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The construction and installation of a Battery Energy Storage System, associated infrastructure, landscaping, fencing, 
access tracks, biodiversity net gain and underground cable corridor.

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to formally object to the above planning application for the installation of a Battery Energy Storage System 
(BESS) on agricultural land on the outskirts of South Hetton and Hawthorn This proposal raises several serious concerns 
relating to public safety, environmental impact, and community wellbeing.

1. Loss of Agricultural Land

The development would result in the permanent loss of productive agricultural land. At a time when food security is of 
increasing concern, sacri�cing valuable farmland for industrial infrastructure is not justi�able, especially given the 
availability of alternative brown�eld sites.

2. Environmental and Wildlife Impact

The proposed site lies in an area that supports a wide range of local wildlife, including protected and priority species. 
Construction and operation of the BESS will disrupt natural habitats, with risks from light pollution, noise, and chemical 
leaks. No su�cient Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) appears to have been conducted to understand the 
long-term e�ects on the local ecosystem.

3. Risk to Public Safety and Health

Lithium-ion battery storage systems have been linked to thermal runaway events and �res, which can release toxic gases. 
The proximity of the proposed site to residential areas poses an unacceptable risk to community safety. There is currently 
insu�cient independent, long-term data on the health e�ects of such facilities, particularly in rural or residential settings.

4. Noise Pollution

Battery storage sites often include inverters, cooling systems, and transformers that generate low-frequency noise. This 
can be a persistent nuisance, particularly at night, and a�ect the wellbeing of nearby residents. The applicant has not 
provided robust noise assessments or mitigation plans for continuous operation.

5. Increased Tra�c and Infrastructure Strain

Construction and maintenance of the site will involve increased heavy goods vehicle (HGV) tra�c on rural roads that are 
not designed to accommodate such volumes. This presents safety hazards to pedestrians, cyclists, and local drivers, 
particularly in a village setting with limited infrastructure.

6. Inadequate Community Consultation

There has been limited engagement with the local community and parish councils regarding this development. Given 
the signi�cant risks and lasting impacts, such a development should only proceed with the informed consent and 
support of local residents—which it clearly lacks.

7. Lack of Long-Term Evidence and Regulation

This technology is still evolving, and current regulations have not caught up with the pace of deployment. There is a lack 
of clarity around decommissioning, �re management, emergency response protocols, and long-term environmental 
monitoring. Proceeding without comprehensive, peer-reviewed studies is reckless.

Conclusion

This BESS proposal is not in the interest of local residents, the environment, or public health. It fails to demonstrate that it 
meets necessary planning criteria, safety standards, and sustainability benchmarks. I urge the planning committee to 
reject this application and consider more appropriate locations—preferably non-agricultural, non-residential, and 
brown�eld sites—for such infrastructure.
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