
Dear Sirs, 
 

I would like to register my objection to the renewable energy scheme proposed 
by Sunnica.  

Listed here the specifics of the issues I have with the proposal: 
  

1. Size.  The proposed project is very large, too large. It is effectively filling 

the spaces between towns and villages. I am sure that the size has been 
dictated by economies of scale, the amount of land that can be leased and 
the cost of building infrastructure to support it.  These factors far 

outweighing any thoughts of the local communities and their 
surroundings. 

2.  Green Energy Production.  The main purpose of the proposal appears to 

be the storage of energy for the purpose of ‘trading’, rather than energy 
production.  The batteries used to store energy exported from the 
National Grid at cheap, off-peak, periods. Then, sold back to the grid at 

peak times when demand is high. 
 

3.  Farm land.  At a time when we will have to maximise local food 
production, it seems inappropriate and irresponsible to take thousands of 
acres of productive farm land out of use for the foreseeable future. 

 
4.  Nomenclature – Energy Farm.  The project is not a farm, it is a power 

station. The countryside and any archaeological sites will be lost for 
generations. The heritage of years of successful, and very productive, 
farming will be gone and forgotten when the site becomes an industrial 

landscape. I have no doubt that the ‘power station’ will make my house 
much more difficult to sell when that decision is made.  

 
5.  Decommissioning.  Sunnica Ltd will build & sell the permission to build a 

power station. Responsibility for decommissioning the site when it is 

obsolete/no longer profitable is vague and unlikely to survive the test of 
time.  

 
6.  Local disruption.  The construction phase will be lengthy. There will be a 

huge amount of extra road traffic with the number of staff and materials 
moving to and from the site. This will cause massive local disruption and 
damage to the roads. These problems, the slowing down of traffic, greater 

amounts time travelling to and from clients, will have a very direct effect 
on my business & it’s profitability. 

 
7.  Local benefits. These appear to be minimal, if in fact there are any at all. 

Perhaps there might be a couple of permissive paths, which really won’t 

stack up against the disruption caused by the construction phase and the 
inevitable and permanent change to the local environment. 

 
8.  Local Business involvement.  The size and specialised nature of the 

proposal will surely exclude all but the very minimal possible. The 

consultation process was certainly inadequate and, if you were being kind, 
haphazard. I accept that the pandemic did not help but questions were 



not answered during the webinars and there was no opportunity for follow 
up any answers. I don’t think Sunnica even bothered to hold a 

‘consultation event’ in Worlington. 
 

9.  Safety.  I’m sure the efforts to mitigate risks are thorough and in 
accordance with all appropriate legislation. This was certainly the case at 
sites where ‘emergencies’ or accidents have occurred. However, risks will 

still exist and the effect & damage of a ‘Thermal Runaway’ would appear 
to be devastating. 

 
10. Lagoons. One of the safety measures is the construction of lagoons as a 

store of water for use in the event of an emergency. Whilst this would 

appear reasonable, where will the water, inevitably contaminated by its 
use in the emergency, finish up? I don’t think that the effects on the soil, 

local wildlife and the aquifer will be positive. 

11. Sunnica doesn’t want to specify the panels that will be used, why is that? 

Perhaps it’s the efficiency of the units or their cost. Maybe it is that 

technology is moving so fast a commitment to specifics at this stage 

might create a ‘white elephant’ of a project. Whatever the reason, it does 

nothing to help us decide on the proposals future. 

 

12.The impact of the scheme on my family will be considerable. We enjoy the 

views, the many walks and cycle routes around the village in the 

wonderful natural environment that currently exists there. The scheme, if 

successful, will sadly bring all this to an end. 

 

Thank you for your consideration of these points. 

 

Ed Lubbock and family 

 

Residents of Worlington 
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