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BESS developers must ensure the risk of fire is minimised by ensuring the BESS is located
with due considerations of impact on communities. Prevailing wind directions should be
factored into the location to minimise the impact of a fire involving lithium-ion batteries
due to the toxic fumes produced. The site design should have a minimum of 2 access
routes for fire appliances. A safe access route for the fire appliances to manoeuvre within
the site including turning circles and an alternative access point and approach route should
be provided to enable appliances to approach from an up-wind direction.

I have grave concerns regarding this application due to 1 access route only. If this
application is approved today will those planning councillors & representatives take
accountability should anything go so terribly wrong & be able to stand up in a Coroners
Court to say that everything possible was done to prevent injury or death if that occurred ?
I have noted from the Planning Officers Report that Ryder Landscapes Consultant who
were by the council consulted to advice on this NMA in the chart at

(No 14 Long Drainage Reach On Access Track)

the consultant asks (Do the drainage proposals consider matters relevant to fire fighting e.g
Water Supply & Control of Run Off in a Spill Situation?) There is no response by the
appellant to this question ! Please see the attached photo of the chart below.

I believe this application to be material & this very wrong fire safety shortcoming could be

put right today as a duty of care. 2]

Kind Regards
Sent from my iPhone
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“for clarity
New colours are easier to discern — thank you.

12 4 No. containers
unmarked in key

4 No thin containers set next to the graded area — what
are they? Staff welfare, stores? These thin containers are
not

shown on the Planting Plan. Noted, now included.

Noted.

It appears that the access frack is shown sloping
downwards compared to the filed level grade to get a ‘head|
start’ into reaching the lower level of the sub-statior
compound. The issue with this is that it will make ﬁela
access difficult. A recognisable point of entry, ideally near
field corner is recommended to aid

stock management. The access track has been designed t
provide a consistent gradient from Rownall Road into t
new BESS site, Our review of the previous applicati
drawings CELLARHEAD-D-115 shts. 1 & 3 sections ‘FF
(although not clearly labeled and some of the levels n:l;
incorrect) show this detail. We have also created a
drawing D-118 (attached) showing additional section details.
The new section details are helpful to see the change in level
as the track progresses into the Site. Field entry is presum
at the start of this slow ramp. Consideration of a possible
passing place is suggested to the south (field) side of the
track to aid with traffic movements.

13 Sloping access trackand
field access
14 Long drainage reach on|

access track

By setting the access track at a lower grade than the

adjacent field level and with having a lowered sub-station

compound at its head then a surface water drainage route
could be inadvertently formed. Ditching or other active
drainage system is likely to be necessary with possible

link to the now

unconfirmed SuDS attenuation pond (See Comment No.7)

Afull drainage design has been prepared for the BESS si

including the new access road — this is detailed in pre

condition 18. We can confirm the access road drainage will
be connected to the new attenuation pond — the acces:
road belmouth will also have a linear drain installed as per
the CTMP

Thank you for confirming that. Do the drainage proposals|
consider matters relevant to fire fighting e.g. water supply|
and control of run-off in a spill situation?

No. Nature of Change

Foreseeable landscape and visual effect arising fron{
change

15 Enclosed GIS substation|
and change in orientation|

The previous substation was open to the elements
whereas the Rev G version is a Gas Insulated Substation
(GIS) it will be a building in the landscape. There is the
potential for a visual improvement within development as
the building is more discrete than an external substation.
However the building will need to look agricultural in
shape, scale and colour to aid its

assimilation into the landscape. The GIS substation is thel
same configuration as the approved planning drawings -
Indoor switchgear area and outdoor transformer area — th
Building will be below the bund/fence line therefore n03
visible from the outside the facility — building will also be
coloured green as agreed with the LPA.
Accepted and noted as such, there should be no difference|
in landscape and visual effects from this arrangement.

16 Change of proposed
native hedgerow to a
new native area

This happens to the south, west and north with the
greatest effect occurring in the south west corner where
there is the greatest proximity between path users and the
BESS equipment. A hedge is a useful way of screening
views but | note the proposed scrub and tree planting over
the bund and consider this an acceptable altemative to
the hedge in the south west corner. My earlier comments
about sufficient depth

of planting (see Comment 1) still remain.

| note from the Landscape plan that the hedge has be:a

removed and it is_scrub planting and some standard tres
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