	
 RESPONSE RE STATKRAFT BESS PLANNING APPLICATION
REF 25/012297/APP
Land to the north of East Claydon Substation East Claydon Road East Claydon Buckinghamshire.
Construction of a greener grid park comprising energy storage and grid balancing equipment and associated infrastructure including access, drainage landscaping and other incidental works.
Granborough Parish Council (GPC) wishes to object to the proposal which has been submitted by Statkraft UK Ltd. 
Overall Comments 
The proposed site lies within the Parish of East Claydon adjacent to the boundary with Granborough Parish. The Claydon Brook referred to in the “Description of the Site” forms part of the boundary between the two Parishes. The applicant refers to three settlements, East Claydon, Verney Junction and Winslow but makes no reference to the settlement of Granborough, the nearby hilltop settlement with views towards the proposed development site. As a result of this omission there appears to have been no consideration by the applicant of any potential impacts on Granborough, such as visual and noise.
Grounds of Objection 
GPC primary objection relates to the potential cumulative impact of this development and the others in the immediate vicinity. Buckinghamshire Council have already stated in their pre-application advice to Statkraft that “BESS facilities are often required to be close to National Grid substations to facilitate connections and enhance the grid’s capability to manage energy flows efficiently, in this case using the future East Claydon substation. The advice notes that the cumulative effects of the development with other developments in the area would need to be assessed in the application.”
 These proposals are outlined below:-
1. The Statera proposal for a 500MW BESS within the GPC area is in close proximity to the existing East Claydon Substation. This proposal was refused by the Buckinghamshire Council Strategic Planning Committee and is subject of an appeal to be heard in July 2025.

2. The Rosefield Solar Farm, a proposal covering some 1689 acres including 689 acres of solar panels plus a BESS and associated structures. This proposal is an NSIP application and not dealt with by the Buckinghamshire Council. The site extends from the Claydon Brook around the Claydon villages and on to the village of Calvert and destroys large areas of farmland and businesses. The current proposal is approaching the “submission and acceptance window for examination” scheduled for Summer/Autumn 2025.

3. The proposal by the National Grid to replace the existing electricity substation which is approaching the end of its operational life and has no further capacity to accept new connections. A planning application is likely to be submitted to Buckinghamshire Council late 2025. It should be noted that should the future application for the replacement substation be unsuccessful and approval given for Statkraft, Statera and Rosefield then these developments will not be able to make their proposed connections to the grid at East Claydon. But in any event no new connections would be available before 2030 at the earliest by which time it is considered that BESS technology will have moved forward and consequently the design of any scheme approved in the near future will be subject to change.

4. The proposal by Noventum Power for a 49.9MW solar farm (Longbreach Solar Farm) on land to the west of Marston Road in the both the GPC area and in North Marston Parish Council’s. This site is often referred to locally as Wings Farm.

5. The approved planning Permission for a Solar Farm at Tuckey Farm Winslow

6. The applicant refers to a planning application for a BESS on the Hogshaw Road Granborough, however GPC have been advised that this application has been withdrawn so is of little or no relevance in these considerations. (It does however demonstrate an interest by other companies for electrical infrastructure in the immediate area)

It should also be noted that Buckinghamshire Council considered the cumulative impact in its refusal of planning permission for the Statera application by saying “The proposal, which is for a large-scale energy development will be introduced into a strongly agricultural landscape and would be significantly incongruous. It will have, despite the proposed mitigation significant adverse impact on visual amenity and on the landscape character at the site, local and landscape character area levels. Furthermore, the cumulative effects of the proposal with Tuckey Farm (consented permission) and the existing East Claydon substation would lead to cumulative visual and landscape character effects would be significantly adverse. Together this would change the existing predominantly pastoral landscape to one defined by energy development,”
GPC considers that this equally applies to the Statkraft application and is many times more relevant when the other proposed developments which have further progressed since the December 2024 decision by Buckinghamshire Council are taken into account.

GPC considers that the cumulative impact should not be limited to the post construction/operational impacts but must also consider the impact on the immediate local environment and wider area resulting from the construction phase itself. As has already been said this and other proposals are all reliant on the proposed new East Claydon Substation which potentially could be operational by 2030/1 (subject to approval). 
The obvious conclusion is that any or all schemes that are approved will for much of the time have overlapping or comparable construction periods. Each scheme has or will be submitting their own construction plans showing access routes and traffic movements for both normal and abnormal (non-indivisible) loads which may or may not be consider acceptable in their own right. This is a completely unacceptable way of considering these impacts and it essential that the cumulative impact of lorry and other traffic movement numbers etc must be looked not only in respect of the impacts on the roads and road users in the immediate area but also including access routes for example along A413 through Winslow.
These considerations must also have due regard to appropriate surveying of road conditions before any construction starts and commitments for repairs to damage which will undoubtably occur and the apportionment of responsibility for restoration.
GPC also considers that the controls must extend to construction and associated noise, site lighting and working hours which must be common for all sites approved.

GPC further objects on the following grounds

1.	Excessive scale of the development
The proposed development in terms of its overall size is excessive in this rural area having regard to various reports including.

· The National Grid Energy Scenario report 2022 showing a need for 20,000 MW battery storage by 2030 and 35,000MW battery storage by 2050 and 

· The “Renewable UK” energy report showing that in excess of 31,500 MW has already, been approved (there have been further approvals since that report was compiled).

This indicates that the Statkraft BESS proposed site is not required to meet national targets and there is no need for a BESS of this size.
2.	Environmental Impacts 

The proposed development in terms of its overall size and scale is excessive in this rural location having regard to the environment including the impact on existing wildlife, ecology and biodiversity. It is not considered that the proposed mitigation measures outweigh any stated benefits. (See comments on biodiversity.)
In addition, any fire within the site will have an adverse impact on the local environment due to the toxicity from fumes as well as pollution of the ground and water courses from water contaminated during the fire fighting and cooling operations. (see also further comments on fire safety).

3.	Inappropriate location

It has not been adequately demonstrated that there is an imperative need for this site in this rural location on open farmland which will have a lasting adverse and irreversible impact on the local character. Restoration proposals are overly simplistic and in any event are looking to the 2070’s at the soonest. It has not been adequately demonstrated that other suitable sites in particular brownfield sites have been fully investigated, Conclusions on the suitability of this site would appear to be largely based on the proximity to the East Claydon Substation which in its current form is incapable of taking a connection and has no planning approval for its replacement around 2030.
4.	Noise 
Whilst it is recognised that the site is some distance from Granborough village no assessment has been made of the noise impact on properties to the west side of Granborough, nor on all the nearby foot paths.
5.	Fire safety 

i) The concerns regarding fire safety for the refused (but subject to appeal) Statera application were raised in all the objections submitted by GP to Buckinghamshire Council, as well as by the public and neighbouring Parish Councils, and a fully pertinent to these objections to the Statkraft application. GPC would like to make it abundantly clear that this matter is of considerable concern to the Parish Councils and to local residents. This concern is multiplied many times by the possibility of the following potential sites containing BESS installations in addition to the Statkraft Site, namely.

· Rosefield Solar Farm and BESS 
· Statera BESS Rookery Farm 
This is another factor in the concerns regarding the cumulative impact of these now further developed proposals.
ii) GPC is aware of around seventy fires which have occurred worldwide between 2018 and 2023 and more recently in 2025 the fire at a BESS at Tilbury Essex which was under construction for Statera. It is recognised that not all BESS’s are the same, with the UK models being largely separate containers in the open air and others including the worst recorded fire at Moss Landing in the USA where the BESS has been installed inside an existing structure effectively turning the building into one large container.  Whilst the overall number of fires may appear low this must be viewed in the context of there being relatively few BESS plants at this time but with many more in the pipeline.

iii) Over the planned 40-year life of the proposal with the lithium-ion batteries a fire is a high probability. The current best practice in layman’s terms is to let the fire in a container burn itself out and to prevent spread to others by cooling. During this burn out period (thermal runaway) there is the potential for the release of harmful gases with alleged explosive risks. Fire safety guidance for grid scale BESS is in GPC’s opinion still largely in its infancy and there are many calls for more stringent regulation. Whilst Statkraft’s’ current design shows separation between units, fire protection and access for firefighting, such measures may not be considered sufficient by the time construction commences. GPC therefore considers that should the application be approved then it should be conditioned requiring that the location, placement and separation of the containers, the fire protection, mitigation, and access for firefighting is compliant with best practice guidance (or any statutory requirements from the HSE or other body) relevant at the time of construction/operation.


6. Biodiversity 

a. While the habitat BNG of +58% appears positive, it illustrates the low baseline of Grade  3b land; the derisory 7 lines devoted to invertebrates, concluding they are to be scoped out, ignores the facts that the immediate area, Runts Wood  in particular, houses over half Britain’s butterfly species, including, almost uniquely, all 5 rare Hairstreaks , and over 200 species of moths.

b. The desktop choice of trees and hedgerows destroys the golden opportunity to enhance the area’s invertebrates; important local trees, such as Wychelms, Black Poplars and Willows are inexplicably ignored to the detriment of invertebrates.

c. The complete lack of any water feature proposals, such as ponds is a serious deficiency in this application.

d. There is little or no detail of how the ecology enhancements will be surveyed, monitored, or maintained, as is required for 30 years; the LEMP and the CEMP need to specify who will manage the biodiversity and how it will be funded.
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