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Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: Objection to Proposed Anaerobic Digestion (AD) Plant near South Cerney / Ashton Keynes, Wiltshire Council Ref PL/2025/06988

I write on behalf of constituents to object to the proposed anaerobic digestion (AD) plant near South Cerney and Ashton Keynes.

I regret that I am unable to attend next week’s meeting due to parliamentary commitments. However, I wish to ensure that the views of local residents are properly reflected in the decision-making process. I have received a substantial volume of representations, demonstrating both the strength and consistency of local concern.

I recognise that proposals of this nature engage important national objectives, including the transition to net zero, energy security, and support for sustainable agriculture. However, under the current National Planning Policy Framework (as updated on 12 December 2024), these benefits must be weighed against site-specific impacts, and permission should only be granted where adverse impacts do not outweigh the benefits. In my view, that test has not been met in this case.

1. Principle of development and site suitability

While renewable energy development is supported in principle, both national and local policy require that development is located appropriately. The NPPF (paragraph 180) requires decisions to contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment. Similarly, policies within the Wiltshire Core Strategy emphasise the need to protect the intrinsic character of the countryside and to ensure that development is sustainable in its location.
The proposed site, close to South Cerney and Ashton Keynes and within the setting of the Cotswold Water Park, raises serious concerns about whether it is suitable for a development of this scale and industrial character.


2. Landscape and visual impact

The NPPF (paragraph 180) requires protection and enhancement of valued landscapes. Core Strategy policies - including Core Policy 51 (Landscape) - reinforce this by seeking to protect landscape character and avoid adverse impacts.
The Cotswold Water Park and surrounding countryside are widely valued for their landscape quality and recreational use. Despite amendments to the scheme, there remains a clear risk that the development would introduce an incongruous industrial form into a rural and leisure-focused setting, resulting in harm to landscape character and visual amenity.

3. Highways and transport impacts

The NPPF (paragraph 116) states that development should only be refused on highways grounds where there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or where the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe.
In this case, the scale of anticipated HGV movements on rural roads - many of which are narrow and already under pressure, particularly during peak visitor periods - gives rise to credible concerns regarding safety, congestion, and the suitability of the local road network. Core Strategy Core Policy 61 (Transport and Development) similarly requires that development does not have a significant adverse impact on the transport network.

4. Environmental protection and pollution risk

The NPPF (paragraph 191) requires that planning decisions prevent development from contributing to unacceptable levels of pollution or posing risks to health and the natural environment. Core Policy 50 (Biodiversity and Geodiversity) and Core Policy 55 (Air Quality) are also relevant in this regard.
The proximity of the site to lakes, waterways, and underlying aquifers is a significant material consideration. While the likelihood of a major incident may be low, the potential consequences of contamination would be considerable. Concerns regarding odour, air quality, and the storage and handling of digestate further support the need for a precautionary approach in such a sensitive location.
5. Impact on the local economy, including tourism
The NPPF (paragraph 88) supports a prosperous rural economy, including sustainable tourism. The local economy in and around the Cotswold Water Park is closely tied to environmental quality and visitor appeal.
There is a credible concern that the introduction of a large-scale industrial facility in this location could undermine that offer, with adverse consequences for local businesses and employment.

6. Cumulative impact and precedent
Planning decisions should consider cumulative impacts over time. There is concern that approval of this development could set a precedent for further similar schemes, leading to a gradual erosion of the area’s character, contrary to both national and local policy objectives.

Planning balance
In applying the planning balance required by the NPPF, I recognise the contribution that this proposal could make towards renewable energy generation and agricultural sustainability. However, the adverse impacts identified above - particularly in relation to site suitability, landscape harm, transport impacts, and environmental risk - have not been satisfactorily mitigated.

Taken together, these impacts are likely to outweigh the benefits of the scheme.













Conclusion

For these reasons, I do not consider that the proposal accords with the National Planning Policy Framework or the relevant policies of the Wiltshire Core Strategy when taken as a whole.

I therefore urge that planning permission be refused.

Yours faithfully,

Roz Savage

Dr Rosalind Savage MBE
Member of Parliament for South Cotswolds 



Constituency Office:
Watermoor Point, Watermoor Road, Cirencester GL7 1LF
Website: www.southcotswoldlibdems.org.uk
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