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1. APPLICANT’S RESPONSE TO WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS 

Purpose of this Document   

1.1 This document is submitted by INRG Solar (Little Crow) Ltd (“the Applicant”) and 

contains the Applicant's response to the written representations submitted by 

interested parties for Deadline 1, 10 May 2021.  

1.2 The Applicant’s response is presented in a tabulated format. 
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REP1-027 Sills & 
Betteridge 
(7 May 
2021) 

Further to the Preliminary Meeting and Issue Specific Hearing on 20 April 2021, we 
confirm that the single point of contact for the Interested Parties Richard Fenwick 
Johnson, Katie Teresa Holmes, Fennswood Motors Ltd, Mandown Support Ltd and 
Infocus ID Ltd is [redacted] whose email address is @sillslegal.co.uk.    
 
We further confirm that the Interested Parties wish to be heard at an open floor 
hearing and that the Interested Parties would like to provide a general tour of the 
property to the Examining Authority as soon as possible. This would enable the 
Examiner to see for himself the matters of concern particularly those relating to the 
roadway. We now refer to those questions posed to the Interested Parties in the ExQ1:  
 
Q.1.1.9 There appears to be much derelict former industrial, storage or port land along 
the Humber banks which does not appear in NLC’s Brownfield Land Register 
presumably because it is unsuitable for residential development. There are many 
wartime and post war airfields in Lincolnshire, where there is minimal or no use of 
runway, taxiway or apron areas. The former British Sugar factory site at Brigg is 
currently in the market extending to in excess of 42 hectares with less than 16 ha 
zoned for employment use  
 
Q.1.3.1    We consider the extent of the Order Limits assessed in the Air Quality and 
Carbon Assessment (APP‐081) to be erroneous as although the plan at page 2 is 
correct, the narrative references in APP‐081 are incorrect. At Page 7 it is stated that 
“There are no notable ecological receptors within a 200m vicinity of the development. 
There are, however, two residential properties less than 350m from the Order Limits.” 
This is incorrect in that the Interested Parties’ property is far closer than 350m from 
the Order Limits. They are in fact, under 50m from the Order Limits 
 
This has a significant impact on the assessment of the trackout on page 9, which is 
deemed to have a large potential effect but is not likely to be taken to be a concern as 
the description of the Order Limits indicates that the nearest residential property is 
350m away. Moreover, page 10 states that “the closest properties to the proposed site 
consists of two farm structures with at least one structure being used as a residential 
dwelling and are located east of the proposed site and North of Broughton at distances 
of 280m and 415m from the Order Limits.” This has similarly been drafted on the basis 
of Order Limits that do not match those on the plan at page 2. We have not verified the 
information within the Air Quality and Carbon Assessment;  
 
we have merely highlighted points where it appears that the report has been written in 
relation to erroneous Order Limits. If there are any further mistakes in relation to the 
Order Limits, we have not necessarily picked them up.  
 
Q.1.9.1 We consider the extent of the Order Limits referred to in the Noise Impact 
Assessment (APP‐085) are erroneous. That feeds through into the narrative of the 
Noise Impact Assessment. The roadway and a section of land above the roadway 
(immediately south of Plot Wood) are included within the Order Limits as can be seen 
from the site plan in APP‐006. However, these areas are not included in Figure 14027‐
SP1 purportedly describing the Order Limits for the purposes of the Noise Impact 
Assessment.   The effect of this is that Heron Lodge is described as north‐east of the 

The Applicant’s response to the matters put forward by Heron Lodge with regards to 
the ExQ1 are as follows: 
 
Q.1.1.9 
 
The Applicant has responded in its answers to ExQ1.1.8 and ExQ.1.1.9 in the 
Applicant’s Response to Examining Authority’s Questions (Document Reference 
9.24 LC OTH). 
 
Q.1.3.1 
 
Please see the Applicant’s response to ExQ.1.3.2 in the Applicant’s Response to 
Examining Authority’s Questions (Document Reference 9.24 LC OTH) which refers 
to an updated Air Quality and carbon Assessment (Document Reference 7.12A LC 
TA4.5) submitted at Deadline 2.  The updated report takes the opportunity to clarify 
the distance of the Interested Parties’ property from the Order Limits and addresses 
the impacts of trackout and sets out recommended mitigation measures which have 
been incorporated within the updated Outline Construction and Environmental 
Management Plan submitted at Deadline 2 (Document Reference 7.8A LC TA4.1)  
 
Q.1.9.1 
 
Please see the Applicant’s response to ExQ.1.9.2 in the Applicant’s Response to 
Examining Authority’s Questions (Document Reference 9.24 LC OTH) which refers 
to an updated Noise Impact Assessment (Document Reference 7.16A LC TA4.9) in 
which the Applicant has provided greater detail on the assessment of noise that may 
be experienced by the Interested Parties as a result of the use of the access track. 
 
Regarding the site visit to Heron Lodge, if the Examining Authority considers that an 
accompanied site visit is required then we can attend if requested. 
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source of noise (Para 2.0 Noise Impact Assessment). Clearly Heron Lodge is north‐east 
of the Solar Farm, but it is not north‐east of the nearest source of noise, which is the 
roadway. Heron Lodge is due south of the nearest source of noise (the roadway) and 
potentially is also closer to the land above the roadway omitted from Figure 14027‐
SP1, than it is to where the main body of the Solar Farm is to be located. It is not clear 
what noise will be generated in this area to the north of the roadway.  
 
Yours faithfully Sills & Betteridge LLP 
 
 

REP1-026 Northern 
Powergrid 
(27 April 
2021) 

If Northern Powergrid apparatus or land interests are impacted by the proposal then 
yes Northern Powergrid would like to register as an Interested Party. Please ignore the 
reference to Network Rail this should read IRNG. Thanks, 
 

The Applicant acknowledges this representation. 

REP1-025 BT 
Openreach  

This email is to confirm that we (Openreach) are in agreement with the protective 
provisions detailed in this DCO.  
 

The Applicant acknowledges this representation. 

REP1-014 
TO 024 

North 
Lincolnshire 
Council   

Raventhorpe Farm - DECISION NOTICE PA/2014/0892  
Raventhorpe Farm - SLP 
Raventhorpe Farm - DELEGATED ASSESSMENT FOR PA/2014/0892 
Raventhorpe Farm – SLP & ACCESS ROUTE  
CONESBY - DECISION NOTICE PA/2018/2140 CONESBY SOALR FARM 
CONESBY - SLP 
CONESBY – DELEGATED ASSESSMENT FOR PA/2018/2140 
SWEETING THORNS – COMMITTEE REPORT FOR PA/2015/0114 
Sweeting Thorns – SLP 
SWEETINGS THORNE – DECISION NOTICE PA/2015/0114 (REFUSAL) 
SWEETINGS THORNE – APPEAL DECISION APP/Y2003/W/16/3145863 [ALLOWED 5 
DECEMBER 2016] 

The Applicant acknowledges representation and no response required.    
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