
Evenley Parish Council will be discussing the proposed plans for the anaerobic 

digestion facility to be built at Astwick at its meeting on Monday 20th June. 

 

In order for us to gain an insight on parishioners views, please may you send me a brief 

summary of your initial thoughts by return of this email. 

 

Responses  

After attending the meeting in the village hall on Thursday, my main worries about this proposed digestion plant 

concern the nature of the feedstock for the plant, and the number of trucks (per day) needed to transport this 

feedstock from the farms to the plant. I'm not so concerned about the operation of the plant to create the gas or the 

(virtual pipeline of) trucks used to take the gas and the processed fertilizer away from the plant. And it would be 

better if the local farmers spread the processed fertilizer on their fields instead of the manure that they currently 

use.  

Raw animal manure (including chicken litter) has a strong, unpleasant smell and I would like to know how much of 

this material would be stockpiled on site prior to processing, which will presumably be done in batches. What farms 

will this waste be coming from, and how far will this waste have to travel on the local roads? I would have fewer 

concerns if the feedstock was just plant waste rather than the proposed mix of plant and animal waste. Is it possible 

to put restrictions on the type of feedstock used? 

Web research reveals that there are a very large number of digestion plants in operation, but they differ 

considerably in size and in the type of feedstock used. Is it possible to find examples that are similar to the one 

proposed for Evenley in order to discover what the local residents really think of these plants? 

Hi Cathy, 

 I appreciate that we do need to have these sort of facilities to deal with waste but my main concern is with increase 

of traffic movements on the A34 that will inevitably result on this well used highway. It is already quite difficult 

getting on the A34 to Brackley. Can the company give any information on the increased volume of traffic that can be 

expected? 

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Dear Cathy 
 
Thank you for inviting feedback regarding the proposal for the anaerobic digestion site at Astwick. 
 It seems to me that central to the process are large lagoons of rotting material that has a pungent smell.  I see that 
the company claims that these lagoons will be covered, but in reality that cannot always be possible or in fact they 
may neglect to do it. 
 It's a huge risk to the village as we are so close, the prevailing wind will regularly bring the smell our way.  
 Surely there must be many locations available that are not in such close proximity to residential areas? 
 
I strongly object 

 

1. The PR Company Instinctif partners have played it very well for Acorn in making it less likely that residents will 

object to the plant because of potential odour issues. In their invitation letter, they did not mention that odour has 

been the major concern of residents near anaerobic digesters. Individuals with no prior knowledge of such plant 

would have been reassured by descriptions of covered storage that prevents odours being emitted, and the waste to 

be used as input being less odorous than domestic waste. 

2. The young Acorn presenters that I spoke to knew the ways that release of odours can be stopped. They didn’t all 

know exactly how the plant would operate, and I had to tell (remind?) one who did that covers can leak, that there 

can be leaks in normal operation of the plant even though the digester is hermetically sealed and that covered 

material is uncovered during loading, unloading, feeding of digester etc. When I asked, they told me that they 



personally had no experience of operation of this type of plant and that Acorn had not yet operated one, though 

they have one under construction. 

3. As a consequence of the latter, they were unable to give me any information on emission of odorous gas from 

actual operation of their type of plant, something that needs to be used when predicting impact on a nearby area. 

4. They said an assessment would be included in their planning application, but wasn’t yet complete. 

5. Ideally, that impact assessment for our village should have been done before a plant proposal had been fully 

worked up, to see if the proposed site was suitable. 

6. Acorn did indeed suggest why odours emitted from their plant should be less and less odorous than from earlier 

domestic waste treatment plants. On the other hand, any leaks go straight into the atmosphere, because plant and 

storage is not housed in a closed building. 

6. Should the Parish Council commission its own independent assessment of the likely impact of odour emissions on 

the village?  

Dear Cathy, 

I went to the meeting in the Village Hall to hear about the anaerobic digester. Spoke to Cathy and others.  

Whilst the principle is great and we should support such developments (for their green energy and fertiliser by-

product), inevitably we have reservations about the location.  

First, is it not against all planning policy not to build in open country? Why here? Why not, as I suggested to 

them….in an existing farmyard, where the smells might already be present (or by the smelly plant just north of 

Westbury), or in the new industrial area around Baynards Green, or in Bicester, or Banbury, where they will be 

delivering the gas, I believe.  

Secondly, do we know enough about the smells and how they will affect Evenley? We are downwind of the 

prevailing weather. 

Thirdly, 80 vehicles (huge transporters) a day, as quoted by them, may not seem much as a percentage of the daily 

traffic movement along the A43, but the number of accidents already occurring on these roundabouts is bad enough 

and I am sure those using the Barley Mow Roundabout to Croughton will be very unhappy about the increase in 

heavy traffic. Will there be more accidents with USA personnel coming out of the base on the wrong side of the 

road? Does this figure include deliveries as well as collections? 

Fourthly, they suggested that they will be building suitable access to the site for farmers to deliver by tractor and 

trailer from the north and west. Will that not create difficulty with increased farm traffic on the minor roads around 

Evenley/Charlton/Hinton-in-the-Hedges/Farthinghoe?  

I suspect I have not said any more than others. Aside perhaps from National planning policy, no show stoppers.     

 

Hello Cathy, 

I am broadly in favour of any scheme that mitigates processes associated with global warming. The system described 

recycles carbon for the most part and therefore does not create additional atmospheric levels as burning fossil fuels 

does.  

The technology is well established with over 500 hundred units operating in this country and many more operating 

worldwide.  I know that the major issue that will concern most people is smell. Reading around on the internet 

indicates that smell issues with anaerobic digesters are much better controlled than they used to be. There is also 

every indication that the DoE will act if issues of smell arise. Spreading dry matter rather than wet matter should 

help with smell issues as will the fact that they are not processing household waste at the plant. If the system 

replaces slurry pits that should be a great saving in a variety of gaseous pollutants being released into the 

atmosphere, if the right controls are in place.  



I do have concerns, for example Acorn has not got any current systems running (they have plans for 10, I believe) so 

they have no baseline or experience on which to base any of their claims. I was not entirely clear, when talking to 

one of the people present, that they are operating negative pressure in buildings to prevent escape of gases when 

transfers of material are made.  The person I spoke to had not been briefed about hydrogen sulfide which is 

obviously a contributor to smell issues.  

The person I spoke to said that they would be using chemical sensors to any gas leaks which might cause odours and 

not using human monitoring. I would recommend that there are designated people in the community who will act as 

monitors of the plant as has been done in other installations.  

I imagine I will be in a minority but I would support this development with suitable and long term monitoring of the 

facility both for smell and for traffic movements and continuous community involvement.  I would find it hard to say 

to my grandchildren we decided not to save the planet because it would have made a bad smell. 

Good Afternoon,  
 
I will try to keep my views on the proposed Anaerobic Digestion Facility at Astwick as brief as possible but this is a 
complex issue.  
 
Firstly, I am totally against this plant being built so close to residential homes due to potential odour release and 
increased vehicular traffic resulting in more traffic pollution.  
 
I attended the exhibition in the village hall and spoke to Nick McAllister from Acorn Bioenergy. I asked him what 
specific measures were being put in place to reduce odour. The first answer I had was that the manure would be 
stored in a shed and that the lagoons would be covered. I pushed him on what other measures were being 
considered but all he would answer is that recommendations from Environment Agency would be implemented.  
 
I researched an odour control plan for another AD facility taken from the EA website. It provides very precise list of 
working practices, cleaning procedures, safety issues, daily odour air quality checks, filtration systems, maintenance, 
back up generators, negative air pressure unloading facilities and many other steps to prevent odour from being 
released. However it must be noted that there will still be leaks inevitably. Why are Acorn Bioenergy not actively 
stating that they will use all of the above odour management systems right from the start, instead of saying they will 
implement what the EA plans recommend. I would suggest that is because these odour management systems are 
very expensive and Acorn Bioenergy would like to get away with the minimum, potentially increasing the risk to us 
the local residents.  
 
So what is the risk from the odour? I have no knowledge or expertise in this field other that what I have attempted 
to prove as true from internet research.  
 
I have researched another internet document suggesting that AD plants may not be as environmentally friendly as 
people imagine and another that details the worst gas that may leak from this proposed facility, Hydrogen Sulfide, 
which can be detected by at least half the population at a concentration in air as low as 0.47 parts per billion.    
 
Wikipedia describes it as poisonous, corrosive and flammable. It is pungent with the smell of rotten eggs.  
 
It goes on to say; ‘Hydrogen sulfide is toxic to humans and most other animals by inhibiting cellular respiration in a 
manner similar to hydrogen cyanide.’  
 
I have attached links to my research below.  
 
https://consult.environment-agency.gov.uk/psc/ex14-2pj-willand-om-

limited/supporting_documents/Odour%20Management%20Plan.pdf 

https://powerknot.com/2021/03/01/6-reasons-anaerobic-digesters-arent-as-environmentally-friendly-as-you-think/ 

https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hydrogen_sulfide 

 

https://consult.environment-agency.gov.uk/psc/ex14-2pj-willand-om-limited/supporting_documents/Odour%20Management%20Plan.pdf
https://consult.environment-agency.gov.uk/psc/ex14-2pj-willand-om-limited/supporting_documents/Odour%20Management%20Plan.pdf
https://powerknot.com/2021/03/01/6-reasons-anaerobic-digesters-arent-as-environmentally-friendly-as-you-think/
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hydrogen_sulfide


Hello Cathy, 

We are concerned about the potential smell, particularly as the wind comes predominantly from the direction of the 

proposed site. Everyone in Evenley accepts that the village is in an agricultural area and that there are inevitably 

unpleasant smells due to muck-spreading at times, but this new proposed digester could potentially be smelly at all 

times of the year. The agents at yesterday's exhibition played down the odour issue, but they would, wouldn't they? 

It was difficult to know the truth. Chicken waste is very smelly. 

We are also rather concerned about how many extra lorry movements there would be.  

 
As per my input on the FB site, I will be very opposed to this development, as I will be right on the frontline from the 
prevailing wind.   
 
We already put up with endless traffic noise, and accept farm smells as part of living in the country, but a continuous 
stench from an anaerobic digester, accompanied by a further mass of heavy lorries in addition to the already 
overcrowded A43 will be too much to bear. 
 
It also opens the gate to further development of the land for commercial development, although is may (thankfully) 
inhibit housing development. 
 
This is a rural area and should remain so.  I thought that the agreement was made to inhibit development along the 
A43 corridor? 

 
Dear Cathy, 

I visited the exhibition yesterday. I came to the conclusion that this facility would be beneficial and better than 
taking out productive fields for solar farming. I was assured that 

• the number of additional vehicle movements would be about ten per day 
• the likelihood of unpleasant aromas was minimal as the digestors are enclosed though there may be some as 

materials are brought to the site. 

I have checked a few things online and a figure of c 90% reduction in carbon emissions from HGVs is realistic when 
using biomethane rather than diesel.  
 
If we are to save the planet for future generations, we must embrace developments of this kind even though there 
may be some disadvantages. We no longer can afford the luxury of the NIMBY mentally. I urge the Parish Council to 
support this application. 
 

 

Dear Cathy 

I am very much against the digester - unfortunately it is not a proven environmental technology and would involve a 

huge amount of in loads and out loads of smelly sludge - let alone the cleaning out etc. It would certainly be a bad 

thing for Evenley.   

Hi, we’ll be wanting to attend the meeting as we do object to the plans. 

We attended their "consultation" on it, despite being explicitly not sent a letter despite be arguably the most 

affected property, and when I requested information (after being informed by a neighbour) they failed to respond 

with plans. 

I presume we were singled out to not be informed. 

I will review the info we were able to get last night and send a bullet list at the weekend 



We're at Paddock house, barley mow farm, evenley, with our paddock seemingly close to their proposed access, and 

the access road proposed being in clear sight of our house, apparently with 24/7 access, and no plans to lower the 

site below the ground level, nor provide mature tree screening of access road nor the site. Amazingly proposed at 

the top of the hill too - why not next to the farm with better and less hazardous access so? If it is needed. It doesn't 

stand up as sustainable compared to other power generation options. 

 

Morning Cathy 

We went to the consultation meeting yesterday afternoon and spoke to one of the representatives from Acorn 

Biodigestion. 

Based on the conversation, our view is that the facility overall has the potential to deliver positive benefits because it 

will reduce carbon emissions - a key target for a greener society - and it will create CO2 - something the UK is very 

short of, particularly due to the Ukraine crisis.  However, the key risk to Evenley is odours emitted as a side effect of 

the biodigestion process.  I have done some internet research on this but neither of us are experts on assessing the 

risk.  Our considered and strong view is that the Parish Council should invest in some expert consultancy on the true 

risk of odour from this type of facility which will determine whether the Parish should object to planning based on 

real scientific evidence of risk or request necessary mitigations - again based on expert advice - in the planning and 

design stage to ensure there is no odour leakage. 

Dear Cathy 

We attended the display at the Village Hall last evening which was well presented and staff were available to answer 

questions. Our main concern was the traffic impact but on questioning the staff it would seem that the traffic impact 

was going to be minimal confined to somewhere in the region of 10 daily deliveries of material for the plant and two 

gas tankers per day from the site to Banbury. None of which I believe would be significant. 

On the basis of the information available I can see minimal, in any effect on the village. However, should there be a 

need to extend the site there may well be a traffic impact on the surrounding area, much of it being local.  However 

if the site proves to be a significant success the danger of its expansion, which would require product to be delivered 

from a wider surrounding area, could create a significant traffic impact. Much of this traffic would be slow moving as 

they intent to use trailer deliveries from the source of the digestible material ie farms. This would be a problem. 

My conclusion is that the current proposals are acceptable but with a strong condition that the site will not be 

expanded beyond its proposed capacity. 

Hi Cathy, 

For what they are worth, these are my thoughts: 

Our legitimate scope of interest really only concerns possible odours and increase in traffic volumes, especially large 

lorries and slow moving tractors and trailers. 

(Have no idea of how green such Anaerobic Digesters are. (Geoff Snell tells me that the digestate he has got from 

other AD plants increases yield by about 30% compared to chicken shit)). 

Understand that there will be smells occasionally when they open covers to empty or refill. 

Understand that traffic volumes at peak time (i.e. cropping times) could be 40-50 vehicles in and out per day, 

including suppliers (farmers) bringing in raw material. 

This was not included on their display boards, that only talked about bio-gas fuelled lorries (often referred to as 

“virtual pipelines” – no wonder people hate PR companies, this sort of obfuscating terminology immediately gets 

you distrustful). 

Believe a real pipeline might be built in 10 years’ time, but this would only remove the 4-5 lorries per day 

transporting liquified gas to Banbury. 



So can expect 35-45 trucks per day at peak time for the life of the plant. 

Would suggest a course of action is to use this as an opportunity to get traffic lights fitted at the Barley Mow 

roundabout. 

Would make it much safer than it currently is, let alone will become when this AD plant is operating together with 

HS2 are sending trucks along the same roads. 

Know that Charles and Andrew Reader have had near misses many times trying to cross the roundabout with a 

tractor and trailer. 

So suggest that EPC joins forces with the district council and other affected parish councils, and bring together Acorn 

Bioenergy, HS2, Croughton Airbase, local land owners/farmers and any other influencers to persuade Highways to 

install traffic lights. 

Maybe one or more of the above e.g. Acorn Bioenergy could bear some of the cost.  

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Dear Cathy, 

Sorry for the delay, a very busy weekend. 
 
I will preface my response by saying that no individual plan will ever be perfect in its setting and I think that we do 
need to consider anything carefully both for the sake of the very much younger members of our families and those 
around the world who suffer now from loss of homes into the sea and changing weather patterns. We all need to 
consider how lightly or heavily we tread on this lovely planet, and be prepared to accept things around us that 
otherwise we may reject.  
 
Having seen the display, had my queries answered and talked to local farmers I would on balance support this facility 
as I see the benefits as well as some disadvantages. Far better though than facing applications for warehousing on 
the south of Brackley or massive solar farms...though why those aren't put on warehouse rooves defeats me! But 
that's another conversation! 
 

 

 Good morning Cathy, thank you for your email.  

Our concerns following the public presentation last week.  

1.    Traffic movement  

Messy vehicles belonging to farmers delivering waste to the site could be detrimental to the local road network in 

general.   

2.  The so called “virtual pipeline “. (Really??)   This was explained by various representatives as between 8 and 80 

vehicles per day, the latter would have an effect on the local infrastructure.   

3.  Smell.   

The representatives at the meeting assured us that the smell would be no worse than that of the local fields when 

fertilised by the farmers.   

The difference is that the smell from the digester would be 24/7, depending on wind direction.  Sadly the prevailing 

wind in our area is from the south west so could be a problem in the village.   

The representatives at the meeting did not inspire confidence in the project. We guess that as a new company they 

don’t know the answers any more than we do.   

We would like to visit an existing site and see what effect, if any, it has on the local environment, before forming a 

definite opinion.   



We would like to be positive about the scheme, but need a bit more assurance than was offered by Acorn at the 

meeting.  Hope this is helpful  

Thanks for sending this around as I wasn’t able to go to the meeting.    

My concern is that it would bring many extra lorries onto the A43 which can already be a nightmare and dangerous 

to cross.  Also, it is the smell that it apparently generates that I would be extremely worried about. Already on 

occasions it’s very unpleasant and often impossible to sit outside when the wind carries up the smell from Facenda 

and my fear is that this type of smell would be a daily occurrence from the proposed digestion facility.  I would be 

grateful if these points could be put forward. 

My view is that it is all too easy to say "not in my back yard" to every scheme that comes along. 

This scheme would be using waste to create energy and therefore would have my support as diversity of energy 

production is crucial. 

Hi Cathy,  
 
I have no objection to the proposal subject to the appropriate planning approval. I support the aims of the project. 
 
 

 
Dear Cathy, 

This is our response to the planned Anaerobic Digestion Facility Plant off the B4031 adjacent to 

Barleymow Farmhouse. 

There are numerous reasons to reject such an appalling project in the open countryside and at this location which I 

list below. 

1: The suggested entry and exit location onto a minor B road (the 4031) will be opposite the planned new American 

Base entrance.  Having lived at Astwick for 26 years we are painfully aware that traffic into and from the Base is 

extremely heavy at certain times of the day.  Sometimes we have to wait a full ten minutes to exit our driveway. 

Both of these entrances will be a few hundred meters from the already extremely busy Barley Mow roundabout.  At 

busy times even now, the traffic can tail back a long way down the B4031. Over the years there have been some 

horrific road accidents at the roundabout location, as there has been on the Evenley Roundabout and to add a 

24/365 operation at this location we feel would be absolute madness.  They talk about a "pipeline" of tankers to 

move the gas to their distribution plant in Banbury.  Presumably they plan to take this up the M40?  Congestion on 

the M40 at junction 10 is often severe with accidents closing the location.  As they "shouldn't" travel through 

Croughton village their only other choice would be to go over the Evenley roundabout and take the 422 through 

Farthinghoe to Banbury. There is no other way and they won't want to be stacking up takers on the site. 

 2. At the open meeting last Thursday a representative from Acorn was keen to point out that their plant would not 

produce any smell.  Subsequent conversations with different representatives from Acorn including Roger Hammet 

who admitted that they would attempt to minimise the smell. I don't believe that anyone can possibly believe lorries 

entering and exiting the proposed plant 24/7 carrying chicken and other farmyard waste will not create a smell as it 

is being carried and unloaded.   We are told this is going to be used for Chicken waste but some of the other suitable 

waste products could be any animal manures, wastewater solids, food scraps, restaurant fats, oils and 

greases.   Depending on wind direction both Evenley, Barleymow, Astwick and Croughton will be severely impacted. 

We are not talking about a few days whilst manure is spread on the fields, or the Chicken sheds are emptied. This 

will be any time 24/7 365 days of the year. 

3. This is a planned 24 operational plant and as such it will need to be fed regularly. Pumps and other machinery also 

need to be maintained to ensure production is not interrupted. This will, of course, create noise and dust and if 

there are any leaks the potential for environmental contamination.  There are many springs in the area and if a leak 

occurred the contamination of the nearby watercourse will be inevitable. 



4.  There will be a great deal of Light Pollution also attached to this plant and being on an escarpment visible 

for great distances.  

5: The construction of this plant will devalue all the properties in this location forever, linking the name of Astwick to 

the place with the Anaerobic Digestion plant and all the implications attached with it.  I know this is of no 

consequence to Acorn Bio Energy but it matters to us that it affects. 

6: Acorn have, as one of their representatives stated to me last Thursday, been working on these proposals for a 

year!  They have given all of us just two weeks before they submit their planning proposals.   

which does not provide enough time for any objections or proper discussions to take place. The District Council 

needs to be made aware that such a proposal should be delayed to allow for all those within the region to discuss all 

the implications in a realistic time frame. 

7. Acorn Bioenergy Limited is owned by P3P Partners LLP.  P3P own no end of other Biogas businesses as well as 

energy, growers and glass house companies etc so they are extremely well practiced to push through any application 

they apply for. Indeed they have a lady called Jane Stewart who has 30 years planning experience and has secured 

26 planning consents and most with delegated authority.  Is this likely to be the case here?  We hope that Evenley 

Parish Council can make sure it goes to full planning and not Delegated Authority. 

8. We are definitely not opposed to green energy and do everything we can to support the efforts made, however 

small that may be.  We would support a wind farm or solar panels which would be a fitting project for this location 

but not a 24/7/365  Anaerobic Digestion Plant.  This would offer renewable energy (and I'm sure given time we could 

produce comparison figures) and be kinder to humans and wildlife alike. 

This has been a very hasty email given the severe lack of time available but I am sure the Parish Council can see we 

are bitterly opposed to this project. 

 

Thoughts on the project are negative from me! 

Primary concern is that of odour.  I do not believe that this will be odour free, however much Acorn state they will 

do everything to “minimise” this.  The fact that Acorn state in their narrative that “digestate lagoons will be covered 

to minimise any odour” suggests that odour is anticipated and with usual south-westerly prevailing wind this will 

likely cause significant nuisance for the village of Evenly and surrounds.  The size of the site with 3 huge lagoons, 3 

clamps, (totalling 48,600 tonnes capacity), 5 digesters, chicken shed and straw burner cannot be free from highly 

unpleasant odours much worse than occasional agricultural odours accepted by most rural residents.  

Secondary concern is that of traffic.  Depending on which representative of Acorn you spoke to on this, the number 

varied.  However, the last figure given was 100 movements a day, to include staff vehicles.  The Barley Mow 

roundabout has many accidents during the year, the Croughton Road is already a dangerous road as well nationally 

documented, the A43 will already see additional HS2 traffic and there are too many country roads which will become 

known to users of the site and third-party contractors. 

A significant focus of the justification for the plant is the supply of digestate to be used as a fertiliser on local farms 

which the Acorn narrative suggests will be transported away from the site “using farm tracks”, (which will also be 

used for importing feedstocks).  The proximity to RAF Croughton limits the potential for digestate/feedstock to be 

transported to or from the south suggesting that most will have to be sourced/applied from or on land to the north 

or transported to other land in the area.  Accordingly, the suggestion to use farm tracks rather than the road 

network may be limited. 

While evidence is available that digestate can be a useful biofertilizer, it is unlikely to be a direct replacement for 

existing organic and inorganic sources so while digestate use could reduce the need for other fertilisers, it is unlikely 

to replace them altogether.  Accordingly, this justification needs to be balanced against the impact of odour and 

traffic. 



There is no detail as to the volume of digestate likely to be produced from the operation thus it is difficult to 

understand what land area will be required for spreading.  With tight weather/application windows and likely closed 

periods for spreading it will be helpful to have more detail on this. 

The fast moving economic and political climate affecting agriculture at present is resulting in various emerging 

markets for carbon, biodiversity, and regenerative agriculture while more recently the war in Ukraine has caused a 

focus on the food security agenda. This will likely impact the appetite for local farms to commit to supplying 

feedstock and receiving digestate in the short to medium term for fear of prejudicing potential elsewhere thus 

directly impacting Acorn’s traffic and odour mitigation strategy.  

HI Cathy 

 

I hope you are well. I really wanted to attend tonight’s parish council meeting but unfortunately I am unable to. 

 

Could you register our following concerns and opposition regarding the planning application for the Astwick 

Anaerobic Digestion Plant: 

 

- Traffic - at their presentation on Thursday we questioned them regarding the amount of additional traffic as a 

consequence of the plant - we were told it would only amount to ONE additional lorry an hour …. This seems rather 

spurious. Could they provide projected figures for this ? The A43 is an incredibly busy road especially with the 

additional HS2 traffic and the proposed planning application at Junction 10 with Symmetry Park.  

 

- Smell - very very concerned regarding this. It would be very useful to visit a comparable site to experience the 

aroma and also to speak to locals how they have been effected. They told us on Thursday that there are no 

comparable sites ???  

So a) have they ever built one of these sites before ? I know that they are putting in planing at Hornage Farm, Chilton 

And b) How big is this site versus other nationwide sites ….. it is very large ? 

 

- Croughton Airbase - We asked them if they had consulted with the Airbase (as it would be impacted with additional 

traffic and odour) and they said yes and they were happy with the proposal - is this the case ? 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 


