
Notes of a Combined meeting held on Wednesday, 7th February 2024 of Parishes affected by the 
Great North Road Solar Park Proposal by Elements Green 
 
Present: Averham, Kelham & Staythorpe PC Andy Fereday 

Bathley Parish Council   Dominic Heneghan 
        Brian Cross 
  Carlton-on-Trent Parish Council  Tanya Grimes 
        Liz Hopkins 
  Caunton Parish Council   Steve Routledge 
  Cromwell Parish Meeting   David Swift 
  Egmanton Parish Meeting  Janette & Jeff Tate 
  Laxton & Moorhouse P C   David Sheard 
  Kneesall, Kersall & Ompton PC  Richard Taylor 
        Robert Greenland 
  Maplebeck Parish Meeting  Roger Bell 
  North Muskham Parish Council  Ian Harrison 
        Steve Preston 
  Norwell Parish Council   Ashleigh Robertshaw 
        Penny McQuilkin 
  Ossington Parish Meeting  Janet Carr 
        Mary Brown 
  South Muskham & Little Carlton PC David Catanach 
  Sutton-on-Trent Parish Council  Matthew Hunt 
  Upton Parish Council   Roger Norman 
  Winkburn Parish Meeting  Bill Eastwood 
 
  Steering Group Adviser (Norwell) Paul Williams 
  Resident (North Muskham)  John Gray 
  Resident (Caunton)   Rick Gill 
 
  North Clifton (One Earth Solar)  David White 
 
This was the second meeting of parishes affected by the proposals put forward by Elements Green 
for a solar park across over 7,000 acres.  This second meeting was chaired by Councillor Dave 
Catanach of South Muskham & Little Carlton Parish Council.   
 
 

1. Apologies for Absence 
There were no apologies for absence.  
 

2. To receive notes of the meeting held on Monday, 20th November 2023 
The notes of the meeting held on Monday, 20 th November were received and noted.  
 
The Chair asked if the Google Drive had been established and it was confirmed it had.  
Details to be shared again.  

  
3.  To welcome David White from North Clifton (One Earth Solar Farm Proposal) to advise on 

their journey 
The Chair welcome David White from North Clifton whose communities were affected by 
the One Earth Solar Farm Proposal.  David had kindly agreed to share their journey so far 
and offer any advice that might be of use on the Great North Road Solar Park proposal.  



 
It was explained that the first action was to garner community support.  A consultation 
document was created with a series of questions and circulated to every adult resident in 
the villages to try and capture whether the community was for or against the proposal.  
All different facts relating to the proposal and the message being put out by the developer 
were broken down, especially around the green focus (panels can’t be recycled) and 
environmental statement.  A big issue was the removal of agricultural land, especially as the 
UK imports nearly 50% of its food when we should be growing our own and the intrusion 
the proposals would have around family homes.   
 
Questionnaires were distributed to North & South Clifton with 95% of the adult population 
responding.  99% were against the proposal and this information was passed on to the 
developers as a collective community response.   It was important to measure community 
response as if the majority of the community did not want it, then it should not be 
happening.    
 
A discussion took place around the need for political support with there being a 
requirement for change before the next general election.  Caroline Johnson MP had been 
supportive, as had Robert Jenrick MP, and the group were trying to get Private Members 
Bills through.  It was understood that the Government had relaunched their wind turbine 
farm contracts which could work in favour of these large scale applications.    
 
There was a concern about the categorisation of agricultural land, which was measured on a 
scale BMV 1 to 5.  Solar farms should not be built on land categorised as 3(a), but can be 
built on 3(b).   
 
There was a huge concern around ‘BESS’ storage areas which the developer wanted to use, 
but it had been difficult to establish how many were included within the application.   These 
had been known to catch fire (Carnegie Road, Liverpool).   
 
David explained that the group had tried to break down areas to resource what they can do.  
Early investigation had been made into trying to measure how much land was being used 
and %age in each parish.  The group were also trying to find legal reasons why the park 
should not be permitted.   One concern was land pollution by plastic and metal.  
 
The group had decided that they would not negotiate with the developer for mitigation, but 
had recommended that those most affected negotiate direct.  Compulsory purchase of land 
had already been threatened. 
 
A long term strategy was needed to identify all reasons and it was considered there was a 
need to try and offer alternatives.   
 

4. To receive any feedback on the Community Consultation Events 
 
Bill Eastwood updated on the ownership of Elements Green. 
 
Ian Harrison (North Muskham) proposed that a group of 10 people be formed from the 
affected communities to from a strategy group to put together a draft strategy.   Those 
communities affected to be split into groups and representatives appointed from that group 
to sit on a strategy group.  This would work alongside any Community Action Group formed 



and report back to the larger Joint Parish Action Group who would then cascade back to 
parish councils/meetings.   
 
It was considered that a questionnaire needed to be sent to all adult residents in the 
affected communities, so that parishioners views were captured and could inform parish 
councils/meetings.  A request would be made to Cllr Laughton to determine if he could 
assist with cost.   
 
Paul Williams referred to an offer of assistance to provide training from a planning 
consultant expert in this field.  A conversation would be held on whether this would be 
possible and in what format.    
 
Suggested Groups: 
 
Bathley /North Muskham/South Muskham & Little Carlton 
Carlton-on-Trent/Sutton-on-Trent/Weston /Cromwell 
Norwell/Ossington/Laxton & Moorhouse/Egmanton/ Kneesall, Kersall & Ompton 
Maplebeck/Winkburn/Eakring/Hockerton 
Averham, Kelham & Staythorpe/Caunton/Upton 
 

5. To determine the position of each Parish Council Meeting 
Each parish was asked to outline whether they had determined a position on whether to 
support or object to the GNR proposals.   Representatives were also asked to confirm 
whether they would be willing to participate in a joint action group.  It was recognised that 
there was merit in all parishes joining together rather than individually. 
 
Those parishes present confirmed as follows: 
 

• Averkham, Kelham & Staythorpe – for a joint action group 

• Bathley – for a joint action group 
• Carlton-on-Trent – would want to part of a joint action group but did not have a 

formal response from the community as yet 

• Caunton – neutral at the moment 

• Cromwell – wide mix of views in the community so neutral at the moment, but 
would want to be involved with more information 

• Egmanton – for a joint action group 

• Kneesall, Kersall & Ompton –  neutral 

• Laxton & Moorhouse – neutral at the moment 
• Maplebeck – neutral at the moment 

• North Muskham – for a joint action group 

• Norwell – for a joint action group 
• Ossington – for a joint action group 

• South Muskham & Little Carlton – for joint action group 

• Sutton-on-Trent – for a joint action group 
• Upton – neutral at the moment but would want to be involved  

• Winkburn – for a joint action group 
 

6. To receive views on the creation of a ‘fighting fund’ to acquire the required level of 
consultancy services 
It was recognised that there would need to be a ‘fighting fund’ but it was not clear how this 
would be created given that a number of the communities affected were parish meetings 



and did not levy a precept.  There were also small parishes in the area that did not have high 
level of reserves that could be utilised.  
 
A Community Action Group would perhaps be best placed to raise a fighting fund.   
 
It was explained that clarification had been sought from Newark & Sherwood District 
Council regarding them entering into a PPA with Elements Green.  It had been advised that 
with an NSIP there was no fee payable to the local authority.  A PPA was a way that 
Government allows it to be paid for and for the local authority to employ the 
resource/expertise it needs to respond to it.  If there was no PPA paid the District wouldn’t 
be able to respond.  So, in essence, it was exactly the same as a planning permission.   
Concern was expressed as to what that may look like to people from the outside and 
reassurance was sought that by entering into this agreement there was no onus on the 
District Council to agree to the development.  This assurance was given and offer had been 
made for the District Council to come and talk to parishes in further detail.  
 
Discussion took place on whether a PPA could be entered into between the parishes and the 
developer.   
 

7. To discuss the creation of a social media page for the campaign 
This item was not considered.  
 

8. Actions to be taken ahead of next meeting 
• Preparation of a draft questionnaire to be circulated to all parishes for review and 

comment, prior to be distributed to all adult residents in each affected parish.   

• Cllr Laughton to be asked if cost of printing could be met from his divisional fund.   

• Affected parishes to be grouped together with a view to nominating two 
representatives from each group to form a smaller strategic group to compile a 
strategy going forward.  This would be based on the response from the 
questionnaires.   

9. Date of next meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
   
 


