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The Climate Emergency
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Last 9 Years Warmest on Record

Global Temperature Anomaly (*C compared to the 1951-1980 average)
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The Botley West Scheme

Area of 838.5 Ha of solar arrays (1,100Ha
overall)

e 1.8 —2.2 million solar panels

* 0.78 -1.6 million piles (1.0 - 3.0m into the
ground)

* 156 power converter stations (2.7-3.0 m
highsj

e 6 Secondary substations (4.0-6.0m high)
* Main substation 87x30m footprint, 12m high

* Boundary of 25m (panels as close as 7m to
the boundary)

 >70% on Greenbelt
* 41% (36%) BMV land
11,000 Homes within 1.5km
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* Botley West is one
of the largest
solar power
stations in the
world

18 of the other
top 20 largest
schemes are
located in desert /
arid land (one
other on farmland
in Vietham)

Few people, high
solar insolation,
no impact on food
production

Michael Adams (Wikipedia)




*The applicant prepares the application and undertakes pre-applic
consuliation in accordance with the requirements of PA 2008. W\
Pre- an El& is completed.

The Planning Process oo

A,
) o'
+28 day period for PINS to decide whether or not the application meets tnePle NOT P¥
standards required to proceed to the examinafion phase.

Proposal was submitted 15t November
Acceptance stage completed
P re -exa m i n at I O n *PINS holds a preliminary meeting and sets the timetable for the examination.
_ Complete A oo j
Examination (6 months)
- Preliminary meeting 13t May
- Open Floor Hearing One 13t May
- Open Floor Hearing Two 14 May e s
- Issue Specific Hearing One 15t May p '
- Forthcoming Hearings
PINS issue recommendation
Secretary of State makes a decision

Acceptance

~

«PINS has six months to camy out the examination.

«Fallowing issue of the decision, the applicant can implement the project in
accordance with the DCO (including its requirements for mitgation).



The Planning Process: Summer

e 4 June Deadline 1

- Written Representations; Local Impact Reports (LIRs);
Summaries of Oral Presentations

* 10t June Examiners First Written Questions

e 15t July Deadline 2
- Responses to Examiners questions; Comments on
responses to RRs; Comments on WRs, LIRs and other
D1 submissions

e 22" July Deadline 3

- Comments on submissions to D2 and responses to
LIRs; Comments on responses to Examiners Qs

30t July Examiners Second Written Questions
e 22" August Deadline 4

- Responses to Examiners 2" Qs; Comments on
submissions to D3

Pre-
application

Acceptance

Pre-
examination

«The applicant prepares the application and undertakes pre-applic

consuliation in accordance with the requirements of PA 2008. W\
an ElA is completed.

=23 day period for PINS to decide whether or not the application meets the

A,
©0ple NOT PT°°
standards required to proceed to the examinafion phase.

-\
*PINS holds a preliminary meeting and sets the timetable for the examination.
Stakeholders can register as an interested party.
7
™
*PINS has six months to carry out the examination.
S

«PINS issue a recommendation to the Secretary of State within three months of

the end of the examination process. The Secretary of State has a three month
period to issue a decision.

«Fallowing issue of the decision, the applicant can implement the project in

accordance with the DCO (including its requirements for mitgation).



The Planning Process: Autumn

« 12th September Deadline 5

- Comments on responses to Examiners 2" Qs and
submissions to D4

18th September Examiners Publish:
- Report in Implications for EU Sites (RIES)
- Proposed schedule of changes to the DCO

Week starting 6t October
- Issue specific hearings; Compulsory acquisition
hearings

20t October Deadline 6

- Written summaries of oral submissions in hearings;
Responses to RIES; Comments to proposed changes to
DCO and submissions to D5

10" November Deadline 7

- Comments on responses to RIES, responses to
proposed changes to DCO, submissions to D6; Closing
statements by IPs and Aps; Final updates from
applicant

Pre-
application

Acceptance

«The applicant prepares the application and undertakes pre-applic

consuliation in accordance with the requirements of PA 2008. W\
an ElA is completed.

=23 day period for PINS to decide whether or not the application meets the

©0ple NOT PYO°
standards required to proceed to the examinafion phase.

-\
*PINS holds a preliminary meeting and sets the timetable for the examination.
Stakeholders can register as an interested party.

7

,‘
*PINS has six months to carry out the examination.

S

«PINS issue a recommendation to the Secretary of State within three months of

the end of the examination process. The Secretary of State has a three month
period to issue a decision.

«Fallowing issue of the decision, the applicant can implement the project in

accordance with the DCO (including its requirements for mitgation).



The Planning Process: End

e 13t November Deadline 8

- Any further information requested by the Examiner is

submitted.
* 13t November Enquiry Closes.

Examiner has 6 months to complete the enquiry

*The applicant prepares the application and undertakes pre-applic
consuliation in accordance with the requirements of PA 2008. W\
Pre- an El& is completed.

application

)
+28 day period for PINS to decide whether or not the application meets tndle
standards required to proceed to the examinafion phase.

Acceptance

~
*PINS holds a preliminary meeting and sets the timetable for the examination.
Pre Stakeholders can register as an interested party.
examination y
1,.
*PINS has six months to cammy out the examination.
v,

+PINS issue a recommendation to the Secretary of State within three months of
the end of the examination process. The Secretary of State has a three month
period to issue a decision.

«Fallowing issue of the decision, the applicant can implement the project in
accordance with the DCO (including its requirements for mitgation).







Development scenarios »ano»l the
_Rochdale Envelope, mgludl 1g the
rationale of the prefe rﬁedrbute and

the ggouﬁilrfg chxer potentgj

*rou'tes;;., Rochdale Envelo&e relates to
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Opportunltles and constra,mts
elements of design.  ~
. Zone of Theore;tlcal Inﬂ’uence The
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W . I\/Iarrons Legal F|rm taken on by SBW
* SBW SG consulted with- Marrons to determine strategy il T
ke + 1+ Reduction of BWSF by eliminating areas of harmful impact = = ™ -
4 b e Focus on two areas likely to be most successful: Landscape i
i and Heritage — for reasons of cost |
e e Consultants hired on Landscape and Heritage
/ SBW to work-on community / residential impact report (CIR) -
 Marrons and SBW to support the Local Authorities in
responding to the proposed development ot

.- _ - * Wrote the RR with SBW with input from consultant to register “'-:7";;"‘9

~  as Interested Party
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5 Open Floor H ,ﬂngs

Legal Advisors: Prellmmary Hearmg and

. *e - 5 . b
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. RuIe 6 Letter Issued by the Examlners

* Principle issues were appropriate

* Senior.planner.observed the live stream of Preliminary and Open
Floor.Hearings

~ * Rule 8 Letter Issued- by the Examiners

* Deadline 1. Preparing SBWs WR comprising an audit of the RRs
submitted by local authorities, statutory and technical consulteesin =
order to reinforce our key objection points and strategically guide the - ’
framing of the.ExA-questions-and-influence the direction of-scrutiny .

* Deadline 2. Preparing to nominate Accompanied Site Visits with input _*
from consultants to focus on where impacts are most pronounced
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& Impacted houses
Footpaths
w New foolpaths
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West Oxfordshire District Council: Written

Summary of Positive, Neutral and Negative Impacts of the

Proposed Development

Local Impact Re

Topic Area

Chapter (ES)

Potential Impact

Historic Environment

(Chapter 7) APP-
044

Negative

Landscape and Visual Impact
nent

(Chapter 8) APP-
045

Negative

Ecology and Nature Conservation

(Chapter 9) APP-
046

Negative

Hydrology and Flood Risk

(Chapter 10)
APP-047

Neutral

Ground Conditions

(Chapter 11)
APP-048

Neutral

Minerals and waste

Negative

Traffic and Transport

(Chapter 12)
APP-049

Neutral

Public Rights of Way

(Chapter 12)
APP-049
(Chapter 17)
APP-054

Negative

Noise and Vibration

(Chapter 13)
APP-050

Negative

Climate Change

(Chapter 14)
APP-051

Neutral — Subject to
resilience

Socio-economic

(Chapter 15)
APP-052

Tourism — Negative
Jobs — Neutral

Human Health

(Chapter 16)
APP-053

Neutral

Agricultural Land Use

(Chapter 17)
APP-054

Negative

Waste and Resources

(Chapter 18)
APP-055

Negative

Air Quality

(Chapter 19)
APP-056

Neutral

Cumulative Effects and Inter-
relationships

(Chapter 20)
APP-057

Negative

Aviation impacts

ES appendix 4.4
APP-128

Negative

Summary of Likely Significant Effects

(Chapter 21)
APP-058

NEGATIVE
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¥ : Our Legal Team and Experts are workmg on an SBW T
QLR response to the Joint LIR: |ssued by WODC Cherwell DC

West Oxfordshire District Council: Written
Representatlon and Local Impact Report

v’
x N Ny

f VaIe of the. Whlte Horse DC and @Xfordshlre County
N 'Councﬂ for Deadline 2 (1StJuIy) i R
e They will relnforce points of dupllcatlon and |dent|fy

~where welght can be added by using technlcal evidence .

" and communlty led materlal (Communlty Impact
Response). = & -

-+ Also worklng on the Written Representatlons of H|stor|c

England and ICOMOS §

A




London Oxford Airport — 10 Hectares
om the propczs al .
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The Examiners Questions , @

» Examiners questions released on the 10" June (92 pages)
.+ Topics:

- Air quality = Noise

- * Assessment of alternatives - Environmental Impact

- Climate change Assessment

- -Compulsory-acquisition - Flood risk

- Cultural heritage - Geology/ land use

- Draft Development Consent - Habitats Regulation Ass.
Order - Health & wellbeing

- Ecology - Landscape / visual amenity -

= Socioeconomic impact - Traffic/transport

- Waste and minerals



Accuracy of the Book of Reference

NN
Ve
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ok
£ [ ]

Q 1 5.8
Affected Persons: IPs (Interested Parties)

Accuracy of the Book of Reference, Land Plans and Points of
Clarification

Are any Affected Persons or IPs aware-of anyinaccuracies in the BoR =

[AS-028] (updated at DL1), Statement of Reasons (SoR) [APP-021] or.
Land Plans [AS-006]? If so, please set out what these are and
provide the correct details.

Response by the 15t July!!!
botleywestsolar@planninginspectorate.gov.uk
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_ Accompanied site inspections

+ These W|II take place w/c Monday Gt October

* Deadline for nominations is 15 July 2025

“* 'SBW. have already undertaken a significant piece of work in the *
Community Impact Report

- * Qur.Legal Team and Experts are identifying key viewpoints and will Ll :
-~ - puttogether a map, itinerary and photmontages to support onsite
' observations
» This is a key opportunity for Interested Parties to invite the
J Examiners to view-areas of particularconcern. Al
Lh o g A\ Rl 1Y - N '
o_ -



Budgetmg and the |mportance of careful
strateglc use; Rffpads o U e

? .: AR 5 N O b 3 D I RS P R > e »'
-:_'f"“‘:“"" ? Costs are very hlgh apprommately 1/3”I of budget used and Examlnerjjf_.!.g,.;:f‘f
Questions.and Issue-Specific Hearings not yet commenced *
Inc. VAT Current budget '~ Pdld to date Forecast to pay '
Ay " ‘ 0-. Planning Consultants 47,000 ) 5 '°/f/_ j

] Barrister 36,000 o

Experts 41,000
s Total 124,000 b 380
o Contingency 26,000 . ‘ o
.. Total 150,000 AN
o/t §



....

most strategically advantageous points in the examination-for us to
intervene: This will ensure we can maximise impact and have
sufficient funds to last the course until the examination ends in
November

 Meanswe cannot tackle all the principle issues (e.g. flooding;

| ecology). Others are doing.this including Parish Councils, District

Councils, Businesses-and Residents

* We are doing everything we can to be successful in our shared goal,
please donate what you can to help us all achieve this.

. :
”» . ! Al -
8 by » -

a A , ’ X

e -3

i A% We need to budget very carefully and follow Marrons advuce on the

P



Thank you for listening!
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