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05:01 
Good morning, everyone. And welcome to this the first of our open floor hearings and the last of our 
hearings this week into the application for the longfield solar farm project. I'm Laurie Cridland, the 
examining inspector. I'm supported here today by Simon redwood, the case manager, as well as Ryan 
Sedgman, and features from the case team. Now, if you have any queries outside the hearing or any 
difficulties accessing it, then please do let one of them know by emailing the project email address. 
You'll be able to find this at the top of any of the correspondence sent to you by the planning 
Inspectorate in relation to this proposal. Now, as I mentioned a moment ago, a digital recording is being 
made. And so it would be helpful if you could clearly identify yourselves before you speak. The 
recording will be retained and published on the project page of the national infrastructure website for a 
period of five years following the Secretary of State's decision on the application. And so can I ask you 
to avoid referring to information that you wish to be kept private and confidential. I also mentioned that 
the hearing is being live streamed on the internet. And so for those of you who do not wish to have your 
image captured, you should keep your camera turned off. Can I also ask once again, the cameras and 
microphones are capped off unless you're speaking or actively participating in a particular discussion 
point. Now, I have already here that held hearings this week into the draft development consent order. 
compulsory acquisition matters, as well as a number of environmental matters yesterday. The purpose 
of today's hearing is really to give those of you who wish to raise matter in respect of the proposal that 
was not covered in one of the other hearings an opportunity to do so if I could ask someone from the 
case team to bring the agenda for today's hearing up onto the screen, please. Thank you. Now as you 
can see from the agenda, this hearing is a little bit different from the others, insofar as it's not a subject 
matter controlled agenda. And other than the matters that were already covered by the other hearings, I 
am happy to hear about any matter, provided that it's relevant. I should make clear though, that it 
should relate to and expand upon the points previously raised in relevant representations or written 
representations. As with the other hearings this week, I'd like to start by asking today's speakers to 
introduce themselves. And so if we can start with the representatives of the applicant, please. 
 
07:29 
Certainly, sir, good morning. My name is James Pateman. I'm the project manager for the landfill solar 
farm. I have been through the entirety of the development process so far, and I represent the applicant. 
 
07:39 
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Good morning, Mr. pigment. Is it just yourself this morning? Or are there other members of your team 
that will be pulled forward, depending on the issues that are raised? 
 
07:47 
That's true, there are three others in the room with me this morning, we have Carly Vinc, who you've 
you've met over the course of the week already. We have Matthew Busey, my assistant project 
manager representing some matters. And we have Douglas Johnson from our comms team, who will 
represent any consultation type questions. 
 
08:08 
Thanks very much, Mr. Pittman, if they can introduce themselves, as when they come forward to speak, 
I think that would be fine. Perfect. Thank you, sir. Thank you very much. Now, I do have a few requests 
speak. But they were mostly from interested parties who have attended and participated in the other 
hearings. And so it may be that they have already raised some of the matters that they wish to speak 
on. Or it may be that there are other matters. So what I'm going to do at this point is to invite each one 
that I have on my list forward, and then perhaps if they could introduce themselves and confirm at that 
point, whether or not they wish to raise any additional matters this morning. And it would also be useful 
if they could briefly say what topics they relate to. So firstly, I have on the list of representative from the 
local at the Essex local access forum. I think that is Mrs. Evans, if I recall the 70 with us this morning. 
 
09:02 
Yes, I am. Good morning, Mrs. Evans. Good morning. Sorry. 
 
09:09 
No, go ahead. I think there's a slight delay on the line here. So 
 
09:15 
as we dealt with public rights away and access yesterday afternoon, I don't think I have anything to add 
today. And I'm fact I may not stay beyond 11 o'clock. 
 
09:24 
Thank you very much, Mrs. Evans. That's that's that's useful to know. And if you do want wish to come 
in at any point, then do please let me know. Yes, thank you. We'll do I also have a request from the 
Essex Ramblers. I think that's Mr. Reeve. I'm not sure if Mr. Reeves is with us this morning. I know he 
did attend yesterday. And he did set up a position in relation to the Essex Ramblers Mr. Review with us 
this morning. 
 
09:53 
I believe he will not be attending he has a funeral to attend to. 
 
09:58 
Thank you very much. Mrs. Evans, thanks for confirmation of that. In that case, I also have Essex 
County Council anyone can say from Essex County Council? No, I'm from Braintree District Council. 
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10:22 
My name is Julio Herrera and I'm planning policy officer with Braintree District Council. And I, we don't 
have anything to add to it. 
 
10:33 
Thank you very much. Miss O'Hara, thank you for the confirmation of that. And for Chelmsford City 
Council. Miss Mabbott Yes, Morning, 
 
10:42 
Sir Reshma chumps the City Council. We don't have anything further to add other than the comments 
that we've previously raised from local impact report and subsequent discussions. 
 
10:52 
Thank you very much, Mr. Herbert. In that case, is there anyone else present this morning who wishes 
to speak on any particular matter or otherwise make themselves known? pause for a moment in case 
there is a slight delay. Okay, well, in that case, I think we did cover quite a few matters yesterday, and it 
was quite a long session. And so I didn't anticipate that we may not have many. And I hadn't quite 
anticipated that we wouldn't have anyone speaking. But I think what I'm going to propose we do at this 
point is move on. And I Oh, Mr. swash, I see your hand has gone up. 
 
11:37 
Yes, I've one of the things that the conservation board and Conservation Society is particularly 
concerned about 
 
11:46 
Mr. swash, if I could just stop you there for a moment perhaps at this point, you could just introduce 
yourself, say who you represent. And just give me a brief summary of any matters that you wish to 
speak on. And then we'll move on to the agenda item number three, and then I'll give you an 
opportunity to raise those matters. 
 
12:02 
Okay? Okay. My name is Ellen swash I represent on Conservation Society. And one of the big areas of 
concern for boards of board and Conservation Society is the location of the the substation of boards, 
launch. Balls, launch substation was only been there for a few years. And it was put there primarily to 
serve British Rail and provide additional supply to British Rail, which is what we were which is, which 
we were fully informed of. There was no consultation at that time, because of the nature of the 
substation. And the impact there is an impact on born in terms of views. And so it's just I just really 
wanted to touch on that today. Because it has been the substation has been discussed at previous 
sessions. But not perhaps not all the relevant issues have come forward to be quite honest. 
 
13:11 
Thank you, Mr. swash that that's that's useful. If I can pause you there for a moment because I can see 
that we have another speaker who'd like to come in as well. And then I'll come back to you in a moment 
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and we can you can set out any points you wish to make in relation to the substation. Under Item 
number three. 
 
13:30 
Dr. Reid 
 
13:35 
Yes, good morning. I'm 
 
13:36 
I just want to say I've been referring to you as Dr. Reid because that's how you come up on my screen 
but if you prefer me to address you in in another capacity then please do let me know. 
 
13:46 
Yes, I'm well I'm I'm here in capacity of counsellor with Boren parish council. Yes, an issue of real 
concern to Boren parish council is the impact, particularly during the implementation stages of the 
longfield development on traffic through the village. And I'm not aware that this has come up in other 
hearings. So I would just briefly like to point out some of the traffic concerns 
 
14:22 
certainly can't be referred to as counsellors if you're in that capacity. So certainly, Councillor Reid, is 
there anyone else who wishes to raise any particular matters this morning? 
 
14:37 
Not seeing any other hands going up. And so in that case, let's move on to item number three. This is 
really an opportunity now for the speakers who have identified themselves to outline their concerns. 
Having done so I may have one or two questions and the applicant will be given an opportunity to 
respond. And so Mr. swash I can see you still got your hand up Could I ask you to put your head down 
And if you'd like to outline any of the points that you'd like to make, it's over to you. 
 
15:10 
Okay, thank you very much. I'd say my name is Alan swash I represent the bone Conservation Society. 
And we have a membership of the community within the community of Boerne. And we work alongside 
the parish council. The problem with the problem with the substation that was large as a it was 
originally over implemented or installed a few years ago. And I'm not only talking about like, two to 
three years ago, maybe four but it's certainly not long ago. Primarily we were informed to supply 
network route in terms of boosting their lectures, the supplies. The now the, there obviously is benefits, 
I guess, to the electricity infrastructure, to not have too many substations. But the the substation where 
it's currently placed is clearly visible from the entry into the the west end of Boerne village. As you look 
across the field and across the a 12, you can see the substation which is a bit of an eyesore, and from 
walked on the road, you can clearly see the substation from there as well. And to have that enlarge, 
would be detrimental. We think. The other problem that leads on to that is the sheer amount of 
infrastructure work that has to take place to connect the solar farm to the substation. It involves land 
landowners that wouldn't otherwise be involved. It includes considerable disruption to Waterloo Road, 
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which is quite a busy road whilst it's a country road. We moved here close to 50 years ago, because I 
live in Waterloo. We moved here something like 50 years ago, and it was a quiet country lane. It's a 
very busy cutthroat road now and have road works where cable waves are being created across water, 
we have seen significant impacts. And I think the the I've been trying to understand the logic of actually 
taking cables underground for the significant distance that is they need to go to breach get to balls 
Lodge and the disruption that would cause when in actual fact the overhead power cables go across 
the solar farm and could easily be connected into into the the high power cables actually within the site. 
I think there was comment earlier in the week that there is the difficulty of actually removing that at the 
end of the 40 years. But to be perfectly honest, it's not going to be a lot different to removing the 
substrate or to it and moving other parts of the equipment on the site. You know, the battery storage, 
the battery storage is probably as bigger as bigger as the stumps as big as the substation would be. So 
they've got to remove that. So why they couldn't remove this up at the substation as well. I don't know. I 
suppose the say it's I think from the bond Conservation Society it's particularly the we want to try to 
minimise whilst whilst I think we haven't, I don't think we've come across a single person that is against 
solar power. And as has been said numerous times during the this week, it is a balancing exercise. And 
and I guess your responsibility to to to make that judgement. But in terms of the amount of disruption 
and upheaval if this is chosen to be the site it seems a bit disproportionate that the cables should be 
have to be carried so far to Paul's lodge quality or Paul's lodge substation. When it's not necessarily 
and and the related disruption that that causes. So I think that's the main point we want to make. And it 
is primarily about the the connection to the substation 
 
19:57 
especially said that it's not necessary and Just to make sure that I understand correctly when you say 
not necessarily you do you mean not necessarily to put them underground or not necessary. More 
generally, 
 
20:09 
it's not necessary to run the, to run the the connection into the national grid all the way to always large 
substation, that clearly 
 
20:20 
goes to your point that they could tap, tapping into the overhead power lines, 
 
20:25 
they could tap into the overhead power lines within the site. And there because the site is so huge, 
there are discrete areas where they could tap him where the substation wouldn't be disruptive to other 
people, intelligent views and satellite, but bearing in mind that the those all those fields are going to be 
covered by solar panels. substation is not going to make a huge amount of difference to be honest. 
 
20:55 
Scott, I just wanted to clarify to make sure I understood the point that you were making. Mr. Payment. 
I'm just wondering whether you would like to come back and respond to Mr. swash at this point. Or if 
you'd like to wait, and perhaps hear from Mrs. Sorry, Counsellor read first and then respond all in 
Mongo. But it's entirely up to you. 
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21:17 
I think. So Mr. Pateman, representing the applicant as the project manager? I think so. Given that it 
sounds like the points are all fairly discrete, it might make sense to take them one by one. But if I were 
covering the same area, then then maybe we could wait to the end. But sounds like they're gonna be 
fairly discrete and separate points. So I'm happy to do them as they come and that way, everyone 
remember what we're talking about. 
 
21:38 
Thank you, then. 
 
21:40 
Thanks very much. So, Mr. swats just to try and help with understanding and help talk through the 
process. I think the easiest way might be to do this in a fairly chronological manner. I mean, I think 
there are lots of factors, as you know, through the discussions we've had over the last couple of years 
that go into the decision making process around, particularly the grid, connection point and the 
substation locations. To just cover off a few things that you've said that perhaps aren't quite aligned to 
the proposals. The first thing is that the substation connecting into the overhead power lines is a 
national grid owned asset that we are seeking permission for here and seek permission to construct on 
their behalf. So once constructed, that asset is owned and operated by National Grid rather than the 
longfield solar farm itself. National Grid will retain that asset beyond the life of the solar farm for their 
own purposes, as a permanent piece of infrastructure to support the UK transmission network. So that 
is a permanent asset. That permanent asset obviously needs to be maintained, operated and 
accessed. And therefore there are other permanent features associated with a substation like access, 
that would need to be there for the permanent position, not just the temporary. So that's the first thing. 
The second thing as we've heard over the last few days is that the the balance that the project team 
have already taken in assessing multiple locations, comes becomes significant for the substation, this is 
a large piece of fixed infrastructure. It is it is more significant in terms of its scale than the rest of the 
Solar Site as as as you note from the existing substation, apples Lodge, and therefore the visual impact 
and its impact on the location is more significant than the rest of the solar farm assets. Thirdly, we have 
obviously consulted a lot on the substation, and in particular, if we go all the way back to November, 
December 2020, our our first round of consultation included three potential locations for the substation. 
And we, we sought feedback, we received plentiful feedback on the options for the location, you can 
find all of that in page seven of our consultation booklet. And that describes the responses we had, and 
and therefore the feedback and how the feedback has helped inform the project and its decision 
making. 
 
24:19 
Man just a quick question, you receive a consultation booklet is that the consultation report that's 
included in the examination document? 
 
24:27 
It's appended to Yes, yes. Thank you. 
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24:34 
I'm sorry to have interrupted. 
 
24:35 
No, no, you're okay. So, yes, so the the the locations we've been, we've consulted on the locations and 
of course, finally, then the environmental impact assessment looks at the multiple factors that can affect 
or that affect the decision making of where to cite the the substation, and in particular, in this case, it is 
it is the ecological the visual The impact of the substation that is significant, and therefore, nestling it in 
amongst the existing fixed infrastructure that National Grid already own and operate at bulles large, 
made it a significant, favourable option in comparison to the others. And, and indeed, you'll see in the 
consultation report, whilst there is some feedback that is against the bulls logic location, there is also an 
awful lot of feedback that is against the other locations put forward. And indeed, there is feedback that 
is pro the location we've selected for the reasons I've outlined around around bringing all that 
infrastructure together. The final point is, we have agreed over the last couple of days to provide some 
more information on the grid connection route options, and we'll be providing that alongside the 
deadline three submissions to just explain the rationale behind the routes or the roots selected to 
connect to the longfield solar farm to the bush launch substation. I think just on your point of technical 
ease, it is clear I agree with you that from a technical perspective, it would seem easier to connect the 
solar farm to the overhead power lines that run across the top of the solar farm. But hopefully, what you 
can see here is that whilst that may be a technically simpler solution, the balancing act that the project 
team have already undertaken means that technically easiest solution was not selected. And it is the 
solution which in the round is better for the environment for visual impacts, etc. That is the option that 
we've brought forward. 
 
26:48 
Thank you, Mr. President. 
 
26:52 
Mr. swash, is there anything else you'd like to raise in relation to this matter before I move on and invite 
Councillor Reid forward? 
 
26:59 
No, I don't think there's anything else. I don't particularly accept what says everything that's just been 
said. But I don't have anything else to add. Thank you very much. I just did just as a point of 
confirmation, the date after the deadline is three when revised documents are submitted. There is the 
opportunity then to comment again. 
 
27:25 
There'll be an opportunity to comment I think in general a deadline for on all of the documents and 
submissions are deadlines. Three. Okay, thank you. I'm not sure when deadline for is off the top of my 
head. I can probably find out but it is available on the project webpage, website in examination 
timetable that we've issued as well. 
 
27:43 
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Okay, thank you. 
 
27:47 
Good response. You could turn your camera and microphone off now. Councillor Reid? 
 
27:54 
Thank you. Councillor Reid, representing Borum parish council. Throughout the process, Boren parish 
council has been concerned about the access to the long field site, the proposed access preferences 
via wheelers Hill and Krenim road. This is a quite narrow country road and I know there are proposals 
to significantly widen it I'm interested in looking at the the impact of that widening but the alternative 
access to the site is via Waltham road BoRam road. Neither of these routes are particularly suitable to 
the levels of additional traffic being proposed for longfield site particularly during the implementation 
stages, which as as I understand it, now, after discussion at Tuesday's meeting, there is not a fixed 
time control over that and also the hours of operation suggests that there will be significant travel by the 
onsite workforce during the rush hour that we currently experience. All although the preferred route is to 
route deliveries to and from this site via Krenim road wheelers Hill, I'm not sure that that can be 
controlled for the working population at the site. And I have to say that for various reasons we are 
experiencing on Waltham road and increasing level of traffic, particularly during rush Our increasing 
delays getting in and out of that road. And at weekends we're also experiencing a much higher level of 
recreational use by local cycle clubs. We think this increase is likely to continue as other projects go 
online particularly the A 12 widening, with the closure proposed closure of junction 20 of the a 12. We 
expect significant increases in traffic through main road Boerum, which will further exacerbate the traffic 
issues experienced on Waltham road and potentially drive additional traffic around via Essex regiment 
regiment way or the new Chelmsford Northeastern bypass down via Cranham. Road and wheelers Hill, 
I think it would be helpful if these increases in traffic could be considered, because I think we we are 
concerned that it's becoming a safety issue on both Waltham road and main road Borum. 
 
31:21 
Council read the statement. 
 
31:27 
Thank you, sir. And thank you, Dr. Reid for your responses. As we've discussed many times, the the 
plan for the construction traffic associated with the longfield solar farm is to avoid boredom. This is the 
approach we've taken for a long time now and in in discussion and agreement with Essex, the ctmp 
secures the route for all of our HGV traffic to take the wheels Hill crown and road route and therefore to 
avoid BoRam entirely. So that's that's secured in the cGMP. You can look that up in Section six point 
3.2. And we will be making some further additions to the construction environmental management plan 
in a later deadline to really make this absolutely crystal clear. So there can be no confusion about the 
way in which vehicles will access the site. And of course, what that means is apart from a very short 
section of the Walton Road, where the vehicles will cross from wheelers Hill canyon road into our single 
site entrance, we will not be adding any construction traffic to the Walton road. We're also aware that 
you're experiencing significant change to traffic in the area at the moment through the the changes to 
the roads around the west of the site. And of course, that's going to continue as you say for some time 
with the Northeast Chelmsford bypass coming through as well. We continue to work with Essex and the 
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developers of these other schemes to make sure that we are as integrated as we can be to ensure that 
we're not working against each other but in fact that we're working towards a common goal which is to 
reduce the congestion in the areas that you highlight. Finally, to respond to a point on rush hour, we 
also secure via the same mechanisms that there will be no vehicles from our construction project using 
the highways during rush hour we will operate outside of these times to avoid any additional impact to 
to the peak times on the network. 
 
33:58 
missed payment I was just scribbling on the last bit there. So Sorry for the pause. Don't read anything 
else that you'd like to raise. 
 
34:06 
Just Just a question for James if I may and will the the proposed works on Krenim hit Krenim road and 
wheelers Hill will they be completed before the commencement of work at the longfield site? 
 
34:28 
Yes, absolutely. The road widening and roadworks to make that that access route fit for our 
construction traffic will happen in advance of of the works. Again that secured in the ctmp or the 
construction environmental management plan. Thank you 
 
34:48 
very much and Mr. Pittman. Just a quick follow up question from myself. I understand that the applicant 
is in discussions with national highways on the eighth rail widening scheme and there is some at A 
coordination going on between the two parties to try and limit traffic in the area as a result of both 
schemes cumulatively so correct. 
 
35:09 
That's correct. Yes. And my understanding is that all matters now have been agreed with them. 
 
35:15 
Thank you very much. 
 
35:18 
In that case, is there anyone else who wishes to raise any particular matter this morning? Nope. Well, 
in that case, I think we can move to close the hearing. Thank you all for coming along in a rather 
shorter session than I initially anticipated. Just a quick reminder, if you have spoken today, or any of the 
other hearings this week, can I please ask you to provide a written summary of your submissions by 
deadline three, which is Thursday, October, the sixth. The recording of the hearing will be published on 
the national infrastructure website shortly along with all of the other hearings that were held this week. 
And I'd just like to thank you all again for your participation and assistance. I don't think there's anything 
else that we need to address this morning. Does anyone have any other matters that they'd like to 
raise? In which case it is now 1032 and the sharing is closed. Thank you all very much once again, and 
I hope you all have a lovely weekend. Bye 
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