Team do not agree with the assessment that there is a minor
beneficial change in landcover throughout the site. This assessment has focussed on the
hiodiersity aspects of the change and not on the perception of the change in the landscape.
The applicant should review and revise this assessment to encompass perceived change as
part of the overall evaluation and provide and updated revision on this issue.

The landscape impact on the elements of the site i= covered in Paragraphs 3.8 and 3.10
(L'W1A addendum Pegasus Group - December2020 / CE fP1B-2817)

The previous assessments by the applicant are summarised as follows:-

Topography — negligible scale of effect — this is agreed by the EMD Team because there are
no changes to topography as a result of the proposed works.

Hedgerows and Trees — minor-maoderate scale of effect — this is agreed by the EMD Team
because there I1s no major removal of trees and hedgerows required as a result of the
proposed works.

Landcover — this was assessed by the applicant as having low value and low susceptibility
which leads to a low sensitivity. The applicant says the magnitude of change is high but that
this iz offset by biodiversity inputs. The EMD Team do not agree that a low sensitkity = high
magnitude of change leads to a2 minor beneficial effect and asked the applicant to reassess
this, which they did. The applicant now accepts that there is a moderate adverse scale of
effect on landcover as opposed to a minor beneficial impact, during the 40 year lifetime of
the scheme.

Faragraph 3.10 of the LYIA addendum reads as follows:-
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"The assessment of land cover has been revised o focus on the perception of change o the
landscape, rather than the biodiversity benefits provided by the proposed species rich
meadow grasshand around the field margins. The Magnifude of Change is assessed as High,
which, when combined with a Low Sensifivity, resulfs in 2 Moderate Adverse Scale of
Effect. The High Magnitude is a reflection ofthe infroduction ofthe built elernents (orincioally
the soiar panels), which would obscure views of areas of the grassiand beneath the panels.
However, the Proposed Developrment can be described as long ferm in nature but fermporary,
afiowing the iand to be effectively refurned fo its previous condiion and use following
decormmissioning.”

Effect on the landscape character of the policy zones
Faragraph 3.13 of the LYIA addendum reads as follows:-

"It Is consideredihat the Proposed Development wouid bring forward landscape enhancements
suchas lengths of new hedgerows and Infiing of fieid boundaries, which wouid undoubiably
strengthen the landscape framework across the Site. The proposals would infroduce bl
form info an area which currently confains a high proportion of agricuffural fields. The
Magrifude of Change Is therefore assessed as High, which transiates info Major Effects
upon Policy Zones 37,38, and 39. However, it shouidthat be noted that these effects would
dirminishto Negilgibie rapidiy beyvond the boundanes ofthe Site, as a resulf ofthe combination
of infervening landform and well-established vegelation across the surrounding landscape.’

In summary, there would be a major adverse scale of effect on Palicy Zones 37.38 and 39
for the 40 year lifetime of scheme It is acceptedthat these impacts are localised to the site
area and will diminish rapidly with distance for the propozed site, but nevertheless a
substantial change to the landscape character of these policy zones within the site area is
accepted by the applicant.

The construction impact on the landscape character of the policy zones

Faragraph 3.15 of the LYIA addendum reads as follows: -

The nature of the construction works would infroduce movement temporary structures,
facifies and a change of land use, however changes fo the landscape character would be
localised It is expected that the short term, localised, construction and decormmissioning
period wowld cause & Medium Magnitude of Change fo ihe defining characteristics of the
Paoiicy Zones 37,38 and 38

The applicant does not spell out the scale of effect atthe construction stage on the character
of the landscape policy zones. If this is extrapolated from the information above — a medium
magnitude of change x a moderate to high sensitivity site (if the NSDC Landscape character
assessment sensitivity is used) would lead to at least a medium to high adverse scale of
effect on the policy zones at the construction stage. It iz accepted that these impacts are
localised to the site area and will diminish rapidly with distance for the proposed site, but
nevertheless a substantial change to the landscape character of these policy zones within
the site area can be extrapolated from the information provided.
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Landscape impact - There will be a change in the perception of the landscape character of
the willage of Halloughton at the construction stage due to the presence of the access road
emerging on to Bridle Farm Lane, the main route into the wvillage, caused primarily by visual
presence of construction vehicles, and the potential loss of the large poplar at the village
entrance. This effect has not been assessed and needs to he considered by the applicant.

Construction impact on the village of Halloughton

The following comments have been made by the applicant in relation to the change in the
perception of the landscape character of the village of Halloughton at the construction stage
due to the presence of the access road and primarily by visual presence of construction
vehicles in paragraph 3.18 of the LY1A addendum.

" The perceived landscape character of the village vares depending on which area of the
viliage vou are experencing i from. Whilst the western and central portions of the villiage
couid be described as reigtively tranquil with some infervisibiity between the village and the
adiacent landscape, experienced from locafions such as the PRoW bridiewsy to the south of
the village which passes through Bridle Road Farm. The eastern edge of the village has a
aifferent character, # feels more encliosed and less tranguil due to the presence of the AGT2
Highcross Hill AB12 Highcross Hill s & busy route that travels through Southwell and as
observed on the Sike vist caries a variefy of vehicles inciuding lormes and local buses.
Construchion vehicles fraveling from the AETZ Highcoross Hilb will have fo fravel along
approximately 37 m of Bridle Farm Road before they furn info the proposed Site access The
infrodiuction of these vehickes at the frequency defalied in fthe Construction Traffic
Management Pian, which accompanies the application, are expected fo bring abowd =
Medium Magnitude of Change o the perceptibie landscape character of the vilage of
Halloughton, However, changes fo the landscape character wouid be localised’

A medium adverse magnitude of change is identified abowve, but the overall scale of wisual
effect of the construction stage on the eastern end of the wvillage of Halloughtan is nat fully
described . The applicant should provide more detailed information in this respect and
confirm the scale of effect at the construction stage.

In addition to the landscape proposals drawing and description in the Biodiversity
Management FPlan, a summary of the enhancement measures should be provided in the LWVIA
document. This is in order that the focus of the description is based on the mitigation of
landscape and visual effects rather than purely hiodiversity aims.

The following summary is provided in the LY1A addendum in Paragraph 3.19



‘Hedgerow flield boundaries internally and around the penohery of the Site would be
refained, and where necessany infilled with nalive species to enhance and strengthen the
local landscape character.

Trees within the Site along fieid boundaries would be refained and profected fo provide
structure fo the fandscape and {o hein in filfering views from pubiicaily accessibe iocalions
across the wider fandsoape.

A Tom wide belf of native freeswill be impiermented ahead of time this winter 2020/ spring
2021 along part of the Sites southern boundary to help to fiter and restrict views from
locations to the sowth of the Site, including the residential properfies on the northern edge
of Halloughfan.

A new native hedgerow with trees is proposed along the pard of the far western exfent of
the southern boundary of the Sife, fo help mitigate any polential views from iocations fo the
south-southwest of the Site Inciuding residential properiies, road and PRoVW users in and
around the wviliage of Halloughion.

The existing boundarny vegefation situated adiacent to the rowte of Southwell Bridieway
MNumber 74 is to be retained and infilled, with a new length of hedgerow proposed where |
crosaes the cenfral portion of the Site, o help in softening the appearance of the proposed
bt form.

Internal access tracks have been gesigned o ulillse existing gateway's and farm tracks
wherever possibie fo minimise the need for localised hedgerow removal

The battery unifs within the Site are located on the periphery of the fields to benefit from a
level of screening provided by existing field boundarny vegetation fo minimise visualimpact

The sub-station and one of fermporany construction compounds would be seen in the
confext of an existing large scale pyion on the Site, and located near two dense biocks of
woodtand and & length of hedgerow. The second termparary construction compoundg woulid
be jocated in the northern parcel of the Site, near an existing fieid boundary and two well
established biocks of woodiand. These localions have been carefuily considered fo benefi
from screening provide by existing vegelation to aid in restriching views of the proposals
fromlocalions across the swrounding landscape. The termporary construction compounds
wowld each be aporoximately 018 heclares in size’

Thiz additional information is accepted by the EMD Team and forms a useful summary of
the landscape enhancements to he provided within the LV1A addendum itself rather than in
another document.

Mare infarmation is provided in the recently submitted planting note (Fegasus Group — 21%
Jdanuary 2021 — Caroline Foe. The note describes proposals for advance planting works
which will provide additional screening to the northern edge of Hallougton willage. These
consistof the following planting areas:-



‘Main new woodland pianting adiacent to the southern edge of the Apolication Sike of 14m
width, plus a section of 10m width at its eastern extent.

An addifional strip of evergreen and copper beech trees adiacent o the southeastern carner
of the Application Sie. Note thaf conper beech frees are planted fo refiect this species in the
Village, nciuding church vard,

A strin of pianting adjacent to the sowth-west corner of the Application Site fo be underiaken
in advance of commencement of the solar farm development {subject to planning permission
being granted).’

A drawing (Screening and Shelterbelt planting plan) and photographs of the completed
planting have been provided within this document.

However, it must be stated that the propozed scheme has not wvet been granted planning
approval, to carry out the woodland and evergreen advance planting seems somewhat
premature, but this is an issue to be discussed with the NSDC Planning FPolicy Team.

Visual Assessment

Yisual assessment- It is recommended that a set of viewpaoint photographs is also included
in the LYIA that shows the representative views and 3 additional heritage viewpoints when
the wvegetation is not in leaf.

These wiewpoint photographs have been provided as reguested, as well as the 4 no
photomontages. These are accepted by the EMD Team.

Yisual assessment - Mo visual assessment has heen made of the construction stage of the
project. The construction stage is predicted to be 14 -16weeks. The applicant should provide
an assessment of impacts during this stage of the development including additional
infarmation about the visual impact of the structures which connect with the existing pylons
in this section of the LWVIA,

This information is provided in the Visual Assessment Summary - Appendix 2 of the LVIA
addendum document, this assessmentis accepted by the EMD Team.

This shows a major adverse scale of visual effect for Yiewpoints 1, 2, 3, 4, 12, 14 and 13,
These are significant effects for 7 out of the 18 viewpaoints at the construction stage.
Wisual assessment - The wisual impact at the construction stage of vehicles bringing the

compaonents of the salar farm to the site should be assessed.

This information is also provided in the Visual Assessment Summary - Appendix 2 of the
LW14 addendum document, this assessmert is accepted by the EMD Team.



A= above this shows major adverse scale of visual effect for Viewpoints 1, 2, 3, 4, 12, 14 and
15, but none of these are located near the site access.

For the viewpoints closestto the site access, the following visual impacts are assessed:-

WP 7 — negligible scale of visual effect
YF B — moderate adverse scale of visual effect
YF 9 — minor adverse scale of visual effect

There are therefore wisual effects for construction traffic on the access route, in the willage of
Hallougton which had not been reported previously.

Yisual assessment - The applicant should confirm if alternative routes for access to the site
have already been ruled out, and if so for what reasons.

The most detailed Information is included in the Highways Mote (JOW P18 2917 - Pegasus
Group — December 2020)

‘37 The access has been selecled as the most preferable option for the Proposed
Deveiopment. it has been proven to be safe in highways terms, providing adequate visibilfy,
can be provided withowt significant works or afteralions being required and is nol within a
but Lo area.

3.2 Two afernative locations for the access fo the sife were considered and discounted:

1] The main farm entrance further fo the west of fhe proposed access was not considered
preferabie fo the proposed access due fo is iocafion within the buif wn area of
Halioughton, meaning construction vehicles wowld be required fo enfer the viliage and
potentiatly cause disruotion fo residents.

2] Access vz Stubbins Lane, to the north-east of the proposed access, was discounted due

fo the reguirement for significant loss of trees within the thick belt of existing trees on

the wesfern side of this road and highway effects. This access ophion wowld also have
caused disruption to residents ihving along Sfubhins Lane, which is a narrow lane’

The EMD Team agree that neither of these above options are preferable to the access choszen,

due to the impact on the visual amenity of the residents of Halloughton willage, and also the
loss of vegetation on western side of the AB12 as above. The second option would also
involve substantial loss of mature hedgerowy to Stubbins Lane, as well as additional impact
on the entrances to Brackenhurst College. Although in terms of vegetation loss the option
chosenis the preferable option, it still alters the visual perception of the eastern end of the
village of Halloughton closeto listed buildings such as the Grade |l listed churchof St James,
Halloughton The conservation comments (Conservation advice — NS0T Oliver Scott— MNSDC
Haonor Whitfield — dated 24" Septermber 2020) should be referred to for more detail about the
impact on listed huildings.



Yisual assessment— In year 1 ofthe development, a major scale of visual effects is recorded
forviewpaoints 1,2, 4, 14 and 15 located on existing PRoWs, the EMD Team are in agreement
with this assessment. These impacts are significant in terms of the El& regulations.

Mo additional information reguired, the information is now tabulated in the Yisual Azsessment
Summary- Appendi: 2 of the V1A addendum document,

Wisual assessment — Heritage viewpoint E - The EMD Team is in agreement with the
conclusions of the visual assessment for year 1 of the proposed scheme for the 18
representative viewpoints, and heritage viewpoints A and C. However, we are not in
agreement with the assessment from Heritage viewpoint B from PRoW footpath 20901201,
looking southwest (Southwell Footpath 11 on the Southwell Heritage trail 2), this paoint is
located on the high ground to the south of Southwell and to the east of the site and there is
a distant view of the southern half of the site. We consider the scale of effect for Heritage
viewpoint B should be minor adverse far year 1 only.

The applicant has reconsidered the schedule of effects summary provided by Wia EM in the
comments and has made some amendments as provided as Appendix 2 of the LA
addendum document,

Foryear 1 they have identified a range between a moderate to negligible scale of effect, with
a negligible scale of effect in year 10. EDOM Team still consider that there is @ minor scale of
visual effect which is within this range, therefare this amendment is accepted.

Wisual assessment- For Year 10 of the visual assessment for some viewpoints, the change
in scale of effectfromyear 1toyear 10 is large, for example for viewpoint 1 the scale of effect
atwyear 1 iz Major and this declines to negligible by year 10. This large scale of change relies
totally on the successful establishment of the proposed hedgerows and the effective
managementof the existing hedgerows. The applicant should reconsiderthe year 10 impacts
and confirm that this degree of change is accurate.

The applicant has reconsidered the schedule of effects summary provided by the EMD Team
in their comments and has made some amendments, this is provided as Appendix 2 in the
L14 addendum documents.

In summary, YPs4 and 14 have a major adverse scale of effect reducing to a range between
moderate to negligible in year 10 which remains unchanged and is accepted by the EMD
Team. The Year 10 scale of effects for WP 1 2 and 3 {(which have a major adverse scale of
effects in yvear 1) hawve been amended to show a moderate adverse scale effect at year 10.
This reduces the large range between the scale of effects at Year 1 and Year 10, and these
amendments are accepted by the EMD Team

Wisual assessment - A description of the visual effects on surrounding residential properties
should be included in the LvV14, particularly on properties on the north western edge of
Halloughton, this information should be added either as a Schedule of Effects or as a wiritten
description in the LA,

10



Faragraph 3.24 and 3,25 of the LVIA addendum reads as follows:-

‘For fhe occupants of residential properies In Halloughton, the Suscephibility to change
arising from the Proposed Development is considered to be High. This is based on the
assumoiion that views of the surrounding countrvside are an important component of the
visual amenity associated with these properfies. With Medivm Value being an affractive buf
un-designated fandscape, this resulfs in High Sensitivity for residential receptfors.” Agree

‘For residents of the properies on the northern edge of the village, closest fo the Site it s
anticinated that the new free belf and hedgerows in combination with the existing field
boundarny vegetalion along the Sie's southern boundarny, which 15 o be infilled and
strengthened as part of the proposals. The lavers of existing free groups on Site, vegelation
in the gardens of the properties, and in places agricuitural buildings are expected fo restrict
views of the Proposed Development from the Jower floor windows and opardens of the
properies. Partial views may be expenenced from the Loper floor windows of the properfies
guring the construction phase and Year 7 resufing in 3 Low Magnitude of Change and
Modlerate adverse Scale of Effect By vear 10 followng the successii establishrment of
the proposed vegetation the Magriude of Change is expected fo reduce fo Negligible.’

This issue has been addressed by a written description on the LVIA addendum. At year 1
and in the construction phase there I1s a moderate adverse scale of effect from upper floar
windows of some properties on the narthern edge of Halloughton, it is still not clear which
particular properties this impact applies to, or how many and the applicant should provide
more detailed information on this issue,

The LYI1A addendumn in paragraphs 4.3 comments aon the lack of inter-visibility bebyween the
representative  viewpoints close to Halloughton (vPs 7891011 and 12) and the
Conservation Area. However, in order to reach the village by Southvwell Bridlewsay 74 and
Halloughton Byway 9 for example the wisitor passes through the surrounding landscape
hefore entering the willage and this experience will be altered by the substantial change in
the surroundings on the approach to the village.

Wisual assessment- The extent of views from the isolated farms within the study area should
alzo be recarded, even iIf the views are screened by surrounding mature vegetation.

This has been addressed by a written description in the LY1& addendum in paragraphs 3.26
- 330

3.26 Residents of the local farms scallered across the local landscape including New Radley
Farm, Stubbins Farm, Halloughton Wood Farm and Thorney Abbey Farm are also assessed
as being of High Sensfivity to the Proposed Development. Agree

327 Mew Radiey Farmis located in the norfhern extent of the Site, afhough it sifs owfside of
the Sie boundary. The farmhbouse Is surrounded by dense woodiand to the north, east and

[



south and hedgerow vegetafion to the west. As aresulf 15 anficipated that residents of New
Fadley Farm wowld have the opporfunity o expenence parlial views of the construction
activities faking place fo the west of the property, resuifing in a Low Magnitude of Change.
Partial views of the operational solar development may also be possible frorm any upoer floor
windows that face in a weslerly orientation, resulting In a Low Magnitude of Change and
Moderate Scale of Effect at both Year 1 and 10. Although it must be emphasised that
because the farm s privale, this assumplion has been made Lsing asral mapoing and
observafions during the Site visit. As fthe residents aporoach the properfy along the drivewsay
fothe north, it Is anticinated that views of the construction activities and the proposais af Year
1 cowid be avalzbie. By Year 10 once the hedgerow along the eastern edge of the driveway
has estabilshed the Magnitude of Change and Scale of Effect are expected to diminish
it shouid be noted that New Radley Farm is owned by the same landowner who owns the
fand which will accommodate the Proposed Developrment.

3.28 Slubbing Farm and Stubbins Barn are located just to the north of Viewpoint 4, sef back
by approximately 70m and set within a mature garden which includes a number of large
shrubs. For residents it s anticioated that field boundany vegefalion aiong the Sie's
bhoundarny, which is fo be Infiied and strengihened as part of the pronosals, and vegefation in
the garden of the properties s expected to restrict views of the Proposed Development from
the lower fioors. Parfial and fitered views may be experienced from the uoper floor windows
ofthe construction activities and proposals af Year T resuiting 0 a Low Magniude of Change
Modlerate Scale of Effect Although it must be emphasisedtihat because the farm s private,
this assumplion has been made off aeral mapping and cbservations dunng the Site visit By
Year 10 once the proposed vegelalion along the Site's boundanes malures the Magnitude
of Change and Scale of Effect will reduce.

3.28 Halloughton Wood Farm is located approximately 800m to the southwest of the Site.
infervening vegetafion which includes a dense malture hedgerow alongside Cofmoor Lane
Byway fo the east, Halioughion Wood to the north and vegetation around fthe periphery of
the farmvard This vegefafion in combination with the large agricuifural barns within the
farmyard are expected fo prevent views of the construction phase or operafional solar
development.

2.30 Thorney Abbey Farm is located on the B6256 to the north of the Site. From a study of
aerial mapoing, t appears that the residential property is located to the eastern end of the
farmyard and surrounded by dense vegelation ncluding several mature trees. Thormey
Abbey Farm s not located in an elevaled position and, as a result, the lavers of infervening
field boundary vegetation including along the Site northern boundarny would heavily fiter and
restrict wiews of the proposals. This wowld resulf in a Neglioibie Maonitude of Change and
subsequent Scale of Effect during the consiruction phase and Year T and 10,

A summary of the information provided by the applicant is -

Mew RHadley Farm — a moderate adverse scale of wisual effect from upper levels of the
property - at the construction stage, year 1 and year 10 is identified. The effects will diminish
by yvear 10 with establishment of hedgerow along the eastern edge of the driveway. This is
accepted by the EMD Team. It is noted that MNew Radley Farm is owned by the same
landowner who mamns the land which will accommaodate the Proposed Development.
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Stubbing Farm — a moderate adverse scale of wisual effect from upper levels of the property
at the construction stage and Year 1 is identified. The effects will diminish by Year 10 once
the proposed vegetation along the Site's boundaries matures. This is accepted by the EMD
Team.

Halloughtan YWood Fanm — negligible wisual effect - This is accepted by the EMD Team.

Thorney Abbey Farm — negligible wisual effect - This is accepted by the EMD Team.

« Cumulative effects — the applicant should confirm that there are no cumulative effects with
ather proposed solar farm projects within the study area, that are registered with the planning
authority.

It has been confirmed by the applicant that there are no proposed solar farm developments
registered with the local authority that fall within the study area, and this information is
accepted by the EMD Team.

Conclusion

FPegasus Group have provided most of the additional information requested in the EMD comments
af 18" September, this drawws out the full landscape and visual impacts of the scheme. ltems where
further information is still required are;-

= The applicant should confirm which properties the moderate scale of visual impact
described on the northem edge of Halloughton applies to, at the very least the number
of properties affected should be detailed.

* A medium adverse magnitude of change due to the construction stage of the project
on the village of Halloughton is described, but the overall scale of visual effect of the
construction stage on the eastern end of the village of Halloughton is not fully detailed
. this information should be provided by the applicant.

Discussicon of Landscape impacts

A moderate adverse landscape impact on landcover of the proposed site for the 40 year lifetime of
the scheme — rather than a minor beneficial impact as previously stated when the assessmentwas
hiodiversity focussed is described.

A major adverse scale of effects on the character of Policy Zones 37.38 and 38 for the 40 vear
lifetime of scheme is also described.

The impact of the proposed scheme on the setting of Hallougton Conservation Area and the listed
buildings contained within this is covered in detail in the response of Qliver Scott (Conservation
advice — NSDC Oliver Scott— NSDC Honor Whitfield — dated 24% September 20207 and is assessed
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as fessthan substantizi harm ' but harm on the setting has been identified by the heritage specialist.
The EMD team would reiterate his comments and agree with the designation statement for
Halloughtan fram 1872 which says "In fact it could be said that the visual quality of Halloughton is
attributable more to its landscape, than to its buildings" (Notts County Council, 1872). In order to
reach the village by Southwell Bridleway 74 and Halloughton Byway 9 for example, the wisitor
passes through the surrounding landscape before entering the village and this experience will be
altered by the substantial change in these surroundings.

Taking the above into accountthe EMD Team consider that there are long term impacts on the ‘land
cover' element of the landscape, and long term impacts on the landscape character of the site area,
it i= accepted that these impacts will diminish with distance from the site. Harm has been identified
to the setting of Hallougton Conservation Area and the listed buildings contained within this.

Discussicn of Visual Impacts
The follmeing scale of wisual effects had been identified: -

A moderate adverse scale of effects on views from upper levels of some properties on the northern
edge of Hallougton (the number of properties and which properties are affected is not detailed)

A major scale of wisual effect on PRoOVW Southieiell 74 represented by WP 1, and 2 atthe construction
stage and years 1 and 10 has been identified

A major scale of visual effect on PRV Southwell 74 represented by VP 3 at the construction stage
and moderate scale of visual effect at year 10

A major scale of visual effect on PRV Southwell 74 represented by WP 4 at the construction stage
and wear 1, and moderate — negligible atwear 10,

A major scale of visual effect on PRoVY Southweell 43 represented by VP 14 atYears 1 and moderate
—negligible atyear 10

A major scale of visual effect on PRoYY Southwell 43 represented by VP 15 at the construction stage
years 1 and 10,

A moderate adverse scale of visual effect on Mew Fadley Farm and Stubbins Farm atyear 1 inviews
fram upper levels of the properties which will reduce by year 10,

Taking the above into accountthe EMD Team consider that there are long term impacts on PRoW
Southevell 74 particularly for the wviewpoints 1 and 2 which last at least until year 10 and probably
longer, and long term impacts on PRoVW Southwell 43 for the viewspoints 14 and 15 which continue
atyear 10. These footpaths are well used particularly PRoW Southwell 74 which links Southwell and
Halloughton. The wisual amenity of these routes will be reduced as views will change from open
farmland to wiews of solar farm infrastructure including the surrounding protective fencing and as
described above this will affect the visual perception of the village of Halloughtaon,
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Summary

Due te both the Landscape and Visual Impacts identified by the applicant, the EMD Teamdo
not support the proposals for the construction of a solar farm and battery stations together
with all associated works, equipment and necessary infrastructure. The EMD Team
recognise the need for the provision of solar farms to achieve renewable energy targets
but consider that this location close to the northern edge of the village of Halloughton is
not an appropriate setting due to these identified landscape and visual impacts. These
impacts should be weighed in the planning balance when considering if the proposed
scheme should go ahead.

Y ours sincerely

Helen Jones
Landscape Architect
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