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1. Overview 

1.1.1 This Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) has been prepared by Lexington on 

behalf of Elmya RPC UK Limited (‘the Applicant’) in support of a planning application to 

East Riding of Yorkshire Council (‘the Council’) to construct and operate a 

c.300MW/1200MWh (4 hour storage) Battery Energy Storage system (‘BESS’) with 

associated underground grid connection to the point of connection at the National Grid 

Thornton Substation, on land to the north of Ryedale Organics, Melbourne, East Riding of 

Yorkshire.  

 

1.1.2 The planning application seeks permission for the following:  

 

“The construction and installation of a Battery Storage Facility, associated infrastructure, 

landscaping, fencing, access tracks, biodiversity net gain planting, and cable corridors.”  

 

1.1.3 A full description of the proposal is provided in Chapter 5 of the Planning, Design and 

Access Statement submitted with the planning application and hereafter is referred to as 

‘the Site. 

 

1.1.4 One of the key drivers of the Site location is the proximity to the National Grid Thornton 

Substation which is the point of connection for the Site. The Site has also been carefully 

selected to minimise its environmental and community impact.  The Site was identified 

following an extensive site selection process which considered environmental 

designations, the physical characteristics of the site and sourcing a supportive landowner.  

 

1.1.5 The Applicant has committed to delivering a thorough programme of consultation to 

ensure that the community is fully informed of the plans and presented with an opportunity 

to help shape the final proposals. To that end, Lexington, a specialist communications 

consultancy, was instructed to undertake a pre-application consultation and engagement 

programme on behalf of the Applicant. 

 

1.1.6 Lexington has carried out a robust programme of pre-application consultation in 

accordance with national and local guidelines (outlined in Section 2.0), which ran between 

Tuesday 11th February and Tuesday 4th March 2025. The consultation ran for three weeks 

to allow adequate time for communities to respond, further detailed in Section 3.0. 

Responders could complete an online feedback form, attend an in-person public 

exhibition, had access to a freephone line, and could send an email with comments to a 

dedicated inbox which was monitored daily.  

 

1.1.7 This approach aimed to minimise barriers to engagement, enabling respondents to access 

the materials in their own time, accommodate for school term time, and work schedules, 

in order to maximise community participation. The result was a comprehensive and 

inclusive consultation that fully adhered to best practice guidance.  

 

1.1.8 In total, 83 responses were received across the various feedback channels. Prominent 

feedback included:  
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• In favour of investment in BESS 

• Support for the proposed community fund  

• Safety concerns relating to BESS technology 

• Concerns that the Site is too close to residential property 

• Concerns that there are already many BESS and renewable energy sites across 

the East Riding of Yorkshire  

1.1.9 The Applicant has subsequently considered this feedback to inform this planning 

application. This SCI outlines the methods used to engage with the local community. It 

summarises the feedback received from residents and local businesses and provides a 

response to pertinent issues raised during the consultation. 

 

1.1.10 A comprehensive breakdown of the feedback gathered during the consultation is outlined 

in Section 4.0 of this document, while Section 5.0 provides a response to the comments 

raised. The Applicant is confident that the feedback received has been addressed in this 

report, which will be submitted alongside the planning application.  

2. Planning and Guidance: Role of Community Involvement  

2.1.1 Planning guidance states that pre-application consultation with communities, local 

authorities and statutory consultees can bring several benefits to the process of 

determining planning applications. Against this background, the development team has 

sought to consult with interested parties following policy and guidance concerning 

community involvement in the planning system. 

2.2 East Riding of Yorkshire Council 

2.2.1 East Riding of Yorkshire Council’s adopted SCI (2024) sets out the Council’s proposals 

for how the community will be involved in the production of planning documents and 

through consultation on planning applications. The SCI states:  

 

“(Executive Summary) The Statement of Community Involvement sets out how the council 

will involve the community and other stakeholders in planning. Being involved in planning 

allows people to influence the way an area will change over time. 

 

“(Executive Summary) The council aims to involve the community at an early stage in 

preparing planning documents. This should ensure that the Local Plan reflects a collective 

vision for the future of the area. The council recognises that there is no 'one size fits all' 

approach to consultation and community involvement.  

 

“A range of different methods are necessary to enable as many people and organisations 

as possible to have an opportunity to take part. Therefore, different methods will be used 

to involve people in preparing planning documents including:  

 

• Writing to people, businesses and organisations who the council considers may 

have an interest in the document 

• Discussing issues and options with partners and existing forums/groups 

https://www.eastriding.gov.uk/download/Statement-of-Community-Involvement/
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• Arranging events and workshops to discuss issues and proposals 

• Offering appropriate advice and information to the public as requested 

• Making consultation documents (such as draft documents) available at the 

council’s principal office, other locations the council considers appropriate and on 

the council's website 

• Using social media to raise awareness 

• Using local media/press to increase awareness” 

 

2.3 Government Planning Policy 

2.3.1 The Localism Act 2011: The Localism Act 2011 seeks to provide the local community with 

a voice throughout the planning process, highlighted in the former Department for 

Communities and Local Government’s Decentralisation and Localism Bill: an essential 

guide, which outlines one of its principles as: 

 

o “Empowering communities to do things their way – by creating rights for people to get 

involved with, and direct the development of, their community.” 

 

2.3.2 Elaborating on this, the Localism Act outlines that applicants must notify the local 

community about their proposals to “bring the proposed application to the attention of a 

majority of the persons who live at, or otherwise occupy, premises in the vicinity of the 

land.” It goes on to state that the publicity must explain how the applicant can be contacted 

by those “wishing to comment on, or collaborate…on the design of, the proposed 

development” and that applicants must consider the feedback received by having “regard 

to any responses to the consultation”. 

2.4 National Planning Policy Framework 

2.4.1 In February 2025, the Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government released its 

updated National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). The document seeks to achieve 

sustainable development with three overarching objectives: an economic objective; a 

social objective; and an environmental objective.  

 

2.4.2 The NPPF sets out guidance in relation to pre-application engagement and front-loading. 

Paragraph 40 sets out how early engagement in the planning process has significant 

potential to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the planning application system for 

all parties involved in planning applications. The ambition of this guidance, therefore, is to 

enable better coordination between public and private resources and create improved 

outcomes for the community and developer.  

 

2.4.3 The policy goes on to state that “the more issues that can be resolved at pre-application 

stage, including the need to deliver improvements in infrastructure and affordable housing, 

the greater the benefits” (para. 42).  

 

 



Melbourne BESS 

April 2025 

5   LEXCOMM.CO.UK 

 

 

 

2.5 National Planning Practice Guidance 

2.5.1 The National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) is intended to make planning guidance 

more accessible and easier to keep up to date. With regard to consultation and community 

engagement, the NPPG notes: 

 

“Early and timely engagement between developers, statutory consultees and local 

authorities at the pre-application phase is important in helping to address issues and 

opportunities early on and avoid delays occurring at the formal application stage”. (para. 

15-013-20190722).  

 

2.5.2 The guidance states that this can be achieved by consulting the local planning authority, 

statutory and non-statutory consultees, elected members and local people, with the level 

of engagement proportionate to the nature and scale of the Site. 

 

2.6 The Applicant’s Approach 

2.6.1 The Applicant has sought to ensure that the engagement with the local community on the 

plans has adhered to the guidance outlined in the Localism Act 2011, the updated NPPF, 

the NPPG and East Riding of Yorkshire’s SCI, as well as industry best practice. 

3. Consultation Programme 

3.1.1 The consultation for the Site commenced on Tuesday 11th February, and concluded on 

Tuesday 4th March 2025. The process sought input from the local community and political 

stakeholders on the proposals.  

 

3.1.2 The consultation was designed to accommodate the diverse needs of various audiences 

by removing barriers to participation, enhancing accessibility, and providing clear, 

digestible explanations that addressed common concerns directly. To ensure inclusivity 

and engagement across all interested parties and groups in the area, a range of 

methodologies, as outlined below, were employed. 

3.2 Early Engagement  

3.2.1 Before the consultation launch, a letter was issued to senior political stakeholders to notify 

them of the proposals and the upcoming public consultation and in-person consultation 

event on 27th February. Recipients were contacted on Wednesday 5th February and were 

invited to meet with a member of the project team to discuss the proposals further. The 

letter was issued to the following political stakeholders:  

 

• Councillor Anne Handley, Leader of East Riding of Yorkshire Council 

• Councillor Gary McMaster, Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and 

Infrastructure 
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• Councillor Paul West, Portfolio Holder for Environment and Transport for the East 

Riding of Yorkshire Council and Ward Member for Wolds Weighton 

• Councillor Leo Hammond, Ward Member for Wolds Weighton 

• Councillor Derek Cary, Ward Member for Wolds Weighton 

• Sir David Davis MP, Member of Parliament for Goole and Pocklington 

• Melbourne Parish Council  

 

 

3.2.2 Following no response to the initial email to Council leadership on the 5th February, the 

Applicant followed up with an additional email on 17th February to keep them informed on 

the consultation. 

 

3.2.3 A copy of the correspondence sent to political stakeholders is provided in Appendix A. 

 

3.2.4 A subsequent in-person meeting was arranged between the Applicant’s project team and 

Councillor Leo Hammond and Councillor Derek Cary. The meeting took place on 27th 

February with ward councillors having the opportunity to have a first look at the public 

consultation event also held that day.  Councillor West was unable to attend this meeting 

but met with the applicant after the consultation closed on Tuesday 18th March.  

 

3.2.5 During the meeting the following topics were discussed: 

• Introduction to the Applicant.  

• Details of the project, the reasoning for the Site location and an estimated 

timeline of delivery. 

• The community consultation process, and consultation figures to date. 

• Details of the Community Benefit Fund, and how it could be invested in the 

surrounding area. With particular interest in the biodiversity net gain associated 

with the project.  

• Questions regarding Site access, noise impacts, cable routing, and BESS 

safety. 

3.2.6 Following his unavailability for the meeting on 27th February, the project team met virtually 

with Councillor Paul West on Tuesday 18th March. The project team discussed who the 

Applicant is, details of the location of the Site and why is it suitable for BESS storage, as 

well as discussing the primary concerns of the public that were raised during the 

consultation. Questions asked by Councillor West were aligned to the previous ward 

councillors’ questions on 27th February, including the cable routing impacts on the road, 

impact assessments that will be taking place and the connection between the Site and 

other local renewable energy sites. 

 

3.2.7 No response was received from Sir David Davis MP or Melbourne Parish Council.  

 

3.2.8 In addition to engaging with senior political stakeholders, a letter was also issued to the 

local community and surrounding businesses. The letter included details about the Site 

including information about the public consultation and in-person consultation event on 

27th February.  
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3.2.9 The letter was issued 5th February 2025, and a copy is provided at Appendix B and 

Appendix C respectively. Organisations in receipt of the community letter include:  

 

• Hull and Humber Chamber of Commerce  

• North East Yorkshire Net Zero Hub  

• Hull and East Riding Friends of the Earth  

• Fossil Free East Yorkshire 

 

3.3 Consultation Launch  

3.3.1 The consultation launched on Tuesday 11th February and various methods were used to 

notify the community. Community organisations and senior political stakeholders were 

informed via email, including Melbourne Parish Council.  

 

3.3.2 The methods used to promote the consultation and how the details of the plans were 

shared are outlined in the following sections.  

 

 

3.4 Consultation Website  

 

3.4.1 A dedicated website, www.melbournebess.com, launched on Tuesday 11th February, to 

coincide with the start of the consultation. The website included the following information:  

 

• A welcome page detailing the plans 

• Detail on what a Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) is 

• An ‘Is BESS safe’ section  

• Benefits of BESS 

• A Virtual Exhibition 

• A map with the indicative Red Line Boundary of the Site, with interactive elements 

highlighting surrounding features  

• A feedback form to provide comments as part of the consultation 

• How to contact the project team with any feedback via phone, email or post 

• An ‘About’ section of the Applicant 

 

3.4.2 Between Tuesday 11th February and 4th March 2025, the consultation website was viewed 

by 3,447 visitors. Images of the website can be viewed in Appendix E, as well as a copy 

of the virtual exhibition boards in Appendix F. The online feedback form received 64 

submissions.  

 

3.5 Consultation email and postal address 

  

3.5.1 A dedicated email address, melbournebess@havingyoursay.co.uk was established to 

receive feedback and answer enquiries from the public regarding the plans. Alternatively, 

respondents were also able to post their comments to a dedicated address. During the 

http://www.melbournebess.com/
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public consultation, nine emails were received and zero letters. More information on this 

can be found in Section 4.0 ‘Feedback Received’.  

 

3.6 Community Information Line 

 

3.6.1 A community information line (0333 358 0502) was available throughout the consultation 

to enable people to speak with members of the development team. It was established from 

the start of the consultation and was staffed from 09:00am to 5:30pm, Monday to Friday. 

An answerphone facility was available outside of office hours. No calls were received 

during the three-week consultation period. 

 

3.7 Social Media  

 

3.7.1 Social media was utilised to engage with residents across the wider East Yorkshire 

community. During the consultation, the adverts reached 17,933 users, with 862 

individuals clicking through to the consultation website. Copies of the social media adverts 

can be found in Appendix G. 

 

3.7.2 The adverts were distributed to users in a 10km radius around the Site, covering 

Melbourne village and a number of the surrounding towns and villages, as well as the 

populated town of Pocklington to the north east. A map of the distribution area can be 

seen in Appendix H. The adverts ran as a ‘traffic generation’ campaign, which encouraged 

users to click the advert and be directed straight to the consultation website.   

 

3.8 Leaflet to residents and business 

 

3.8.1 To announce the public consultation, letters were hand delivered to c.1,596 residential 

and business addresses situated near the Site on Tuesday 11th February 2025. The 

distribution area was chosen to ensure that those most likely to have an interest in the 

proposals, i.e., those closest to the Site, were made aware of the public consultation and 

had the opportunity to submit their feedback on the plans.  

 

3.8.2 The leaflet provided an overview of the proposals and the rationale for the scheme. It also 

included details of how people could view the plans in greater detail and provide their 

feedback via the following methods:  

 

• Visiting the website and submitting a feedback form at www.melbournebess.com; 

• Calling the community information line on 0333 358 0502; 

• Emailing melbournebess@havingyoursay.co.uk;  

• Posting comments to FREEPOST SHAPE TOMORROW; And  

• Attending the in-person public consultation event on Thursday 27th February. 

 

3.8.3 It was noted by some members of the public that the back page of the leaflet had the 

wrong postcode displayed for Melbourne Village Hall, which is where the in person event 

was held. When the project team spoke to local residents, they assured us that they knew 

http://www.melbournebess.com/
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where it was and recognised that the post code was correct on the inside page of the 

leaflet. 

 

3.8.4  The consultation provided the local community three weeks to submit their feedback. A 

copy of the leaflet to residents and businesses can be seen in Appendix D. A map of the 

distribution area for the leaflet can be found at Appendix I.  

 

3.9 Media coverage 

 

3.9.1 A press release was issued to both the local and trade press to share the details of the 

plans and consultation. This garnered the following coverage: 

 

• Residents invited to have their say on new East Yorkshire energy site - 

https://www.hulldailymail.co.uk/news/hull-east-yorkshire-news/residents-invited-

say-new-east-9937121 

• BESS plans for Melbourne put out to public consultation - 

https://www.yorkpress.co.uk/news/24930022.bess-plans-melbourne-put-public-

consultation/ 

 

3.9.2 The press release provided details of the proposals and the consultation process and can 

be found in Appendix J. 

 

 

3.10 In-person consultation event 

 

3.10.1 During the consultation period, a public exhibition took place to give the community an 

opportunity to meet directly with the project team, ask questions and learn more about the 

scheme.  

 

3.10.2 The in-person event was held on Thursday 27th February, at Melbourne Village Hall 

between the hours of 14:00 – 19:00. This venue was selected due its proximity to the Site, 

its ability to host a large number of people from the local community, and its overall 

accessibility/proximity.   

 

3.10.3 The exhibition space hosted a series of exhibition boards containing information on the 

proposals. A copy of the boards can be found in Appendix F. 

 

3.10.4 The exhibition was staffed by members from the project team, representing several 

different technical disciplines, who were available to answer questions from attendees.  

 

3.10.5 In total 58 people visited the exhibition with 11 feedback forms completed at the event. 

Prior to the public event, a preview session with two of the three local ward councillors 

also took place with Councillor Leo Hammond and Councillor Derek Cary attending.  

 

 

 

https://www.hulldailymail.co.uk/news/hull-east-yorkshire-news/residents-invited-say-new-east-9937121
https://www.hulldailymail.co.uk/news/hull-east-yorkshire-news/residents-invited-say-new-east-9937121
https://www.yorkpress.co.uk/news/24930022.bess-plans-melbourne-put-public-consultation/
https://www.yorkpress.co.uk/news/24930022.bess-plans-melbourne-put-public-consultation/
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EXHIBITION PHOTOS: 
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4. Feedback received 

4.1 Summary of feedback 

 

4.1.1 In total, 84 submissions were received during the public consultation on the Site, the 

majority of which were via the consultation website’s online form (64). The table below 

provides a summary of the methods used by the public to provide their feedback or 

contribute to the consultation, followed by a summary of the feedback received:  

Method 
Number of Responses 

Email 9 

Telephone 0 

Post 0 

Online Feedback Form 64 

Physical Feedback Form at Public Exhibition 11 

 

4.2 Email Correspondence 

 

4.2.1 Residents and stakeholders were invited to contact the development team via email or 

post, with a dedicated project email address, melbournebess@havingyoursay.co.uk, 

established for the consultation. 

 

4.2.2 In total, nine emails were sent to the dedicated project email address by residents and 

stakeholders looking to make representations to the consultation.  

4.2.3 One email was received from the office of the Sir David Davis MP, the Member of 

Parliament for Pocklington and Goole, who forwarded a constituent’s objection and 

concerns about the Site.  

 

4.2.4 A detailed response to the constituent’s queries was sent to Sir David Davis MP from the 

Applicant. Key themes covered included details about BESS, fire risk management, 

environment considerations, noise impact assessments and details about the 

consultation. No further correspondence was received from Sir David Davis MP or the 

constituent.  

4.2.5 The other eight emails covered a range of themes. An overview of the key themes, ordered 

by frequency, of these emails is listed below. Respondents tended to cover multiple areas 

within their answers, so note this will not add up to eight. 
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Key Themes  
Number of 

mentions 

Question - Fire safety plan for the Site 3 

Question - Landscaping and minimising visual impact of the Site  3 

Concern - Impact on local roads during the construction period 2 

Ideas for the Community Benefit Fund including funding for 

Melbourne Scout Group and support for the Village Hall  

2 

Concern - Noise Pollution  2 

Support for the Site  1 

Question - Information about the Applicant 1 

Question - Accessing the website and feedback form  1 

Question - Stability of the power network 1 

 

4.3 Community Information Line 

4.3.1 During the public consultation, a Community Information Line facility was available for 

those who wished to speak with a member of the team or provide their feedback by phone. 

No calls were received during this period.  

 

4.4 Feedback Form 

Question 1: In your opinion, how important it is to invest in battery storage to support our 

energy sources? 

 

4.4.1 This question asked respondents to select a response to the question ranging from 

extremely important; important; neutral; not important; unsure. 75 respondents provided 

an answer to this question, of which, the majority of respondents (39%) stated that 

investing in battery storage to support our energy sources was ‘Not Important’.  

4.4.2 27% of respondents answered this question stating that investing in BESS is important 

and a further 25% stated that they were unsure or neutral about this statement (13% and 

13%).  
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Question 2: How supportive are you of the Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) project 

in the East Riding of Yorkshire? 

4.4.3 This question asked respondents to select a response ranging from: very supportive; 

somewhat supportive; somewhat oppose; strongly opposed; neutral. This question 

received 75 responses, of which, 64% stated they were either ‘Strongly Opposed’ or 

‘Somewhat Opposed’, with 29% either ‘Very Supportive’ or ‘Somewhat Supportive’ of the 

Site.  
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Question 3: Do you have any ideas on how the Community Benefit Fund could be spent 

on local initiatives? 

4.4.4 This question provided a free-text response to allow respondents to provide suggestions 

on how the Community Benefit Fund could be used. In total, this question received 26 

responses with 49 respondents opting to leave this question ‘blank’ or making no 

suggestion. 

 

4.4.5 Free text responses are analysed through a process called ‘coding’ to identify common 

high-level themes and enable the categorisation of comments in ‘codes’. The codes can 

then be analysed quantitively to identify the most frequently occurring themes in the 

responses received.  

 

4.4.6 Below is a breakdown of all the free text comments received from the emails and 

responses via the website. 

Suggestions for the Community Fund 
Number of 

mentions 

Support for Melbourne village hall 4 

Funding for recreational spaces such as Melbourne village 

playing fields 

4 

Restoration of Pocklington Canal  2 

Upgrading local services and businesses  2 

Improving local roads  2 

Improving the natural environment around the Site 2 

Support for Melbourne Bowling Club 1 

Support for Melbourne Scout Group 1 

Improving footpaths and cycling route  1 

Educational programmes in school on net-zero  1 

Subsidising insulation in homes in Melbourne village 1 

Building EV charging points in Melbourne village 1 

Local power network upgrades  1 

Support for Willy Howe Model Flying Club near Wold Newton 1 

Improving public transport links in Melbourne  1 

Funding for roof repairs at Melbourne village church 1 
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4.4.7 Below is an example of some detailed suggestions of how the community fund could be 

used: 

Comment 
Feedback 

Type 

Cycling and walking (Active Travel).  Online form 

Fund further restoration of the Pocklington Canal. Online form 

Money to the church, village hall, community for upkeep of the village. Online form 

Melbourne Scout Group and Melbourne Bowling Club could probably 

benefit from additional funds as could the Village Hall. 

Online Form 

Better public transport as currently it is extremely limited - 2 days a week Online form 

Pocklington Canal Amenity Society - to reopen the entire length of the 

canal from the River Derwent in East Cotting with to Canal Head near 

Pocklington. 

Online form 

Funding for Village playing fields. Online form 

 

Question 4: Do you have any further comments on our proposals? 

4.4.8 This question provided a free-text field to allow respondents to provide any additional 

comments on the plans. In total on the feedback form, this question received 57 responses 

with 18 respondents opting to leave this question ‘blank’.  

4.4.9  Below is a breakdown of all the free text comments received from the emails (9) and 

responses via the online and physical feedback forms (75). For the purposes of this 

section, responses which did not state that they were in support or opposition, but merely 

asked questions and suggestions were counted as ‘neutral’ responses.  

Comment Frequency 

Supportive 9 

Neutral or unclear 13 

Negative 44 

No comment 18 

Total 84 

 

4.4.10  Nine individuals shared their support for the scheme, with three individuals stating that 

more green energy infrastructure is needed to help the transition to net-zero, aligning with 
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the responses received for Question 1, and how investment in battery storage is important 

to support energy sources.  

4.4.11 For those who raised concerns, the primary issues were the impact on the environment, 

which was cited 12 times, the risk of fire or explosion, which was cited 11 times, with other 

concerns, such as risk of noise pollution, cited 11 times.  

4.4.12 Other issues raised concerned the impact on local wildlife, the location of the Site and 

general objections based on scepticism about net-zero and climate change. Eight 

references were specifically made regarding the number of BESS developments in this 

area with respondents objecting to the Site on the grounds of potential cumulative impact.  

4.4.13 Respondents also used the free-text comments box to ask questions of the development 

team.  Two respondents made specific reference to the other BESS developments in the 

area and asked if the Site was in coordination with other projects.  Other questions 

concerned why the location was chosen for the Site and how the Site will impact electricity 

distribution in the area. 

4.4.14 A full breakdown of the themes that emerged from the free text comments and their 

frequency is provided in the table below. Respondents tended to cover multiple areas 

within their answers, so note this will not add up to 84. 

Comment 
Number of 

mentions 

Objection - Impact on the environment 12 

Objection - Noise pollution 11 

Objection - Fire safety 11 

Objection - Impact on local wildlife 10 

Objection - Wrong location 8 

Objection - Already several BESS in the East Riding of Yorkshire 8 

Objection - Anti net-zero 8 

Objection - Visual impact 8 

Objection - Impact on food security  6 

Objection - Traffic congestion created by construction 4 

Objection - Site will have a negative impact on house prices  4 

Support - Helping the transition to net-zero 3 

Objection - Solar energy will become outdated 2 
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Comment 
Number of 

mentions 

Objection - Site would be built on Green Belt not Brownfield land 2 

Suggestion - Communicate to residents how the Site will benefit 

the local area directly 

2 

Support - More BESS developments needed for energy security 2 

Question - Is the Site in coordination with other BESS 

developments in the area? 

2 

Support - Employment opportunities from the Site 1 

Support – The Site will help lower energy prices 1 

Suggestion - Ensure that the Site is hidden by natural 

environment by planting trees and hedges 

1 

Suggestion - Take measures to reduce light pollution from the Site 1 

Suggestion - Ensure that all existing public rights of way are 

preserved 

1 

Objection - Local residents will not see any direct benefits 1 

Question - Why has this Site been chosen? 1 

Question - How will the Site impact local electricity distribution? 1 

Objection - Impact on local tourism industry 1 

Objection - Health concerns 1 

 

 

4.5 Verbatim Comments  

4.5.1 Below is a sample of some of the supportive comments and suggestions received:  

Comment 
Feedback 

Type 

Do more please! Online form 

This Site will play a key role in making the energy transition to net zero 

a reality. 

Online form 

The UK needs more electricity urgently - so push on with your plan 

quickly. 

Online form 
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Good luck! Online form 

The proposal would appear to be in a very discreet location.  It also 

advances the government's net zero initiatives. 

Online form 

 

4.5.2 Below is a sample of some of the negative comments and suggestions received:  

Comment 
Feedback 

Type 

It is too close to the village. Ryedale Organics is already noisy and 

smelly. Lorries reversing at all hours of the day and night can be heard 

in the village. This will create more noise close to a residential area. 

 

Online form 

The area is being overwhelmed with solar farm and battery farm 

proposals. If these all go ahead it will mean that we are surrounded by 

these facilities. Local roads cannot cope with the pressure this will bring 

during construction and operation. The local environment will suffer and 

the green and pleasant land I was surrounded by when I first moved 

into the area will be gone forever. I am in favour of renewable energy 

and battery farms but there are too many proposals for this small rural 

area. 

Online form 

The proposed site in my opinion is too near to Melbourne village, I have 

many concerns including damage to the environment, noise, fire safety, 

reduction in house values and the negative effect it may have on the 

community. 

Online form 

There are far too many solar/battery storage proposals planned for the 

area, using land that should be farmed for food products. 

Online form 

5. Response to Feedback   

5.1.1. The Applicant would like to thank everyone who participated in the public consultation for 

the Site. During the consultation, several topics were raised by respondents. The 

development team has sought to respond to these comments within this section.  

5.2  Environmental and wildlife Impact 

5.2.1  The impact that the BESS will have on the local environment was the most cited objection 

to the proposals. The Applicant specifically selected the Site following an extensive 

selection process which considered environmental designations, local electricity network 

access via the National Grid Thornton Substation and the physical characteristics of the 

Site. 

5.2.2  Appropriate buffers of hedgerows and drainage ditches will be observed. A scheme of 

planting will also be incorporated into the Sites design to both bolster the existing 
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screening around the Site and to ensure a minimum 10% biodiversity net gain is achieved. 

Full details on this can be found in the Biodiversity Impact Assessment and the Landscape 

and Visual Assessment accompanying the planning application which are publicly 

available. 

5.2.3  Additionally, the Applicant confirms that several other assessments will be conducted prior 

to the application being submitted, including flood risk and drainage assessments, and the 

development of a traffic management plan. These plans are designed to minimise the 

impact of the BESS on the local environment while ensuring full compliance with national 

and local regulations. 

5.2.4  Specifically relating to the proximity of the Site to ecological designations associated with 

the Lower Derwent Valley, which was a matter raised by several attendees at the 

consultation event, the Applicant has sought advice from Natural England via their 

Discretionary Advice Service (DAS) to ensure that Natural England are content with the 

bird survey efforts proposed. 

5.3  Noise and Visual Impacts 

5.3.1  A number of questions and feedback was received pertaining to potential noise from the 

BESS during operation and visual impact on the surrounding area once operational.  

4.5.2 The Site has gone through an iterative design process which has taken into account 

feedback from the consultation event, advice from technical consultants, and planning pre-

application guidance.  

 

4.5.3 As part of the planning application, a noise assessment has been submitted. The report 

details noise levels at receptor points and demonstrating compliance with relevant 

legislation. 

5.3.4  The layout of the plans has also been carefully considered. Given the relatively low height 

and neutral colouring of the containerised units housing the BESS alongside existing and 

proposed screening, it is anticipated that the majority of the Site will be screened and a 

non-assertive feature in the wider landscape. Further, the presence of existing built 

development on the Ryedale Farm and Ryedale Organics, including a 14.8m high chimney 

and the high-voltage transmission line crossing the Site means that any views of the Site 

would be in the context of the existing aforementioned features. 

5.3.5  Furthermore, after the 40-year operational period, if no application is submitted to extend 

the operational life of the Site, it will be decommissioned, and the land will be restored.  

5.4  Safety concerns and the risk of fire 

5.4.1  The safety of BESS technology, and the likelihood of a fire was also a commonly cited 

objection to the proposal for Melbourne BESS. The Applicant confirms that the project will 

comply with all relevant regulations and legislation for the operation of the BESS facilities. 

5.4.2  Through extensive testing, certification, and site-specific safety designs, including fire 

suppression and real-time monitoring via the Battery Management System (BMS), BESS 

are highly reliable and secure. While the risk of fire is extremely low, the safety measures 
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implemented during design and construction significantly reduce both its likelihood and 

potential severity.  

5.4.3  Elmya RPC has committed to the Melbourne BESS using the latest technology available 

at the time of construction, including safety measures. As such, the system will include a 

water-cooling system and fire suppression mechanisms built into each individual unit.  

5.4.4 All fire safety measures are explained in the Outline Battery Safety Management Plan 

which has been submitted alongside this application. Additionally, this application will also 

be reviewed by the Humberside Fire and Rescue Service ahead of any decision to ensure 

compliance. 

5.5  Supporting the grid network 

5.5.1  BESS have the capacity to reduce demand on the national network and create a more 

balanced and resilient electricity supply over the long term, essential to supporting 

economic growth.  

 

5.6     Benefits to the local community 

 

5.6.1  If consented, the Site would deliver multiple benefits for the local community to enjoy. 

 

5.6.2  The Applicant would also like to confirm that where possible local contractors will be used 

throughout the project, including civil engineering works during construction (c.6 – 12 

months), plant hire, security and landscaping services.  

 

5.6.3  Furthermore, should the Site be approved, the Applicant will set up a Community Benefit 

Fund, reinvesting proceeds into the communities surrounding the Site, supporting 

initiatives to ensure they benefit the local area.  

 

5.6.4  The consultation website allowed visitors to share their thoughts, via an open text 

response, on how the Community Benefit Fund could best serve the community. 26 

respondents answered the question. Of these respondents the most cited use for the fund 

were:  

 

• Melbourne Village Hall 

• Local recreational facilities such as sports pitches 

• Improve local roads  

• Improving active travel routes in the local area 

• Upgrading local amenities such as shops, health centre and sports centre 

 

 

5.6.5 Questions were also raised about how a Community Benefit Fund would be administered, 

including whether it will be channelled through the local parish council. A local example of 

where a fund has been successfully distributed includes the ‘Soay Solar Farm & Greener 

Grid Park Community Fund’ funded by Statkraft. The Applicant confirms that upon 

approval of the plans and the confirmation of the Community Benefit Fun, they will 

undertake further engagement to inform the final initiatives that can be supported and how. 
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5.6.6  The Applicant would like to thank all of those that submitted their thoughts on which 

sectors could be supported by the fund 

 

5.7  Links to other renewable energy projects in the region 

5.7.1  During the consultation, a frequently raised concern, both through online feedback and at 

consultation events, was the close proximity of the Site to other local renewable energy 

projects in the region. Specifically, these include the Nationally Significant Infrastructure 

Project (NSIP) Mylen Leah 500MW Solar Farm, developed by Statkraft to the south of 

Melbourne Village, and the 200MW Thornton BESS to the north-east of Melbourne Village.  

 

5.7.2   Respondents also inquired about additional details regarding the pylons and cables needed 

to connect the BESS to the grid, the specific point of connection, and how the project's 

route will align with other local renewable energy initiatives. The Applicant confirms that 

the project will use underground cables to connect to the National Grid Thornton 

Substation, its designated point of connection, thereby eliminating the need for new 

pylons. The cable route will follow the road leading to the Thornton Substation, with the 

Applicant coordinating any potential impacts on the road via a Traffic Management Plan, 

as well as with the local Council. 

 

5.7.2  The Applicant would like to confirm that the Melbourne BESS proposals are not linked to 

other project proposals, or consultations that have happened in the region.   
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6. Conclusions  

6.1.1  In preparing proposals for a 300 MW BESS facility in Melbourne, East Riding of Yorkshire, 

the development team conducted a pre-application consultation in line with East Riding of 

Yorkshire Council’s Statement of Community Involvement, the Localism Act 2011, the 

National Planning Policy Framework, and National Planning Practice Guidance. This 

consultation provided an opportunity for residents, politicians and stakeholders to learn 

about the plans and offer their feedback.  

6.1.2  The Applicant and the wider development team extend their gratitude to all participants in 

the consultation process for sharing their feedback on the proposed plans. This report 

summarises the views expressed by residents, stakeholders, and elected members during 

the consultation period, and the Applicant has made efforts to address the concerns 

raised. 

6.1.3  The consultation materials were distributed to approximately 1,596 properties, and the 

consultation website recorded over 3,447 views during the consultation period, 862 of 

which were from the social media adverts on Facebook. Additionally, the project email 

inbox received nine emails. The in-person exhibition was attended by 58 people. 

6.1.4  The consultation received 84 responses from residents across all feedback channels, with 

the majority expressing objection against the proposals in Melbourne. Given over 3,400 

people viewed the consultation website, of which 84 provided feedback, it would suggest 

people viewed the website and did not feel the need to provide feedback as they did not 

oppose.  

6.1.5  The Applicant feels the case for the provision of energy storage to support the UK’s 

transition to net zero is clear, with this Site being chosen due to its proximity to the National 

Grid Thornton Substation, enclosed nature with screening from mature vegetation and the 

Ryedale Organics business, and lack of onsite designations. 

6.1.6  The development team will continue to keep communication channels open, allowing the 

local community to stay engaged throughout the planning process.  
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7. Appendices  

7.1 Appendix A – Letters to Political Stakeholders 
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7.2 Appendix B – Letters to Community Organisations 
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7.3 Appendix C - Letter to Local Businesses   
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7.4 Appendix D – Consultation Leaflet  
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7.5 Appendix E – Consultation Website 
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7.6 Appendix F – Virtual Exhibition Boards 
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7.7 Appendix G – Social Media Adverts  
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7.8 Appendix H - Distribution of Social Media Adverts 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Melbourne BESS 

April 2025 

45   LEXCOMM.CO.UK 

 

 

7.9 Appendix I - Distribution Area of Leaflets 
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7.10 Appendix J – Press Release  
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