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Application for Planning Permission under the
TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990, as amended.

Supplementary Consultation Response on behalf of Feckenham Parish Council, the local
Council, in relation to an application for planning permission for the proposed ‘battery energy
storage system with access and associated infrastructure’ on ‘land South of Salt Way, The
Saltway, Feckenham, Worcestershire’, under Redditch Borough Council reference number
25/00628/FUL.

Prepared by Christopher D Ford BA, MBA, MSc, PhD, MRTPI.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.01 This submission provides an Supplementary Consultation Response to the Application

1.02

1.03

2

2.01

2.02

under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as amended (Application), for ‘the
construction and operation of a battery energy storage system with access and
associated infrastructure’ (Proposal), on ‘land South of Salt Way, The Saltway
Feckenham, Worcestershire’ (Site). The Application is made by Genergy Renewables
UK Ltd (Applicant). The Site, consisting of circa 2.7 hectares, is located on agricultural
land approximately 1.3km east of Feckenham, near Redditch in Worcestershire. The
Site is within the Redditch Borough Council area. The Borough planning application
reference is 25/00628/FUL.

This Supplementary Consultation Response is submitted on behalf on Feckenham
Parish Council (FPC or the Parish Council). The submission has been prepared by Dr
Christopher Ford, a Chartered Town Planner specialising in the spatial aspects of
energy systems and energy policy.

A Consultation Response was given on the Application by FPC in Summer 2025. Since
then, the Applicant has prepared an ‘Applicant Response to Public Comments’, dated
September 2025 and lodged on the Borough Council’s web portal on 7 November
2025. This Supplementary Consultation Response deals with two sections of the
Applicant’s Response only; that of Policy and Material Considerations (section 2) and
BESS and Technical Details (section 3). Despite the Applicant’s Response the FPC
summer 2025 Consultation Response still stands, essentially unanswered. The purpose
of this Supplementary Consultation Response is to update the earlier Response and to
set the record straight. It deal with the Applicant’s comments on BESS Technical details
first and then Policy and Material Consideration, before short conclusions.

BESS AND TECHNICAL DETAILS

It is not unreasonable to characterise the Applicant’s short response on ‘BESS and
Technical Details’ as grossly misleading. At 3.1 the Applicant refers to the “need for
renewable energy proposals”. The Proposal is not a ‘renewable energy’ development.
Therefore, any Policy in respect to renewable energy they refer to is not relevant to
consideration of this Proposal.

At 3.2, referring to the substantial excess of projects already awarded planning consent
far beyond any capacity for the need for BESS, the Applicant states “there is no
guarantee these projects will be built”. The Applicant fails to acknowledge that such
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uncertainty, over whether BESS project will be developed, equally applies to their own
Proposal. If anything, given the high level of competition in this market, there is
considerably more doubt over this Proposal when compared to other BESS
developments.

2.03 In respect to the Applicant’s coverage of Ofgem statements and future electricity
demand, the Applicant comments are misleading and/ or irrelevant. Ofgem’s
comments about 60-70% of projects ‘ultimately failing’ refers to all application for grid
connection, not particularly BESS. In respect to electricity demand and energy storage,
the Proposal does not assist with meeting future electricity demand, as it is not a
generator of electricity. Regarding the claimed 100GW of storage by 2050, NESO is
identifying the need for very long-term energy storage, not this kind of short terms
storage, such as this BESS. This Proposal is not part of that.

2.04 Overall, the Applicant’s comments do not answer the critique of the Proposal, set out
in the FPC Consultation Response. Their comments do not answer the issue of an
already ‘oversupplied BESS capacity’.

3  POLICY AND MATERIAL CONSIDERATIONS

3.01 The Applicant refers to various “new policy and guidance ... in relation to renewable
energy and low carbon technology” since the Application was lodged. Unfortunately,
the Applicant fails to acknowledge that the Proposal is not ‘renewable energy and low
carbon technology’. According much of their cover of updated policy and guidance is
misplaced.

3.02 The Applicant refers to Clean Flexibility Roadmap (2025)(Roadmap) claiming, or
implying, support for the Proposal. Such claims are knowingly misleading. Curiously
the Applicant fails to mention that the Roadmap emphasises the value of co-located
storage 1, rather than stand-alone storage such as this Proposal, as this makes “more
efficient use of existing grid infrastructure”.

3.03 Given their understandable financial self-interest, it is unsurprising that the Applicant
fails to mention the key policy guidance that the Roadmap sets out in regard to ‘grid-
connected BESS’ (such as this proposal). As explained in the FPC Consultation
Response, there is a substantial oversupply of grid-connected BESS. Recent data shows

1 Co-located storage refers to storage at the same site as a generation station, such as a solar or wind farm. Co-locating
storage with a generating station is a far more efficient way to use the electricity network as network connections are
minimised and each connection is better utilised. The overall local environmental effects are also reduced since the
number of sites involved in the energy system is reduced.
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3.04

3.05

3.06

q

4.01

4.02

4.03

that, against the Government’s target of 23-27GW of BESS capacity required by 2030,
there is over 228GW of BESS capacity seeking a connection to the electricity grid. That
is about ten times the required capacity! By any measure there is a huge oversupply.

This Proposal sits in the last 3% of this queue to connect to the grid. In other words,
approximately 222GW of BESS capacity sits, in the grid connection queue, in front of
the Proposal. It is fair to describe this Proposal as being at the ‘back of the queue’.

The Roadmap explicitly states that “battery projects that do not align with the 2035
permitted capacity ... will be deprioritised”. This Proposal, being at the back of the
gueue, is one of these projects, that will be ‘deprioritised’. Accordingly, this Proposal is
not needed.

Consequently, the Applicant claims to address the issue of the oversupply of BESS or
implications there is a need for this Proposal are grossly misleading

CONCLUSION

In summary the additional information provided by the Applicant in their ‘Response to
Public Comments’ does not answer the points made by Feckenham Parish Council in
the Consultation Response (summer 2025). If anything, the Applicant merely confirm
the errors made in their original planning application documentation. The Applicant’s
claims about need for the Proposal are unsound.

Any suggested rationale, by the Applicant, that any adverse environmental effects
arising from the Proposal should be set aside because of some notion of need for this
project, are gravely ill-founded.

In conclusion, the Feckenham Parish Council sustains its earlier response by calling on
the Borough Council to refuse planning permission for this Application
(25/00628/FUL), by Genergy Renewables UK Ltd, for ‘battery energy storage system
with access and associated infrastructure’ on ‘land South of Salt Way, The Saltway,
Feckenham, Worcestershire’.

CDF
for FPC
December 2025
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