Representation on the Further Environmental Information

For the attention of: Mr James Dalgleish, Principal Planning Officer, Rossendale Borough Council
(planning@rossendal ebc.gov.uk)

And of: Development Management, Rochdale Borough Council (devel opment.management@rochdal e.gov.uk)

Copied to: Planning Casework Unit, Ministry of Housing, Communities and Loca Government
(pcu@communities.gov.uk)

Application: Construction and operation of up to 12 wind turbines with a maximum height to the tip of the blade of 180
metres (above ground level), with associated infrastructure, land at and adjacent to Scout Moor Wind Farm, Rossendale
and Rochdale (Further Environmental Information)

References: Rossendale 2025/0267; Rochdal e 25/00680/FUL
From: County Councillor Tom Pickup, Padiham and Burnley West division, Lancashire County Council
Date: 4 October 2026

Capacity and interest. This representation is made in a personal capacity and as the elected member for the division
named above. It is not made on behalf of Lancashire County Council. Sixty-three of the settlement points from which
turbines of both this scheme and Calderdale Energy Park would theoretically be visible are in Lancashire County Council's
area, including placesin and around my division.

Status. Thisis arepresentation on the Further Environmental |nformation under regulation 25 of the Town and Country
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017, made within the period in the councils' re-consultation
letters of 25 September 2026, which ask for comments by 23 October 2026. It maintains my objection of 24 August 2026
as corrected at section 3, and replaces its request for further information with the narrower requests at section 9.

1. Summary

The applicant has done what my objection of 24 August asked for in one respect: it has assessed the cumulative
landscape and visual effects of this scheme with Calderdale Energy Park, and it has mapped where the two could be
seen together (Figure 11.16). In fact it had done so before | wrote, in documents that were not then public. | correct
my objection at section 3.

The assessment that has now been published has four gaps that matter to the decision.

1. No settlement was selected for the cumulative assessment. Paragraph 11.549 says the cumulative ZTV "rules
out settlements within the assessment”. That is true of the fourteen settlements the applicant assessed, all within
about 10 km of the site: none of them has theoretical visibility of Calderdale Energy Park. It is not true of the
settlements that do. Within the applicant's own 20 km cumulative radius, 69 named settlement points have
theoretical visibility of both schemes on my bare-earth model, 62 of them inside the applicant's own "both may
bevisible" class on Figure 11.16, and none of them isin its receptor list. Across the whole overlap the figures are
206 and 198, 60 of the 198 in Lancashire. These are bare-earth figures at the gazetteer point; section 6.1 says
what a surface model does to them.

2. Itsmap gives no counts. Figure 11.16 has no turbine counts, no areas and no settlement list. The applicant's
own software, given the same inputs, puts the land seeing both schemes at 685 km?, my model putsit at 699 km2.
From 47.6 km? of it, all 46 turbines are theoretically visible inside a single photomontage frame.

3. Itsviewpoints miss most of the Lancashire overlap. Its cumulative viewpointsin Lancashire arein
Rossendale, beside the site, and on Pendle Hill. Noneis in Preston, Hyndburn, South Ribble, Ribble VValley or
Chorley, which hold 53 of the 63 Lancashire settlement points in the overlap.

4. It leavesout the night. Thereis no cumulative night-time assessment at al, although both schemes will carry
red aviation lights.
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The requests at section 9 are specific and modest. Those that bear on the decision: publish the data behind Figure
11.16 or accept mine into the environmental information; select and assess settlement receptors for the cumulative
assessment; add five cumulative viewpoints; assess night-time effects together; and consult the L ancashire authorities
whose areas are in the overlap. The rest are procedural: publish the councils' own landscape review, confirm the
consultation and determination dates, and confirm the route to committee under the National Scheme of Delegation.

2. What has changed since 24 August 2026, in the applicant's words

The Further Environmental Information (FEI) is introduced by a covering letter to each council dated 1 July 2026
(Turley, reference 01137). It makes real improvements and | acknowledge them.

* Fewer turbines. "Reduction in turbine numbers from 'up to 17 turbines' to 'up to 12 turbines. Turbines T2, T5,
T12, T13 and T17 have been removed from the Proposed Development.” Turbines T11 and T14 are "retained in
their original positions' and the other ten "relocated within the Site to respond to environmental constraints and
consultation feedback" (covering letter).

» Dimensions. "up to 180m to tip height, 150m rotor diameter and a hub height of 105m" (FEI Chapter 4, para
4.143), with "a maximum of 50m micrositing allowance" (para4.141).

» Output. "aminimum total generation capacity of 68.4AMW" (para4.139); "an output of up to 84 MW" (Chapter
15, para 15.46); "some 9,131,564 megawatt hours (MWh) of zero carbon electricity over itslifetime, sufficient to
power 84,552 typical UK homes each year" (para 15.73).

» Lighting. "asingle 2,000 candela steady red light mounted on the nacelle of eight of the 12 turbines (T1, T4, T7,
T10, T11, T14, T15 and T16)" (Chapter 11, para 11.487), with "Automatic dimming to 200 candela' (Chapter 4,
para4.164).

» Description. The applicant asked the councils to describe the turbines as 180 metres " (above ground level)" and
to add "with micro-siting allowance" (covering letter). The question | raised at section 13 of my objectionis
answered.

e Calderdale Energy Park is now cumulative scheme 23 in Chapter 16, Table 16.1, at "14.4km North East”, with
a cumulative data cut-off of "April 2026" (para 16.35; Chapter 11 para 11.37 gives "15 April 2026").

3. Corrections to my objection of 24 August 2026

3.1 My objection said that no assessment of this scheme together with Calderdale Energy Park existed. That was
wrong. The applicant had already prepared one. Its Further Environmental Information, sent to both councils under a
covering letter of 1 July 2026 and supplemented on 12 August 2026, contains a written cumulative assessment of
Calderdale Energy Park (Chapter 11, paragraphs 11.40 and 11.531 to 11.577) and a cumulative zone of theoretical
visibility (Figure 11.16, dated May 2026), and lists Calderdale Energy Park in Chapter 16 (submitted on 12 August)
as cumulative scheme 23. The same submission reduced the scheme from 17 turbines to 12 and corrected the
description to "above ground level". My objection described the superseded scheme.

3.2 None of these documents was public when | wrote. By my count on 20 August 2026 the Rossendale portal listed
333 documents, which is the number now shown with dates on or before 8 July 2026, none of them part of the Further
Environmental Information. On 4 September 2026 the case officer wrote to me that "the LPAs will be carrying out a
further public re-consultation in due course on a new set of documentation (Further Environmental Information) from
the applicant ... Once that consultation is live, you will be able to view the documents that they refer to below, on our
website." The re-consultation letters are dated 25 September 2026 and the portal gives 28 September 2026 as the
consultation date. | should have written that no assessment had been published, not that none existed. | ask the
councils to confirm the date on which each part of the Further Environmental Information was made available for
public inspection, because the portal's "Date Published" column shows earlier dates and because the period for
comment depends on it.

3.3 | aso said that no independent review of the landscape and visua chapter had been commissioned. That was
wrong. The applicant records that LUC reviewed it for both councils, in a draft report dated 10 February 2026 (FEI
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Appendix 2.4; Chapter 11 paragraph 11.8 gives January 2026), and found it "fit for purpose and complete enough to
support an informed planning decision, subject to the following clarifications'. That review is not on the public file. It
predates Calderdale Energy Park’'s preliminary environmental information of April 2026, so it could not have
considered it. | ask the councilsto publish it.

3.4 Four smaller corrections. (a) The 560 km? | described as having both schemes "inside a single photomontage
frame" measured the angle between the centres of the two arrays; requiring every turbine of both schemes to fit
within one 53.5 degree frame gives 492.6 km2. (b) Appendix B listed cities, towns, villages and suburban areas, not
"every populated place”; 27 hamlets and 4 other settlements were omitted. (c) The section 35 direction for Calderdale
Energy Park is dated 23 April 2025, on a request of 1 April 2025; 19 March 2026, the date | gave, is when the
Planning Inspectorate published it. (d) | said my disagreement with Calderdale's Table 12-9 at Hapton, Altham,
Higham, Rishton and Huncoat could not be resolved from the published documents. Calderdale's own blade tip map,
PEIR Figure 12-5-1, shows 22 to 28 or 29 to 34 turbines theoretically visible at al five, as my model does; it is the
table'stext that departs from the devel oper's own map. (€) My objection said that "the entire adverse planning weight"
in the applicant's own summary sat in landscape and visua effects; the table above that sentence listed buried
archaeology as significant in part, so "amost the entire” was the right phrase. The remaining corrections, to Appendix
A, arelisted in Appendix A to this representation.

3.5 What does not change. The cumulative assessment the applicant has now published contains no turbine counts, no
areas and no settlement list. The applicant's own software, given the same inputs, puts the land seeing both schemes at
685 kmz, against my 699 km?, and removing five turbines changed that area by 0.3 per cent. The questions in section
9 below rest on the applicant's own documents as they now stand.

4. The applicant's cumulative assessment, in its own words

Why Calderdaleisin. "In Scenario 3 there is only one cumulative scheme; Calderdale Wind Farm. In April 2026, a
Preliminary Environmental Assessment Report (PEIR) which illustrated 34 turbines at a tip height of up to 200m,
approximately 15km away. Whilst thisis not the final proposed scheme, there is sufficient information to consider the
potential cumulative effects, and this scheme has the potential to be seen in combination/successive views and
sequentially with the Project for Assessment which could potentially result in significant cumulative effects.” (para
11.40)

The radius. "Following a review of the cumulative search area, it was stated at EIA Scoping that the potential for
significant cumulative effects would be contained within a 20km radius." (para 11.37) The scoping report went to the
councils on 16 December 2024 (para 11.9), before Caderdale Energy Park's request for a section 35 direction (1
April 2025).

The extent. "As illustrated on Figure 11.16, Calderdale is located approximately 15km northeast of the Project for
Assessment and there are very few areas of intervisibility that coincide with landscape and visual receptors.” (para
11.533)

Settlements. "The visual receptor groups focus on areas where there could be intervisibility of the Project for
Assessment and Calderdale. Asillustrated in the cumulative ZTV (Figure 11.16), this rules out settlements within the
assessment.” (para 11.549)

The Pennine routes. Paragraph 11.557, headed for users of the Pennine Bridleway, finds "alikely significant effect
locally to each of the two proposals' and says these "would mainly occur as a result of the projects individually and
sequentialy, rather than simultaneously from any sections'. Paragraph 11.559 concludes that the combined effect
"would result is two sequential Significant effects local to each proposed site on parts of the Pennine Way".
(Paragraphs 11.558 and 11.559 refer to the Pennine Way under a heading and paragraph about the Pennine
Bridleway; the applicant should say which route is meant.)

The conclusion. "Cumulative interactions with Calderdale Wind Farm would only affect a limited number of
landscape and visual receptors located on the highest ground with potential cumulative intervisibility. The cumulative
assessment with Calderdale Wind Farm found that the additional change brought about by the addition of the Project
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for Assessment to a baseline of the operational, consented and Cal derdal e schemes would be no greater in the level of
effect, than was assessed in the main assessment (for the Project for Assessment in isolation) for those few receptors
located on high ground.” (para 11.577)

5. What the applicant's map shows when it is counted

My model uses the same inputs the applicant states for Figure 11.16: OS Terrain 50, an observer eye height of 2
metres, blade tip, Earth curvature and light refraction, and the Calderdale layout of the PEIR of April 2026. It adds
what the figure leaves out: how many turbines, over how much land, and from which named places. The method, the
code and every output are at Appendix A.

All figures below are bare earth, with no screening by buildings, walls, hedges or woodland; a single visible blade tip
counts as visible; eye height 2.0 m, refraction coefficient 0.075; visibility computed to 45 km from each turbine;
Scout Moor Il positions carry a 50 metre micro-siting allowance; Calderdale Energy Park positions are those of its
PEIR of April 2026 and are not fixed. They are theoretical maxima, not what a person would see on a given day.

Measure, 12 + 34 turbines Result

Land with theoretical visibility of turbines of both schemes 698.9 km? (685.4 km? in the applicant's own
software)

of which every turbine of both schemes fits inside one 53.5 degree 490.5 km?

photomontage frame

of which every turbine of both schemesistheoretically visible and fitsinside 47.6 km?

one frame

Land seeing at least ten turbines of each scheme 283.1 knm?

Most turbines theoretically visible from a single point 46 of 46

Named settlement points in the overlap, at the gazetteer point 206, of which 63 in Lancashire

of which inside the applicant's own "both may bevisible" classon Figure 11.16 198, of which 60 in Lancashire

of which within 20 km of the nearest Scout Moor Il turbine (the applicant's 69, of which 62 in the gpplicant's classand 18 in
cumulative radius) Lancashire

The applicant's map and mine describe the same overlap. Where both models compute, within 45 km of both
schemes, the applicant's "both may be visible" class covers 702.6 km? and mine 698.3 kmz; 94 per cent of mine lies
inside theirs and 93 per cent of theirs inside mine (Appendix C). Over its whole extent the applicant's classis larger,
at least 1,394.8 kn?, because its Calderdal e calculation runs well beyond 45 km.

The applicant’'s own softwar e gives the same answer. Figure 11.16 was made with the Viewshed routine of the
Visibility Analysis plugin for QGIS. | rebuilt the overlap in that software with the same inputs: 685.4 kmz, 1.9 per
cent below my figure, with the two maps agreeing over 94 per cent of their combined area. The small difference
comes mainly from how each method decides whether a 50 metre cell is visible, which Appendix A sets out.

Removing five turbines barely changed the overlap. Under the same method the 17-turbine scheme gave 700.8
kmz2 and the 12-turbine scheme gives 698.9 kmz, a change of 0.3 per cent: 8.8 km? left the overlap, 6.9 km?2 entered it
and 692.0 km? is common to both. The combined view is set by the terrain and the separation of the two sites, not by
the number of turbines.

Hub height. With Scout Moor Il at its 105 metre hub and Calderdale at blade tip, 557.6 km? would see both, and 165
settlement points.

With the existing wind farm. The applicant intends this scheme to be "completed and operational in 2030" (Chapter
4, para4.135) and gives July 2033 for decommissioning the existing Scout Moor wind farm (Chapter 16, Table 16.1).
Modelling the 26 existing turbines at 100 metres from their mapped positions, up to 72 turbines of the three schemes
would be theoretically visible from asingle point in that period, and 526.5 km? would see al three.
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6. Where the applicant's conclusion does not follow from its own evidence

6.1 No settlement receptor was selected for the cumulative assessment

Paragraph 11.549 says that Figure 11.16 "rules out settlements within the assessment”. That is true of the settlements
the applicant assessed. Its fourteen settlement receptor groups, from Norden and Wolstenholme to Bury and
Tottington, were chosen for the main assessment and lie within about 10 km of the site (para 11.288). On the
applicant's map and on my model, none of them has theoretical visibility of Calderdale Energy Park. Figure 11.16
rules them out because they were never candidates.

It is not true of the settlements that do have it. Within the applicant's own 20 km cumulative radius (para 11.37), 69
named settlement points have theoretical visibility of turbines of both schemes on my bare-earth model, 62 of them
inside the applicant's own "both may be visible" class, and not one of them is areceptor in its assessment: Shaw Side,
Royton Moss and Oldham Edge in Oldham; Rishton, Great Harwood, Cliffe, Higham, Fence and Whestley Lane in
Lancashire; Revidge, Four Lane Ends and Royshaw Hill in Blackburn. Across the whole overlap the figures are 206
and 198 settlement points. The ten with the most turbines theoretically visible are Revidge, Four Lane Ends,
Newchurch in Pendle and Old Town (45 of 46) and Cumeragh Village, Oldham Edge, Acre, Broadbent, Royshaw
Hill and Cliffe (44); all ten are in the applicant's green class. In Lancashire the highest are Newchurch in Pendle (12
Scout Moor 1l and 33 Calderdale turbines), Cliffe (10 and 34), Cumeragh Village (10 and 34), Grimsargh (9 and 34)
and Cow Hill (10 and 32). Thelist isat Appendix B.

These are bare-earth counts at the gazetteer point, on the same basis as the applicant's own Figure 11.16, and they are
maxima. The applicant's screened ZTVs for the scheme aone (Figures 11.7 and 11.8) model buildings at 7.5 m and
woodland at 10 m and leave out "small copses, hedgerows or individual trees'; no screened cumulative map was
produced. | tested what buildings and trees do to them with the Environment Agency's LIDAR surface model
(Appendix A, section A6). At the gazetteer point itself, which usually sits in a street, the surface model removes the
combined view at 49 of the 51 highest-scoring settlements. Within 100 metres of the point, on open ground, a
recreation ground or a higher street, 17 of the 51 keep a view of both schemes, 14 of them with twenty or more
turbines in it; Four Lane Ends, Royshaw Hill, Cliffe, Edge End, New Town, Whittingham, Newchurch in Pendle,
Knowle Green, Blacko, Fence, Wheatley Lane, Beverley, Haggate and Old Town. The question is therefore not
whether every resident of every one of the 206 places would see both wind farms. It iswhy the applicant's cumulative
visual assessment contains no settlement receptor at all when, by its own map, the open ground at the edge of these
placesis where both schemes would be seen together.

6.2 The cumulative viewpoints miss most of the Lancashire overlap

The applicant names Viewpoints 1, 17, 18, 22 and 23 as those where Calderdale is theoretically visible (para 11.534),
and mentions 24 and 25. My model agrees: Calderdale turbines are visible at exactly those seven and no others, and
four a Viewpoint 17, as the applicant says (para 11.546). Two of them, 17 (Peel Tower) and 18 (Bulls Hill), hold
every turbine of both schemes inside one 53.5 degree frame.

Three are in Lancashire: 18 (Bulls Hill) and 25 (above the site), both in Rossendale, and 24 (Pendle Hill). Viewpoint
24 isthe only one in the Forest of Bowland National Landscape; there, by my count, the two arrays span 62.9 degrees
and do not fit one frame. There is none in Preston, Hyndburn, South Ribble, Ribble VValley or Chorley, which hold 53
of the 63 Lancashire settlement points in the overlap. For the Forest of Bowland the applicant concludes that
cumulative interactions "would be limited by distance and very limited intervisibility" (para 11.564); proposed
viewpoints A and E below are both inside the National Landscape, and from each all 46 turbines are theoretically
visibleinside one frame.

| propose five additional cumulative viewpoints, chosen by a stated rule (public access land or a National Trail; every
turbine of both schemes inside one 53.5 degree frame where possible; the most turbines visible; spread across
different National Character Areas and at least 8 km apart) and then checked against the Environment Agency's
LIDAR surface model so that noneis proposed from behind awood (Appendix A, section A6):
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Grid reference Location Scout Moor Il Calderdale

A SD 64975 39375 Accessland on 12 34
Longridge Fell, 1.4 km
from Knowle Green,
Lancashire; Forest of
Bowland National
Landscape

B SD 95425 21475 Pennine Way near 12 34
Warland, between the
two schemes
(successive view)

C SE 00075 02875 Access land above 12 34
Waterside, Oldham
(Dark Peak character
area)

D SD 92725 45275 Access land in North 12 34

Y orkshire, 1.9 km from
Green End, Earby
(Lancashire)

E SD 72375 47425 Access land near 12 34
Harrop Fold,
Lancashire; Forest of
Bowland National
Landscape

From each, all 46 turbines are theoretically visible on bare earth, and all 46 remain visible on the surface model at A,
B, Cand D (45 at E); from A, C, D and E they fall inside a single 53.5 degree frame. From B, on the Pennine Way
between the schemes, they cannot: there the applicant's point about sequential effects (para 11.557) is right, and the
viewpoint would show it. Exact positions should be agreed on site with both councils.

6.3 A 20 km radius for a scheme seen from 30 km

Paragraph 11.37 keeps the 20 km cumulative radius stated at scoping in December 2024. On my figures, 479.8 km? of
the 698.9 km?2 overlap, more than two thirds, lies over 20 km from the nearest Scout Maoor 1l turbine. The applicant's
own Figure 11.16, over the same areawithin 45 km of both schemes, puts 495.9 km? of its "both may be visible" class
beyond 20 km, west across Lancashire to Preston and south across Greater Manchester. The applicant says its
cumulative assessment "follows NatureScot guidance (2021)" (para 11.36). That guidance says that "for the current
generation of turbine size, the study area should extend to a minimum of 35km from the outer margin of the wind
farm in question, though this may need to be increased for larger turbines", with a search area of up to 60 km, and that
the area "should not be limited by local authority boundaries'. Chapter 16 itself searched to 45 km (para 16.37). The
radius should follow the guidance the applicant cites and the evidence on its own map.

6.4 The combined effects are hedged, not assessed

Paragraph 11.577 reports that "the additional change brought about by the addition of the Project for Assessment" to
a baseline that already includes Calderdale "would be no greater in the level of effect” than the scheme alone. That is
the primary test the guidance asks for, and | do not criticise its use. GLVIA3 also recognises combined, or total,
cumulative effects (paragraph 7.18, as the Landscape Institute's 2024 clarification note records), and the applicant
says it considered them "where relevant and there is a noted difference” (para 11.531). Where it did, it reported a
possibility rather than afinding. On the Rossendal e Hills the combined effect "could be greater due to the influence of
Calderdale as a new notable cluster ... but the combined effect might still remain Major/Moderate and Significant"
(para 11.544). On the Forest of Bowland it "could be greater than the additional change noted above ... the combined
effect is unlikely to be Significant” (para 11.566). On the Pennine Way it "would result is two sequential Significant
effects local to each proposed site" (para 11.559). Paragraph 11.577 sums these up as "potential for any notable
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increases in effect” on two landscape character areas and the Pennine Bridleway. Where the scheme alone is already
Major adverse, the top of the applicant's scale, the additional-change test can only confirm it; the combined effect is
where the two schemes together can be weighed, and at each of these receptors it has been noted rather than rated.
Those are the findings the councils need, and they should be assessed.

6.5 No cumulative night-time assessment

The FEI's cumulative lighting assessment considers only existing turbines: "there are no existing turbines within
20km of the Project for Assessment which have visible aviation lights fitted" (para 11.492). Calderdale Energy Park's
turbines will carry them: "there is a requirement for the turbines to display medium intensity 'steady’ red aviation
lights at night" (Calderdale PEIR, Chapter 12, para 12.4.45; the same paragraph says Calderdaleis "seeking to agree a
reduced aviation lighting scheme with the CAA", as this applicant has). The cumulative assessment of Calderdale at
paragraphs 11.531 to 11.566 does not mention lighting or night. For this scheme alone the applicant finds that
"Significant impacts identified at night would be limited to residents in the communities of Catley Lane Head and
Whitworth where Major / Moderate adverse effects would occur at night", with "Moderate and Significant effects" at
other places (para 11.576). The combined night-time view has not been assessed by either applicant.

6.6 Calderdale's settlement table should not be relied on to the west

The applicant's Figure 11.16 rests on Calderdale's published layout, not on Calderdale's settlement table, but the
councils and consultees may read both. At Hapton, Altham, Higham, Rishton and Huncoat, Calderdale's PEIR Table
12-9 gives up to 14 or up to 21 turbines, while Calderdale's own blade tip map, PEIR Figure 12-5-1, shows 22 to 28
or 29 to 34 at the same places, as my model does (Higham sits at the edge of a class on that map and is the least
certain of the five). The sameistrue at Read, Simonstone, Fence and Wheatley Lane. In the direction of Lancashire,
Calderdal€'s table understates its own map.

7. Policy and law

Development plan. Rossendale Local Plan Policy ENV7 requires that a wind proposal "would not result in
unacceptable visual clutter in combination with other existing structures, with cumulative impacts fully assessed to
the satisfaction of the Council”, and paragraph 262 explains that "In parts of the Borough there has been cumulative
visual impact, including with adjacent schemes outside Rossendale." In Rochdale, Places for Everyone Policy JP-G1
asks development to respond to "Views and perceptual qualities”, and Core Strategy Policy P2 is the landscape policy
weighed in the 2017 decision on this moor. Both councils own newspaper notices advertise the application as a
departure: Rossendale's says "The application would not accord with the provisions of the development plan” and
Rochdal€e's gives "Departure from the Development Plan” as a reason for the notice. A cumulative assessment that
excludes settlements and the Lancashire side of the overlap is not one either council can be "fully" satisfied with.

National policy, stated fairly. The National Planning Policy Framework of 17 August 2026 gives "substantial
weight" to the benefits of renewable energy (Policy W3), does not require need to be shown (W3(2)), and says that
development plan policies "materially inconsistent with national decision-making policies in this Framework should
be given very limited weight" (Annex A, para 2). | accept that the community-backing and suitable-area elements of
the 2015 Written Ministerial Statement now carry little or no weight. The cumulative criterion of ENV7 is a different
matter. It asks for an assessment, not for a particular outcome, and an assessment is what regulation 26(1) and Policy
N2 also require: N2 asks decision-makers to "Consider the environmental qualities of land proposed for development,
including habitats, landscape character and the natural beauty of the countryside”. A policy that asks for a cumulative
assessment cannot be materially inconsistent with a Framework that asks for one too.

Regulation 26(2). Neither council may grant permission unless satisfied that its reasoned conclusion "is up to date".
Calderdale Energy Park's statutory consultation closed on 8 July 2026 and its application for development consent is
expected in November 2026, with a layout that may differ from the PEIR the applicant assessed (para 11.40: "thisis
not the final proposed scheme"). The councils should say how they will keep the reasoned conclusion up to date if the
Calderdale layout changes before determination.
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Regulation 25(7). Where further information is provided, the authority "must not determine it before the expiry of 30
days after the latest of" the dates on which it was sent to consultees, notice was published in a local newspaper, or
notice was published on a website. Rossendale’'s newspaper notice appeared in the Rossendale Free Press on 2
October 2026 (dated 2 October, signed by the Planning Manager) and invites representations "within 30 days of the
date of this notice", that is until 1 November 2026. Rochdale's notice appeared in the Rochdale Observer on 23
September 2026 (dated 17 September) and invites representations "within 30 days of the date of this publication by:
22nd October 2026". The councils' re-consultation letters of 25 September and the Rossendal e portal give 23 October.
Three different closing dates are therefore in circulation. On the newspaper notices, Rossendale cannot lawfully
determine its application before 2 November 2026 and must accept representations until 1 November; Rochdal€e's 30
days run to 23 October. | ask both councils to confirm that representations received by 1 November 2026 will be
considered on both files, and | support the Rooley Moor Neighbourhood Forum's request that the councils confirm
the dates from which each period runs.

Regulation 63. My objection asked what screening under regulation 63(1) of the Conservation of Habitats and
Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) had been carried out, and whether Calderdale Energy Park, which lies on
Walshaw Moor within the South Pennine Moors Special Area of Conservation, was among the plans and projects
considered in combination. No answer is yet on the public file. | repeat the question; | do not assert a likely
significant effect.

The 2017 decision. On 6 July 2017 the Secretary of State refused the Rossendale part of a 16-turbine, 115 metre
extension to thiswind farm, agreeing that "the overall benefits of the scheme would not be sufficient to also outweigh
the harm identified to the character and appearance of the ared". The policy context has changed since, and | do not
suggest the outcome would be the same. The decision shows that cumulative landscape harm on this moor has been
decided at Secretary of State level before.

8. The decision route

The National Scheme of Delegation (Town and Country Planning (Discharge of Loca Planning Authority Functions)
(England) Regulations 2026, Sl 2026/854) comes into force on 31 October 2026, as the Rooley Moor Neighbourhood
Forum's letter of 25 September 2026 notes. The regulations contain no transitional provision for applications already
made. Unless this application is determined before 31 October, it will be determined under the scheme. For
Rossendale, regulation 25(7) prevents determination before 2 November; Rochdale's 30 days expire on 23 Octaber,
so its half of the scheme could in principle be decided in the last week of October under the present arrangements,
which would separate the two decisions. It is a Schedule 2 application (Schedule 2, paragraph 4: an application for
planning permission that is not a householder, minor commercial or minor residential application). Under regulation
5 such an application "must be determined by an officer" unless the council's nominated member and nominated
officer "agree to refer” it to committee because in their view it raises "one or more issues of economic, social or
environmental significance to the local area' or "one or more significant planning matters'. An application of this
scale, with maintained objections from NATS and Manchester Airport (29 September 2026) and a significant residual
landscape effect on the applicant's own case, plainly does, and each council is asked to confirm that its nominated
member and officer will so agree, and to name them. The Planning Casework Unit told Rossendale on 29 September
2025 that a decision on call-in would be made once "the recommendation and committee report has been received
and reviewed"; a delegated decision would bypass that.

9. Requests

A. Requeststhat bear on the decision
1. Figure11.16'sdata. Require the applicant to publish the data behind Figure 11.16 (the number of turbines of
each scheme theoretically visible in each cell, and alist of the settlementsin the "both may be visible" class), or

accept the analysis at Appendices A to C into the environmental information as a representation duly made under
regulation 2(1).
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Settlements. Require the applicant to select settlement receptors for the cumulative visual assessment from its
own "both may be visible" class on Figure 11.16, within its 20 km radius at least, and to assess them with the
screened method it used for its main assessment; paragraph 11.549 should then be rewritten to say what was
assessed.

Viewpoints. Require cumulative wirelines, at |east, from the five locations at section 6.2, agreed with both
councils and published before determination.

Night-time. Require a cumulative night-time assessment of this scheme with Calderdale Energy Park.

5. Neighbouring authorities. Consult the authorities whose areas contain settlements in the overlap (Appendix B)

and which do not appear among the responses on the file, in particular Preston City Council (33 of the 63
Lancashire settlement points), Pendle, South Ribble and Ribble Valey Borough Councils, and Blackburn with
Darwen Borough Council. Hyndburn (11 points) and Burnley have already responded and are not repeated here.

B. Procedural requests

6.

The councils' landscape review. Publish LUC's review of the landscape and visual assessment (draft of 10
February 2026) and LUC's scoping comments of 7 May 2025, and say whether LUC has been asked to review
the FEI's cumul ative assessment.

Dates. Confirm the date each part of the FEI was made available for public inspection; the date the regulation
25(3) website notice was published by each council; the earliest date on which each council can determine under
regulation 25(7); and that representations received by 1 November 2026, the date in Rossendal€'s newspaper
notice, will be considered on both files.

. Regulation 26(2). Say how the reasoned conclusion will be kept up to date against the Calderdale Energy Park

timetable.

. Regulation 63. Say what screening has been carried out and whether Calderdale Energy Park was considered in

combination.

10. Committee. Confirm that the application will be reported to committee whichever delegation scheme applies;

if it falls under Sl 2026/854, name the nominated member and nominated officer and confirm that they will agree
to refer it under regulation 5(3); and record my request to speak.

11. Rochdale. Log this representation on 25/00680/FUL ; the Rochdal e portal could not be reached from my

address when this was written.

This representation is copied to the Planning Casework Unit because the adequacy of the environmental information
bears on any decision about call-in, and because the Unit has already asked to be kept informed of this application.

| would be glad to provide the data, code and full-resolution figures to officers and consultees.

Yours sincerely

County Councillor Tom Pickup Padiham and Burnley West division Lancashire County Council

Enclosures

Figure 1: cumulative zone of theoretical visibility, 12 + 34 turbines
Figure 2: change in the overlap from 17 to 12 turbines

Appendix A: method, the 17-turbine and 12-turbine results, the reproduction in the applicant's software, the
surface-model screening test, and corrections to Appendix A of 24 August 2026

Appendix B: settlementsin the overlap, 17-turbine and 12-turbine counts side by side (bare earth, at the gazetteer
point)
Appendix C: comparison with the applicant's Figure 11.16
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Figure 1

699 km? of land would theoretically see turbines of both schemes

Figure 1. Cumulative zone of theoretical visibility, Scout Moor || as revised (12 turbines) with Calderdale Energy Park (34)

Sees one scheme only B Sees both: 11 to 20 turbines WM Sees both: 31 to 40 turbines
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Combined count = Scout Moor Il turbines + Calderdale turbines whose blade tips are theoretically visible from a 50 m cell (maximum 46).
Visibility is computed to 45 km from each turbine; the straight-edged arcs to the west and south west are that limit, not terrain. Beyond it the

overlap is not counted, so these figures are a floor.

Bare earth: no screening by buildings or vegetation. A single blade tip counts as visible. Eye height 2 m, refraction k = 0.075, 45 km from each
turbine. Scout Moor || positions carry a 50 m micrositing allowance; Calderdale positions are the PEIR layout of 7 April 2026 and are not fixed.

Source: Tom Pickup's model, after Scout Moor Il FEI Chapter 4 Table 4.1 (1 July 2026) and Calderdale Energy Park PEIR Table 4-1 (7 April 2026).
Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right 2026 (OS Terrain 50, OS Open Names).

Cumulative zone of theoretical visibility, Scout Moor Il as revised (12 turbines) with Calderdale Energy Park (34). 698.9 km? sees

turbines of both schemes; 685.4 km?2 in the applicant's own software (Appendix A, A4). Bare earth, blade tip, eye height 2 m, k

0.075, 45 km. Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right 2026.
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Figure 2

Removing five turbines changed the shared view by 1.9 km? of 701 km?

Figure 2. Land seeing both schemes: the 17-turbine layout (v1r) against the 12-turbine layout (v2), with Calderdale Energy Park unchanged

Sees both in each layout (692.0 km?)
Il Saw both with 17, not with 12 (8.8 km?)

Bl Sees both with 12, not with 17 (6.9 km?)
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viris the 17-turbine layout of the 2025 Envirenmental Statement with ground levels under the round-two rule (bilinear OS Terrain 50); v2 is FEI

Chapter 4 Table 4.1.

Visibility is computed to 45 km from each turbine; the straight-edged arcs to the west and south west are that limit, not terrain. Beyond it the
overlap is not counted, so these figures are a floor.
Bare earth: no screening by buildings or vegetation. A single blade tip counts as visible. Eye height 2 m, refraction k = 0.075, 45 km from each
turbine. Scout Moor Il positions carry a 50 m micrositing allowance; Calderdale positions are the PEIR layout of 7 April 2026 and are not fixed.
Source: Tom Pickup's model, after Scout Moor Il FEI Chapter 4 Table 4.1 (1 July 2026) and Calderdale Energy Park PEIR Table 4-1 (7 April 2026).
Contains OS data @ Crown copyright and database right 2026 (OS Terrain 50, OS Open Names).

Change in the overlap from 17 to 12 turbines, under the same method: 8.8 km? left, 6.9 km2 entered, 692.0 km2 common to both.
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Figure 3

Scout Moor Il and Calderdale Energy Park: where both may be seen, applicant's Figure 11.16 against our model
Within 45 km of the nearest Scout Moor Il turbine, on land inside the applicant's map: applicant 1188 km?, ours 699 km?, overlap 657 km?, loU 0.53; 94% of ours lies inside theirs and 55% of theirs inside ours. Where both models compute (within 45 km of both schemes): loU 0.88.

Applicant: both may be visible ours: both visible
(Figure 11.16 green class, on our 50 m grid) (v2 model, 12 + 34 turbines, 45 km radius) Agreement

460 - 460 -

440

440 -

420 -

Northing (km, 0SGB)

400 -

380 -

Easting (km, 0SGB) Easting (km, 05GB) Easting (km, 05GB)
W Both visible (panels 1 and 2); both agree (panel 3) Sea or no terrain in our grid ++ 45 km from nearest Calderdale turbine (our model's limit)
= Ours only 1 Outside the applicant's map * Scout Moor Il turbines (12)
m—Applicant only -+ 15, 30, 45 km from nearest Scout Moor ll turbine  Calderdale turbines in our model (34)

Land, not both

Contains OS data (c) Crown copyright and database right 2026. Applicant layer: Scout Moor Il FEl Figure 11.16 (Stephenson Halliday, May 2026), classified from the raster PDF and georeferenced on the 1 km grid
Caveat: the applicant's map plots 65 Calderdale turbine positions; our model uses the 34 in PEIR Table 4-1. Our model: 50 m grid, eye 2 m, k 0,075, biade tip, 45 km per turbine.

The applicant's Figure 11.16 'both may be visible' class on the 50 m grid (left), this model (centre), and where they agree (right).
Where both models compute, intersection over union 0.88.
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Appendix A (round two). Method, results, reproduction
and corrections

4 October 2026. Accompanies the representation on the Further Environmental Information, Rossendal e 2025/0267 and
Rochdale 25/00680/FUL. It replaces Appendix A of 24 August 2026 for the revised scheme and records the corrections to
that appendix.

Every figure hereis bare earth, with no screening by buildings, walls, hedges or woodland; asingle visible blade tip counts
asvisible; observer eye height 2.0 m; refraction coefficient k = 0.075; visibility computed to 45 km from each turbine.
Scout Moor |1 positions carry a 50 m micro-siting allowance (FEI Chapter 4, para4.141). Calderdale Energy Park
positions are those of its PEIR Table 4-1 (April 2026) and are not fixed.

Al. Inputs and settings

Item Value

Terrain OS Terrain 50, edition of 29 May 2026, 50 m cells,
no resampling

Grid 112 km by 112 km, EPSG:27700, 2,240 by 2,240
cells

Observer 2.0 m above ground

Curvature and refraction apparent drop d? (1 minusk) / 2R, k =0.075, R=
6,371,000 m (147 m at 45 km)

Radius 45 km from each turbine

Basis blade tip; hub height also reported

Rays 7,200 per turbine; a50 m cell counts as visible if

any ray sampleinsideit seesatip

Settlements OS Open Names, types City, Town, Village and
Suburban Area, at the gazetteer point

The same settings as the applicant's Figure 11.16, whose legend gives OS Terrain 50, a viewer eye height of 2 m, Earth
curvature and light refraction, and blade tip.

A2. Layouts and the ground-level rule

Name Scout Moor I Calderdale Energy Park Ground levels

vl 17 turbines, 2025 ES Chapter 4 34 turbines, PEIR Table 4-1 as used on 24 August 2026
Table4.1

Valg the same 17 the same 34 onerulefor both schemes

v2 12 turbines, FEI Chapter 4 the same 34 one rule for both schemes
Table4.1

All 12 FEI positions were checked line by line against FEI Table 4.1. The rule: ground level at each turbineis bilinear
interpolation of OS Terrain 50 at the turbine coordinate. Checked against Calderdal€'s own published foundation levels, it
agrees within 0.95 m at al 34 turbines. The Scout Maoor Il ground levels used on 24 August matched no single rule and
their derivation was not recorded; under the rule the 24 August overlap moves from 702.3 km? to 700.8 km?. The figures
published on 24 August stand as published; v2 is compared with v1r so that like is compared with like.

A3. Results

County Councillor Tom Pickup Appendix A (round two) Rossendale 2025/0267, Rochdale 25/00680/FUL 4 October 2026 1



Measure v1, as published vir v2

Sees Scout Moor I (km?) 2,577.8 2,5775 2,561.8
Sees Calderdale (km?) 2,107.3 2,105.0 2,105.0
Sees both (km?) 702.3 700.8 698.9
Both, centres of thetwo arrays  560.0 558.8 557.5
within 53.5 degrees (km?)

Both, every turbine of both 492.6 491.4 490.5
within 53.5 degrees (km?)

At least 10 of each (km?) 3714 3713 283.1
Most turbinesvisible fromone 51 of 51 51 of 51 46 of 46
cell

Settlement pointsin the 205 (62) 204 (62) 206 (63)
overlap (Lancashire)

From v1r to v2, 8.8 km? |eft the overlap, 6.9 km?2 entered it and 692.0 km? is common to both: a net change of 0.3 per cent.
The thresholded areas fall more, partly because ten of 12 isastricter bar than ten of 17. The two frame rows are different
measures. 490.5 km? is where every turbine of both schemes falls inside one 53.5 degree frame whether or not each is
visible; from 47.6 km? of the v2 overlap all 46 turbines are theoretically visible inside one frame.

Hub height: with Scout Moor |1 at its 105 m hub and Calderdale at blade tip, 557.6 km? sees both, and 165 settlement
points.

With the existing Scout Moor wind farm (26 turbines, 1200 m to tip, positions from OpenStreetMap, ODbL ), between 2030
and its decommissioning in July 2033 up to 72 turbines would be theoretically visible from one cell, and 526.5 km? would
see al three schemes.

A4. The cell rule, and reproduction in the applicant's software

The 24 August method did not state how ray samples become cells. A cell counts asvisible if any sampleinsideit seesa
tip. With one sight line per cell (the sample nearest the cell centre) the v2 overlap is 664.4 km?; if every samplein the cell
must see atip, 630.1 km2.

The applicant's Figure 11.16 was made with the Viewshed routine of the Visibility Analysis plugin for QGIS. The v2
overlap was rebuilt in that software (QGIS 4.2.3, plugin version 1.9.3, binary viewshed, curvature on, refraction 0.075,
counts combined by addition, the same terrain and turbines):

Measure (kmz?) This model QGIS, plugin's own ground QGIS, ground levels as
rule this model

Sees Scout Moor 11 2,561.8 2,538.2 2,537.5

Sees Calderdale 2,105.0 2,065.1 2,064.7

Sees both 698.9 685.2 685.4

At least 10 of each 283.1 281.6 282.7

Most turbinesvisiblefromone 46 46 46

cell

The two overlaps agree over 94 per cent of their combined area (intersection over union 0.936). The applicant's software
sitsinside the range set by the cell rule.

A5. Checks against the applicants' own figures
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Scout Moor |1 viewpoints. The FEI visualisation sheets give the number of Scout Moor Il blade tips and hubs visible at
each of the 25 viewpoints. This model gives the same tip count at 23 of 25 and the same hub count at 21 of 25. Calderdale
turbines are visible in this model at exactly the seven viewpoints the applicant names (1, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25) and at no
other; at Viewpoint 17 the count is four, and the applicant's para 11.546 says "four distant blade tips".

Calderdale PEIR Table 12-9. At all 22 settlements the table records as having no theoretical visibility, and which arein
the national gazetteer, this model returns zero.

Calderdale PEIR Figure 12-5-1. Calderdale's own blade tip ZTV was georeferenced on the OS 1 km grid (RMS 11.6 m).
Its classes agree with this model, not with Table 12-9's text, at Hapton and Altham (22 to 28 turbines; table "up to 14"),
Higham (29 to 34; table "up to 14 turbines theoretically visible from the eastern edge"), and Rishton and Huncoat (29 to
34; table "up to 21"). All 22 zero settlements are unfilled on the map. Three points read lower on the map than in this
model, each near a class edge: Slack, Stanbury and Heptonstall.

AG6. Screening test: what buildings and trees do to the settlement counts

Every settlement count in this appendix and in Appendix B is bare earth at the OS Open Names gazetteer point, on the
same basis as the applicant's Figure 11.16. To test what local surface cover does to them, the 20 settlement points with the
highest combined counts and al 42 Lancashire settlement points with a combined count of 20 or more (51 points), the five
proposed viewpoints and the applicant's Viewpoint 18 were re-run with the Environment Agency National LIDAR
composite first-return surface model (2 m; ground plus buildings and vegetation; surveys 2000 to 2022; Open Government
Licence) within 250 m, 500 m and 1,000 m of the observer, and OS Terrain 50 beyond. The observer stands 2 m above the
LIDAR terrain model, never on aroof (the surface model isignored within 5 m of the observer). Each turbine hasits own
line of sight, sampled every 2 m to the radius and every 50 m beyond, with curvature and refraction as above. The same
rays were aso run on bare earth, so the effect of surface cover is separated from the effect of finer terrain. Around each
settlement point a3 by 3 grid of observers at 100 m spacing was run at 500 m. Controls were named before the run:
Glodwick (Oldham) and Bastwell (Blackburn), whose points sit in terraced streets, fell from 39 and 6 turbines to none; the
applicant's Viewpoint 18 on Bulls Hill kept 46 of 46; proposed viewpoint E kept 45 at every radius, and 45 on bare
LIDAR terrain too.

Settlement points (51) 250 m 500 m 1,000 m
Still see at least oneturbineof 2 2 1

each scheme

See both on the samerayswith 48 48 48

bare earth

See no turbine of either 36 36 38
scheme

On the 3 by 3 grid at 500 m, 17 of the 51 settlements (14 of the 42 in Lancashire) have at least one observer within 100 m
of the gazetteer point who sees both schemes, and 14 have one with a combined count of 20 or more: Four Lane Ends (44
of 46), Newchurch in Pendle (45), Old Town (43), New Town (44), Edge End (43), Whittingham (43), Cliffe (38),
Royshaw Hill (34), Blacko (32), Wheatley Lane (30), Fence (29), Beverley (27), Knowle Green (22) and Haggate (21). Of
the proposed viewpoints, B, C and D keep all 46 turbines at every radius and E keeps 45; the first candidate for A (SD
64575 38175) kept only the 12 Scout Moor 1 turbines, every Calderdale turbine being screened by woodland about 200 m
away, and was replaced by the first candidate under the same selection rule that keeps al 46 on the screened surface

(pi pel i ne/ screen_vi ewpoi nt _candi dat es. py).

Thetest isafloor, not an estimate: afirst-return surface stops aline of sight at any tree crown or chimney, and parts of the
composite are over twenty years old. It shows that the gazetteer-point counts should be read as what the open ground at the
edge of each place would see, not as what every street would see. The applicant's own settlement assessment uses the same
bare-earth ZTV's, with screened ZTVs (Figures 11.7 and 11.8) whose notes say buildings were "modelled with an assumed
height of 7.5m and woodland an assumed height of 10m" from OS Open Map Local, and that the model "does not take
into account some localised features such as small copses, hedgerows or individual trees and therefore till gives an
exaggerated impression of the extent of visibility". The test here uses the measured surface instead, so it sits below the
applicant's screened figures as they sit below its bare-earth ones. Script and output:
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pi pel i ne/ screeni ng_test. py,pi peline/grids/screening_test_v2.json.

A7. Corrections to Appendix A of 24 August 2026
1. The cell rule (A4) was not stated; it moves the overlap by 5 to 10 per cent.

2. "Scout Moor |1 ... ground levels ... are taken from the terrain model": their derivation was not recorded and
matches neither the nearest cell nor bilinear interpolation (A2).

3. The 560 km2 and 650 km? field-of-view figures measured the angle between the centres of the two arrays, not
whether every turbine fits the frame (A3).

4. The western disagreement with Table 12-9 could be resolved from Calderdale's own Figure 12-5-1 (A5).

5. Thehash givenfor cunul ati ve_st at s. py was of aversion earlier than the one that produced the 53.5
degree, median and 75th percentile figures; the correct first twelve characters are 7d80922ch376.

6. Section A7 described the Rochdale Unitary Development Plan Policy EM/14 as a saved policy. It was deleted
and replaced by Core Strategy Policy G3 (Rochdale Core Strategy, October 2016, Appendix 3, Table 7).

7. The published summit heightsin A3 were not sourced; the model values (Whernside 736.0 m, Ingleborough
723.3 m, Pendle Hill 555.7 m, Boulsworth Hill 516.4 m, Winter Hill 456.1 m) reproduce.

8. The objection's section 11 said the existing wind farm's 26 turbines, 100 m tip height and 65 MW were "sourced
threetimes over" at ES Table 16.1, the Rossendale committee report of 1 September 2015 para 1.7 and the
Inspector's Report para 2. The facts are right; the citations are not: Table 16.1 gives only the count, the
committee report gives 65 MW at para 2.1, and the Inspector's Report givesit at para 3.

A8. Reproducing this

* python3 -m pipeline.build_ztv --layout v2 python3 -m pipeline.cumulative_stats --layout v2 python3 -m
pipeline.settlements --layout v2 python3 -m pipeline.frame_area python3 -m pipeline.screening_test python3 -m
pipeinefigl116 layout_check python3 -m pytest pipeline/tests pipeline/qgis reproduction/run_qgis ztv.sh®

- -l ayout v1 withthefrozen inputs reproduces every figure published on 24 August 2026, including all 205 Appendix
B rows, their file hashes are pinned in the tests. The data, code and full-resolution figures are available to officers and
consultees on request.

A9. Data sources

OS Terrain 50 and OS Open Names (Ordnance Survey; contains OS data© Crown copyright and database right 2026). EA
National LIDAR Programme composite DTM 2 m and first-return DSM 2 m (Environment Agency, OGL ; ©
Environment Agency copyright and/or database right 2022), used in the tests at A5 and A6. CRoW Act 2000 access land,
National Trails, National Character Areas and National Landscapes (Natural England, OGL). ONS local authority district
boundaries, December 2025 (OGL ). OpenStreetMap (ODbL). Scout Moor |1 Environmental Statement (2025) and Further
Environmental Information (2026); Calderdale Energy Park PEIR (April 2026), Table 4-1, Table 12-9 and Figure 12-5-1.
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Appendix B (round two). Settlements with theoretical
visibility of both schemes

4 October 2026. Accompanies the representation on the Further Environmental Information, Rossendal e 2025/0267 and
Rochdal e 25/00680/FUL .

OS Open Names places of type City, Town, Village or Suburban Areawhose gazetteer point liesin aland cell seeing at
least one turbine of each scheme, on the revised 12-turbine layout (v2). 206 places, of which 63 are in Lancashire County
Council's area (Blackburn with Darwen is listed separately). Counts are bare earth, at the gazetteer point only: they are
theoretical maxima, and a surface model removes most of them at the point itself while open ground within 100 m often
keeps them (Appendix A, section A6).

v1isthe 17-turbine layout as published on 24 August 2026. ‘out' means the place was not in the v1 overlap. Where the v1r
rebuild (same 17 positions, ground levels under the round-two rule) differs from vl, the vir value follows in brackets.

Centres:. the angle between the two arrays' centresis 53.5 degrees or less. Whole: every turbine of both schemesfitsin one
53.5 degree frame (168 of 206 places).

Last column: whether the point liesin the "both may be visible" class of the applicant's own Figure 11.16 (Appendix C).
198 of 206 do.

Settle Type Area viSM wvlCal v2SM v2Cal Combi Separa Centre Whole Applic

ment Il (of derdal Il (of derdal nedv2 tion S ant
17) e 12) e (of 46) Fig.
11.16
Four Suburba Blackbu 17 34 11 34 45 40 deg yes yes both
Lane nArea  rnwith
Ends Darwen
Revidge Suburba Blackbu 16(17) 33 12 33 45 38 deg yes yes both
nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Roysha  Suburba Blackbu 16 33 11 33 44 41deg  yes yes both
w Hill nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Brookh  Suburba Blackbu 8 30 6 30 36 41deg  yes yes both
ouse nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Pleasing Village Blackbu 1(notin 26(not 1 26 27 33deg  yes yes both
ton rmwith  v1r) invir)
Darwen
Shadsw  Suburba Blackbu 9 17 5 17 22 44 deg yes yes both
orth nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Intack Suburba Blackbu 8 15 5 15 20 45 deg yes yes both
nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Whinny  Suburba Blackbu 7 13 5 13 18 42 deg yes yes both
Edge nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Daisyfie Suburba Blackbu 6 10 4 10 14 43deg  yes yes both
Id nArea  rnwith
Darwen
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Settle Type Area viSM vl1Cal v2SM v2Cal Combi Separa Centre Whole Applic
ment Il (of derdal Il (of derdal nedv2 tion 5 ant
17) e 12) e (of 46) Fig.
11.16
Bastwel Suburba Blackbu 7 1 5 1 6 42 deg yes yes both
I nArea  rnwith
Darwen
Tong Suburba Bradfor 16 27 11 27 38 28 deg yes yes both
Street nArea d
Toftsha  Suburba Bradfor 16 25 11 25 36 28deg  yes yes both
wMoor nArea d
Mountai Village Bradfor 17 8 12 8 20 40deg  yes yes both
n d
Wyke Suburba Bradfor 9 2 6 2 8 35deg yes yes both
nArea d
old Suburba Caderd 16 34 11 34 45 91deg no no both
Town nArea ade
Bank Suburba Caderd 4 32 3 32 35 46deg  yes no both
Top nArea ade
Pecket Village Cdderd 17 20 12 20 32 90 deg no no both
Well de
Clifton  Suburba Caderd 1 11 1 11 12 37deg  yes yes both
nArea ade
Chidsw  Suburba Kirklees 13(14) 31 9 31 40 26deg  yes yes both
el nArea
Cross Village  Kirklees 8(7) 34 6 34 40 30 deg yes yes both
Roads
Hedley  Suburba Kirklees 13 2930 9 30 39 28deg  yes yes both
nArea
Westbor Suburba  Kirklees 8 32 7 32 39 28deg  yes yes both
ough nArea
Earlshe  Suburba Kirklees 6 32 4 32 36 27 deg yes yes both
aton nArea
East Suburba  Kirklees 14 23 11 23 34 28deg  yes yes both
Bierley nArea
Birkens Village Kirklees 14 20 9 20 29 28deg  yes yes both
haw
L ower Suburba  Kirklees 14 17 10 17 27 26 deg yes yes both
Soothill  nArea
Gomers  Suburba  Kirklees 14 16 10 16 26 30deg  yes yes both
al Hill nArea
Top
Highto  Suburba Kirklees 11 8@7n 7 17 24 34 deg yes yes both
wn nArea
Heights
Gomers Village Kirklees 12 15 8 15 23 29 deg yes yes both
a
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Settle Type Area viSM vl1Cal v2SM v2Cal Combi Separa Centre Whole Applic
ment Il (of derdal Il (of derdal nedv2 tion 5 ant
17) e 12) e (of 46) Fig.
11.16
Hill Suburba  Kirklees 9(8) 18(17) 6 17 23 29 deg yes yes both
Top nArea
Estate
Farnley  Village Kirklees 4 19 3 19 22 35deg yes yes both
Tyas
Robertt  Suburba Kirklees 8 17 5 17 22 32deg  yes yes both
own nArea
Birstall  Suburba Kirklees 13 12 9 12 21 28deg  yes yes both
nArea
Hartshe Suburba Kirklees 3 16 4 16 20 34 deg yes yes both
ad nArea
Nunroy  Suburba Kirklees 4 13 4 13 17 30deg  yes yes both
d nArea
Birkens Suburba Kirklees 12 7 9 7 16 28deg  yes yes both
haw nArea
Bottoms
Swinclif Suburba Kirklees 12 6 9 6 15 29deg  yes yes both
fe nArea
Scholes  Village  Kirklees 2 8 3 8 11 34 deg yes yes both
Newchu Village Lancash 17 33 12 33 45 61 deg no no both
rchin ire
Pendle
Cliffe Suburba Lancash 14(15) 34 10 34 44 52deg  yes no both
nArea ire
Cumera Village Lancash 15 34 10 34 14 28 deg yes yes both
gh ire
Village
Grimsar Village Lancash 14 34 9 34 43 29deg  yes yes both
gh ire
Cow Village Lancash 14 32 10 32 42 28 deg yes yes both
Hill ire
Edge Suburba Lancash 14 33 9 33 42 51deg  yes no both
End nArea ire
Lower Suburba Lancash 14 33 9 33 42 52deg  yes no both
Fold nArea ire
Great H Town Lancash 12 33 8 33 41 52 deg yes no both
arwood ire
New Suburba Lancash 11(10) 34 7 34 41 3ldeg yes yes both
Town nArea ire
Rishton  Town Lancash 13 33 8 33 41 50deg  yes no both
ire
Whittin ~ Village Lancash 11 34 7 34 41 29 deg yes yes both
gham ire
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Fulwoo  Suburba Lancash 11 33 7 33 40 26 deg yes yes both
d Row nArea ire
Waverle Suburba Lancash 11 33 7 33 40 52deg  yes no both
dge nArea ire
Higham Village Lancash 16 27 12 27 39 67 deg no no both
ire
Brought Village Lancash 14 27 9 27 36 25 deg yes yes both
on ire
Fulwoo  Town Lancash 12 28 8 28 36 25deg  yes yes both
d ire
Hey Village Lancash 14 26 10 26 36 49 deg yes no both
ire
Knowle Village Lancash 17 24 12 24 36 35deg yes yes both
Green ire
Sharoe  Suburba Lancash 12 28 8 28 36 25deg  yes yes both
Green nArea ire
Sherwo  Suburba Lancash 9 29 6 29 35 26 deg yes yes both
od nArea ire
Harwoo Suburba Lancash 3 31 2 31 33 55 deg no no both
dBar nArea ire
Blacko  Village Lancash 15 21 11 21 32 55deg  no no both
ire
Fence Village Lancash 14 23 9 23 32 68 deg no no both
ire
Oakens  Suburba Lancash out out 1 30 31 56 deg no no no
haw nArea ire
Barton  Village Lancash 16 19 11 19 30 24deg  yes yes both
ire
Beverle Village Lancash 15 20 10 20 30 56 deg no no both
y ire
Nookla  Suburba Lancash 13 21 7 21 28 24 deg yes yes both
nds nArea ire
Tanterto Suburba Lancash 14 18 10 18 28 24deg  yes yes both
n nArea ire
Whesatle Village Lancash 13 21 7 21 28 68 deg no no both
y Lane ire
Red Suburba Lancash 9 19 7 19 26 28 deg yes yes both
Scar nArea ire
Cadley  Suburba Lancash 12 17 8 17 25 24deg  yes yes both
nArea ire
Lanesid Suburba Lancash 5(4) 23 2 23 25 61 deg no no both
e nArea ire
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Nog Suburba Lancash 14 15 10 15 25 24 deg yes yes both
Tow nArea ire
Gallows Suburba Lancash 10 16 7 16 23 25deg  yes yes both
Hill nArea ire
Ashton- Suburba Lancash 13 13 9 13 22 23 deg yes yes both
on-Ribb  nArea ire
le
Haggate Suburba Lancash 8 16 6 16 22 89 deg no no both
nArea ire
Ingol Suburba Lancash 13(12) 14 8 14 22 24 deg yes yes both
nArea ire
Ribblet  Suburba Lancash 9 16 5 16 21 27deg  yes yes both
on nArea ire
Brindle Village Lancash 3 18 2 18 20 27deg  yes yes both
ire
Cottam  Village Lancash 14 10 10 10 20 23 deg yes yes both
ire
Harle Suburba Lancash 6 16 4 16 20 88deg no no no
Syke nArea ire
Higher ~ Suburba Lancash 12 12 8 12 20 23deg  yes yes both
Penwort nArea ire
ham
Brookfi  Suburba Lancash 5 16 3 16 19 27deg  yes yes both
eld nArea ire
Holme  Suburba Lancash 9 14 5 14 19 26 deg yes yes both
Slack nArea ire
Woodpl Village Lancash 14 10 9 10 19 23 deg yes yes both
umpton ire
Goosnar Village Lancash 13 10 8 10 18 27deg  yes yes both
gh ire
Deepdal Suburba Lancash 10 10 7 10 17 26 deg yes yes both
e nArea ire
Ashton  Suburba Lancash 13 7 9 7 16 23 deg yes yes both
Bank nArea ire
Grange Suburba Lancash 3 14 2 14 16 28deg  yes yes both
nArea ire
Adelphi  Suburba Lancash 11 7 7 7 14 24 deg yes yes both
nArea ire
Larches Suburba Lancash 13 5 9 5 14 23 deg yes yes both
nArea ire
Lea Suburba Lancash 13 5 9 5 14 22deg  yes yes both
nArea ire
Ribblet  Suburba Lancash 5 10 3 10 13 28 deg yes yes both
onHal nArea ire
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New Village Lancash 7 4 7 4 11 22 deg yes yes both

Gate ire

Stanhill  Suburba Lancash 6 6 5 6 11 50deg  yes no both
nArea ire

Faringto Village Lancash 5 6 (7) 3 7 10 23 deg yes yes both

n Moss ire

New Village Lancash 9 3 7 3 10 22 deg yes yes both

Longton ire

White Village Lancash 8(9) 3 6 3 9 22deg  yes yes both

Stake ire

Avenha Suburba Lancash 7 2 6 2 8 25 deg yes yes both

m nArea ire

Lowerf  Suburba Lancash 2 6 2 6 8 64 deg no no both

ord nArea ire

Hurst Village Lancash 6 3 4 3 7 40deg  yes yes both

Green ire

French  Suburba Lancash 6 2 4 2 6 25 deg yes yes both

wood nArea ire

Milnsha Suburba Lancash 3 2 2 2 4 59 deg no no no

w nArea ire

Black Suburba Leeds 11 30 8 30 38 23deg  yes yes both

Gates nArea

Adwalt  Suburba Leeds 16 25 11 25 36 27 deg yes yes both

on nArea

East Village Leeds 7(8) 31 5 31 36 22 deg yes yes both

Ardsley

Westert  Suburba  Leeds 11 25 8 25 33 23deg  yes yes both

on nArea

Bruntcli  Suburba Leeds 16 21 11 21 32 25 deg yes yes both

ffe nArea

Nook Suburba  Leeds 11 19 8 19 27 24 deg yes yes both
nArea

Commo  Suburba Leeds 10(11) 5 6 5 11 24deg  yes yes both

n Side nArea

Americ  Suburba Leeds 5 3 3 3 6 25 deg yes yes both

aMoor nArea

Levensh Suburba Manche 17 13 12 13 25 18 deg yes yes both

ulme nArea  ster

Burnage Suburba Manche 17 11 12 11 23 16deg vyes yes both
nArea ster

Gorton  Suburba Manche 17 10 12 10 22 19deg yes yes both
nArea ster
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Belle Suburba Manche 17 8 12 8 20 18 deg yes yes both

Vue nArea  ster

Clayton Suburba Manche 17 8 12 8 20 20deg  yes yes both
nArea  ster

Withing Suburba Manche 17 8 12 8 20 14 deg yes yes both

ton nArea  ster

Falowfi Suburba Manche 17 7 12 7 19 15deg yes yes both

eld nArea  ster

Longsig Suburba Manche 17 7 12 7 19 17deg yes yes both

ht nArea  ster

Rushol Suburba Manche 17 7 12 7 19 17 deg yes yes both

me nArea  ster

West Suburba  Manche 17 7 12 7 19 18 deg yes yes both

Gorton nArea  ster

Didsbur  Suburba Manche 17 6 12 6 18 l4deg vyes yes both

y nArea  ster

East Di  Suburba Manche 17 5 12 5 17 14 deg yes yes both

dsbury nArea  ster

Brunswi  Suburba Manche 17 4 12 4 16 16 deg yes yes both

ck nArea  ster

Infirmar  Suburba Manche 17 4 12 4 16 16deg vyes yes both

y nArea  ster

West Di  Suburba Manche 17 5(4) 12 4 16 13 deg yes yes both

dsbury nArea  ster

Ardwic  Suburba Manche 17 3 12 3 15 17 deg yes yes both

k nArea  ster

Beswic  Suburba Manche 17 3 12 3 15 18deg  vyes yes both

k nArea  ster

Barlow  Suburba Manche 17 2 12 2 14 12 deg yes yes both

Moor nArea  ster

Norther ~ Suburba Manche 17 2 12 2 14 11 deg yes yes both

nMoor nArea  ster

Ancoats Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 16deg vyes yes both
nArea  ster

Charlest Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 23 deg yes yes both

own nArea  ster

Chorlto  Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 12 deg yes yes both

n-cum- nArea  ster

Hardy

Moss Suburba  Manche 17 1 12 1 13 14 deg yes yes both

Side nArea  ster

New Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 25deg  yes yes both

Moston nArea  ster
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Northen Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 12 deg yes yes both
den nArea  ster
Univers Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 15deg vyes yes both
ity nArea  ster
Whalley Suburba Manche 17 1 12 1 13 13 deg yes yes both
Range nArea  ster
Rathmel Village NorthY 3 33 2 33 35 25 deg yes yes both
I orkshire
Airton Village NorthY 12 20 8 20 28 21deg  yes yes both
orkshire
West Village NorthY 1 14 1 14 15 30 deg yes yes no
Marton orkshire
Acre Suburba Oldham 17 32 12 32 44 38 deg yes yes both
nArea
Broadbe Suburba Oldham 17 32 12 32 a4 40deg  yes yes both
nt nArea
Oldham  Suburba Oldham 17 32 12 32 14 37 deg yes yes both
Edge nArea
Higgins Suburba Oldham 17 32(31) 12 31 43 39 deg yes yes both
haw nArea
Glodwi  Suburba Oldham 11 31 8 31 39 35deg  yes yes both
ck nArea
Royton  Suburba Oldham 17 26 12 26 38 40 deg yes no both
Moss nArea
Cold Suburba Oldham 17 24 12 24 36 35deg yes yes both
Hurst nArea
Cold Suburba Oldham 17 21 12 21 33 36deg  yes yes both
Hurst nArea
Hollow
Shaw Suburba Oldham 17 21 12 21 33 43deg  yes no both
Edge nArea
Wernet  Suburba Oldham 17 22(21) 12 21 33 32deg  yes yes both
h nArea
Higher  Suburba Oldham 17 19 12 19 31 41 deg yes no both
Barrows nArea
haw
Narrow  Suburba Oldham 17 14 12 14 26 45 deg yes no both
Gate nArea
Brow
Brownl  Suburba Oldham 17 13 12 13 25 41deg  yes no both
ow nArea
Gravel Suburba Oldham 17 11 12 11 23 44 deg yes no both
Hole nArea
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Hangin  Suburba Oldham 17 11 12 11 23 43 deg yes no both

g nArea

Chadder

Heyside Suburba Oldham 17 11 12 11 23 41 deg yes no both
nArea

Summit  Suburba Oldham 17 10 12 10 22 43 deg yes no both
nArea

Burnley Suburba Oldham 17 9 12 9 21 35deg  yes yes both

Brow nArea

Bank Suburba Oldham 17 8 12 8 20 34 deg yes yes no

Top nArea

Failswvo  Town Oldham 17 7 12 7 19 25deg  yes yes both

rth

Shaw Suburba Oldham 17 7 12 7 19 44deg  yes no both

Side nArea

Westwo Suburba Oldham 17 6 12 6 18 33deg yes yes both

od nArea

Alder Suburba Oldham 17 3 12 3 15 32deg  yes yes both

Root nArea

Cowhill  Suburba Oldham 17 3 12 3 15 3ldeg yes yes both
nArea

Busk Suburba Oldham 17 2 12 2 14 34 deg yes yes both
nArea

North Suburba Oldham 17 2 12 2 14 34deg  yes yes no

Moor nArea

Long Suburba Oldham 17 1 12 1 13 38deg  yes yes both

Sight nArea

West Suburba Oldham 17 1 12 1 13 36 deg yes yes no

Hulme  nArea

Moorhe Suburba Oldham 14 2 10 2 12 35deg  yes yes no

y nArea

Burned  Village Rochda 17 7 12 7 19 48deg  yes no both

ge e

Buersil  Suburba Rochda 17 5 12 5 17 45 deg yes no both

Head nArea e

Lady Suburba Rochda 17 1 12 1 13 55deg  no no both

House nArea e

Pleasant Suburba Rochdal 17 1 12 1 13 46deg  yes no both

View nArea e

Heaton  Suburba Stockpo 17 24 12 24 36 17 deg yes yes both

Norris nArea rt

Barrack  Suburba Stockpo 17 23 12 23 35 20deg  yes yes both

Hill nArea rt
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Mid Suburba  Stockpo 17 23 12 23 35 18 deg yes yes both

Reddish nArea rt

Reddish  Suburba Stockpo 17 23 12 23 35 19deg vyes yes both

Green nArea rt

South Suburba  Stockpo 17 23 12 23 35 18 deg yes yes both

Reddish nArea 1t

Heaton = Suburba Stockpo 17 22 12 22 34 16 deg yes yes both

Moor nArea rt

Lancash Suburba Stockpo 17 22 12 22 34 18deg  vyes yes both

ire Hill nArea rt

Heaton  Suburba Stockpo 17 20 12 20 32 17 deg yes yes both

Chapel nArea rt

North Suburba  Stockpo 17 19 12 19 31 19deg yes yes both

Reddish nArea rt

Brinnin  Suburba Stockpo 17 17 12 17 29 19deg vyes yes both

gton nArea rt

Greave  Suburba Stockpo 17 16 12 16 28 21 deg yes yes both
nArea r

Woodle Village Stockpo 17 16 12 16 28 21 deg yes yes both

y rt

Heaton  Suburba Stockpo 17 12 12 12 24 16deg  yes yes both

Mersey nArea rt

Foggbro  Suburba Stockpo 17 11 12 11 23 18 deg yes yes both

ok nArea rt

Edgeley Suburba Stockpo 17 10 12 10 22 16 deg yes yes both
nArea rt

Offerto  Suburba Stockpo 17 10 12 10 22 18deg  vyes yes both

n nArea rt

Little Suburba  Stockpo 17 9 12 9 21 18 deg yes yes both

Moor nArea rt

Shaw Suburba  Stockpo 17 9 12 9 21 16 deg yes yes both

Heath nArea rt

Cae Suburba  Stockpo 17 7 12 7 19 16deg  yes yes both

Green nArea rt

Heavile Suburba Stockpo 17 7 12 7 19 17 deg yes yes both

y nArea rt

Mile Suburba  Stockpo 17 7 12 7 19 17 deg yes yes both

End nArea rt

Stockpo  Suburba  Stockpo 17 6 12 6 18 17deg  yes yes both

rtGreat nArea rt

Moor

Davenp  Suburba Stockpo 17 5 12 5 17 16deg  yes yes both

ort nArea rt
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Stockpo  Town Stockpo 17 4 12 4 16 17 deg yes yes both

rt rt

Steppin  Suburba  Stockpo 17 2 12 2 14 17deg  yes yes both

g Hill nArea rt

Greenss Suburba Tamesi 17 14 12 14 26 23 deg yes yes both

de nArea de

Fairfiel  Suburba Tames 17 12 12 12 24 22 deg yes yes both

d nArea de

Haught  Suburba Tames 17 12 12 12 24 22deg  yes yes both

on nArea de

Green

Denton  Town Tames 17 9 12 9 21 23deg  yes yes both
de

Droylsd Town Tames 17 4 12 4 16 23deg  yes yes both

en de

Gee Suburba Tamesi 17 1 12 1 13 23 deg yes yes both

Cross nArea de

Hooley = Suburba Tames 17 1 12 1 13 24deg  yes yes both

Hill nArea de

Ossett Suburba Weakefie 13(14) 32 10 32 42 25deg  yes yes both

Street nArea Id

Side

Runtlin ~ Suburba Wakefie 2(3) 28 3 28 31 26deg  yes yes both

gs nArea Id

In the v1 overlap but not the v2 overlap: none.
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Appendix C (round two). Comparison with the applicant's
Figure 11.16

4 October 2026. Accompanies the representation on the Further Environmental Information, Rossendal e 2025/0267 and
Rochdal e 25/00680/FUL .

Figure 11.16, "Cumulative ZTV Calderdale with Scout Moor I1" (Stephenson Halliday, May 2026), maps three classes:
Caderdale may be visible, Scout Moor 1| may be visible, both may be visible. Itslegend gives OS Terrain 50, a viewer
eye height of 2 m, Earth curvature and light refraction, bare earth, blade tip, and Calderdale turbines "as per PEIR Layout
07/04/2026". 1t gives no turbine counts, areas or settlement list.

C1. Method

Thefigureisaraster PDF. It was rendered at its native resolution and georeferenced on the OS 1 km grid (9,128 grid
intersections, RMS 8.7 m, maximum 20.7 m; checked independently on nine Scout Maoor | turbine markers, RMS 12.9
m). The green "both may be visible" class was transferred to the 50 m grid of Appendix A by the mgjority of pixelsin each
cell.

C2. Agreement

Area compared Applicant "both"  This model (km2) Intersection over This model Applicant's

(land within the (km?) union inside the inside this model
map) applicant's

Within 45 km of 702.6 698.3 0.88 94% 93%

both schemes

Within 45 km of 1,187.9 698.6 0.53 94% 55%

Scout Moor |1

Whole map 1,394.8 698.9 0.46 94% 47%

Where both models compute, they describe the same overlap. The applicant's class is larger over the whole map because
its Calderdale cal culation extends beyond 45 km: 639.5 km? of its green class lies more than 45 km from every Calderdale
turbine (pi pel i ne/ grids/figll16_| ayout _check. j son).Itsgreen class also runs off the west and south
edges of the map, so 1,394.8 km? is aminimum for the applicant's own total.

C3. Settlements on the applicant's own map

Of the 206 settlement pointsin this model's overlap (Appendix B), 198 lie inside the applicant's own "both may be visible"
class, 60 of the 63 in Lancashire. The same count results from the majority of pixel votesin the 3 by 3 cells around each
point. The eight outside it are Oakenshaw, Harle Syke and Milnshaw (Lancashire), West Marton (North Y orkshire), and
Bank Top, North Moor, West Hulme and Moorhey (Oldham). Of the 69 points within 20 km of the nearest Scout Moor |1
turbine, the applicant's cumulative radius, 62 lie inside the class. Paragraph 11.549 of the FEI says the figure "rules out
settlements within the assessment”; the settlements within its assessment are the fourteen groups within about 10 km
assessed for the scheme alone (para 11.288), none of which isin this model's overlap or in the green class. All counts here
are bare earth at the gazetteer point (Appendix A, section A6).

Beyond 20 km. Within 45 km of both schemes, 495.9 km? of the applicant's green class lies more than 20 km from the
nearest Scout Moor |1 turbine; in this model, 479.8 km? of the 698.9 km? overlap does.

C4. A discrepancy in the figure

Figure 11.16 plots 65 Calderdale turbine markers, although its key says the PEIR layout of 7 April 2026, which has 34.
Calderdale's PEIR Chapter 5, para5.7.1, records an initial 2023 layout of "up to 65 turbines'. The applicant's Calderdale
visibility class agrees best with the 34-turbine layout (intersection over union 0.92, against 0.85 to 0.87 for the 65 marker
positions run through this model at 150, 175 or 200 m; pi pel i ne/ gri ds/fi gl1116_| ayout _check. j son), so
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the analysis appears to use the right layout and the plotted symbols the wrong one. The applicant may wish to correct the
figure.
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