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Section 51 Advice Log 

Version: 31 July 2025 

 

 

There is a statutory duty under section 51 (s51) of the Planning Act 2008 for the 

Planning Inspectorate to record the advice that it gives in relation to an application or 

potential application, and to make this publicly available. 

This document comprises a record of the advice that has been provided by the 

Inspectorate to the applicant and their consultants during the pre-application stage. It 

will be updated by the Inspectorate after every interaction with the applicant during 

which s51 has been provided. The applicant will always be given the opportunity to 

comment on the Inspectorate’s draft record of advice before it is published.  

The applicant will use this Advice Log as the basis for demonstrating regard to 

section 51 advice within the application. 
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Project name -s51 Advice Library 

Topic Email 28 October 2024 

Feedback on the 
Programme 
Document  

The applicant supplied the Inspectorate with its initial 
Programme Document in line with the Expression of Interest 
process, after the publication of the 2024 Pre-application 
Prospectus. Having reviewed the document, the Inspectorate 
considers that it satisfactorily covers the expected content as 
set out in the government’s pre-application guidance at 
paragraph 10, namely:  

• “the date the applicant intends to submit their 
application 

• a comprehensive timetable of the applicant’s pre-
application process, the main events with dates and 
milestones demonstrating how the pre-application 
process will be completed (using the maximum target 
of 2 years as a benchmark) 

• the applicant’s view on the main issues for resolution 
and activities they will undertake to address those 

• the applicant’s proposals for engaging with statutory 
consultees and local authorities during the pre-
application period and any intended financial support 
agreements, such as Planning Performance 
Agreements (PPAs) 

• the applicant’s identification of risks to achievement of 
the pre-application stage and the process by which 
these risks are tracked and managed 

• cross references to the SoCC required by section 47 
of the Planning Act”. 

The Programme Document provides enough detail about the 
proposed development, timetable and activities for the pre-
application process, as well as the applicant’s approach to 
engagement with statutory consultees and other parties. In 
the next iteration of the document, it would be helpful if the 
applicant includes the timescale for the Adequacy of 
Consultation Milestone. 

 

Topic Meeting date: 17 January 2025 

Consultation 
Report 

The applicant updated on their statutory consultation with 
substantial feedback received. They informed that the 
Planning Performance Agreements (PPA) have taken a long 
time to sign by the host authorities (as the councils needed to 
secure delegations on responding to cross-boundary matters) 
and they were pursuing a joint agreement with the councils. 
The authorities were looking to provide joint responses on 
certain issues (such as landscape and visual impact), whilst 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2008/29/section/47
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2008/29/section/47
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retaining individual responses on others (such as highway 
matters).  

The Inspectorate advised that when comments are provided 
by these councils, that their individual or joint submissions 
should be clearly articulated in the Consultation Report and 
how they have been taken into consideration. 

Project 
Programme 

The applicant informed the Inspectorate that they are 
planning to submit the Adequacy of Consultation Milestone in 
Q2 2025 with final feedback from local authorities expected 
soon to allow for this stage. 

The applicant also informed that they would update the 
Inspectorate in the Spring regarding when in Q3 2025 the 
submission of the DCO application will be expected. The 
applicant informed the Inspectorate that the timing of trial 
trenching would be critical to the submission date, in respect 
of updating the Environmental Statement and Works Plans. 

Programme 
Document 

The Inspectorate queried why the Programme Document was 
not on the applicant’s website and if it has been updated 
since it was last submitted. The Inspectorate reminded the 
applicant of the feedback provided in October on its first 
iteration. The Inspectorate also advised the applicant to 
include all consents that were being sought into the 
programme document due to the planned application 
submission in Q3 2025. 

The applicant stated that certain checks had to be taken 
before the programme document could be finalised but that a 
version would be published on its website once the dates for 
trial trenching are confirmed. 

Land/ Landowner 
Engagement 

The applicant informed the Inspectorate that negotiations 
with landowners along the grid connection corridors was still 
underway and it is hoped there will be limited need for 
Compulsory Acquisition (CA).  

The Inspectorate queried whether feedback from users of the 
nearby airfields had been received and how this was being 
captured in the applicant’s glint and glare assessment. The 
applicant said that the glint and glare assessment had been 
completed, taking into account any effects on the airfields. 

Grid Connection The applicant is now looking to apply for one option for the 
on-site substation / BESS, with an emerging preference for 
Option 2. No decision has yet been made. 

Archaeological 
Sites 

The applicant provided an update on the recently discovered 
Roman site of national importance, which has now been 
designated, and how they were assessing the area. The 
applicant stated that the extent of changes to the scheme 
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following this discovery should be minimal and that they had 
agreed the extent of trial trenching with the relevant council. 
The applicant also said that they would be presenting 
information about the archaeological discovery to local 
schools and historical societies. The Inspectorate advised the 
applicant that any outcomes to its trial trenching leading to 
further design changes should be captured in their Design 
Approach Document (DAD) or equivalent, to explain the 
design evolution of the scheme. The applicant noted this and 
said it has been drafting a DAD since the Inception Meeting.  

The Inspectorate queried the progress of assessments of 
other heritage assets across the four sites. The applicant 
responded that mitigation such as buffers and screening 
were being considered. some outcomes to surveys had been 
delayed during the preparation of its Preliminary 
Environmental Information Report (PEIR), and that likely 
mitigation changes would be needed and set out in the DCO 
application. 

Statement of Need 
(post-meeting 
advice) 

The applicant queried whether a standalone ‘Statement of 
Need’ would be required with the DCO application, for this 
project and other Solar projects at pre-application, and 
whether this was now a ‘standard’ practice set by the 
Inspectorate. The applicant referred to the Inspectorate’s 
recent s51 advice to the applicant for the Botley West Solar 
Farm project, following the ‘acceptance’ stage. Specifically, 
the s51 advice for Botley West requested a Statement of 
Need document which addresses the “UK future electricity 
requirements and what role would solar farms play, if any, in 
helping to meet any increases in demand”; additional “detail 
on the reasons for the scale of the proposed solar farm”; and 
information “on the efficiency and how economically attractive 
solar generation in the UK is, compared to other forms of 
renewable generation”. For the East Park Energy project, the 
Applicant is intending to include a statement of need in its 
Planning Statement and not as a standalone document. The 
Applicant referred to the government’s Overarching National 
Policy Statement for Energy in respect of the important role 
wind and solar is expected to play in meeting the UK’s policy 
of achieving net zero emissions by 2050 (paragraph 3.3.20 
onwards) and the sustained growth in the capacity of 
onshore wind and solar needed in the next decade, under the 
Energy White Paper.   

The Inspectorate advises that it is unlikely that a standalone 
‘Statement of Need’ will be requested for this or other Solar 
projects if the relevant information is easily discoverable and 
complete within other application documents. The s51 advice 
for Botley West stated that a standalone Statement of Need 
document was not a statutory requirement but was being 
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requested for the reasons given. Such a document would 
thus avoid having to cross-reference different information on 
‘need’ in the ‘Statement of Reasons’ and the ‘Planning 
Support Statement’. Additionally, several parties had 
questioned the scale and specific location of the proposed 
Botley West solar farm and the heritage and environmental 
constraints therein, as outlined in the applicant’s Consultation 
Report. A standalone Statement of Reasons, outlining the 
‘need’ in one place, would also assist other parties to 
understand the applicant’s position on the issue and may 
help answer other related matters.   

Lastly, including a Policy Compliance Document can greatly 
assist with signposting stakeholders to relevant sections of 
an application, to demonstrate perceived accordance with all 
important and relevant policies. 

Topic Meeting date: 31 July 2025 

Programme 
Update 

The applicant informed the Inspectorate that they are still 
working towards their September submission date with the 3 
host authorities also aware. 

Adequacy of 
Consultation 
Milestone (AoCM) 

The Inspectorate advised the applicant that they will be 
reviewing any comments from the local authorities about the 
adequacy of the consultation at the AOCM stage and 
whether there is a need for further targeted consultation to 
ensure the application is fit for purpose upon submission. 
The applicant said that local authorities are currently being 
consulted and would append any comments to their AOCM 
statement.  

Historic 
Environment and 
Archaeology  

The Inspectorate queried from previous meetings if 
discussions with Historic England and county archaeologists 
were ongoing and if there were any particular concerns with 
the proposed methodology. The applicant stated that it had 
undertaken extensive surveying work of the site, including 
900 trenches dug. The applicant’s approach has been 
agreed with Bedfordshire and Cambridge Councils, with no 
significant concerns raised by Historic England. The applicant 
is seeking to submit a Outline Archaeological Plan and a 
Outline Heritage Enhancement Strategy with their DCO 
application. Given the extent of potential archaeological 
remains on site, further studies may need to be undertaken 
following consent (if granted). 

Planning 
Performance 
Agreements 
(PPAs) 

The Inspectorate advised the applicant on the material 
produced by Suffolk County Council’s NSIP Centre of 
Excellence on PPAs to support local authorities 
understanding, and the revised advice for councils by the 
Inspectorate about the DCO process and the need to seek 
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delegated authority early to ensure submissions can be 
submitted in time during examinations. The applicant said 
that PPAs have been signed by the three main authorities, to 
assist with their resources during examination and the 
employment of certain specialists, such as landscape 
experts.  

Battery Energy 
Storage System 
(BESS) 

The Inspectorate advised the applicant and potential issues 
arising from Interested Parties regarding BESSs. Other solar 
schemes going through examination have seen 
representations and submissions about the BESSs visual 
impact and proximity to residential receptors. The 
Inspectorate further advised on the emerging requests for 
Statements of Common Ground’s in examinations with fire 
services. 

The applicant highlighted that they were aware of these 
issues and have factored this with the Plume study forming 
part of the Outline Battery Safety Management Plan and 
have employed a fire safety specialist to assist in the drafting 
of its Outline Battery Safety Management Plan. The applicant 
will shortly communicate the selected BESS location. 

Protected 
Provisions 

The Inspectorate advised that resolving protected provisions 
with statutory undertakers can take up significant time in 
examination and to progress the resolution of draft provisions 
as early as possible.  

The applicant stated that it is working on a protected 
provisions schedule in the draft Development Consent Order 
and that statutory undertakers have been involved in pre-
application discussions to seek agreement on these. 

Agro-Solar 
Research area 

The applicant informed the Inspectorate that as part of the 
proposed works, it was seeking to include in Works 10 a 
research area for the local Agricultural College to undertake 
soil sampling studies (to assess any benefits or effects from 
solar on agriculture). The applicant stated that this could 
provide a substantive research base for the benefit of the 
solar industry more widely. 

The Inspectorate advised that relevant environmental 
assessments will need to account for any change in 
parameters between the agro-solar research area and main 
solar PV sites.  

Glint and Glare The Inspectorate advised on potential Glint and Glare 
mitigation with nearby airfields. The Helios Renewable 
Energy Project was highlighted where a small airfield which 
was used by gliders encountered issues with Glint and Glare 
during examination.  
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The applicant informed that this had been considered, and 
the closest small airfield nearby was already adjacent to an 
existing solar farm. 

Compulsory 
Acquisition 

In answer to questions from the Inspectorate, the applicant 
said that discussions with landowners under voluntary 
agreement was progressing well, with over 80% of land 
agreements in place and most of the remaining land 
agreements to conclude prior to submission. Some further 
negotiations were ongoing with certain sections of the cable 
route corridor. It is likely that some CA powers would be 
sought in the DCO, in line with other NSIPs.  

Pre-submission The Inspectorate advised about the advice page detailing the 
updated application index which should be completed by 
applicants. The Inspectorate also stated that applications 
were now being submitted via the Inspectorate’s SharePoint 
site. Details of which would be provided to the applicant 
before submission.  

The Inspectorate further highlighted the trend towards more 
efficient and proportionate examinations, pointing to 
Oaklands and Peartree Hill as examples.  

 

 


