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1 Introduction 
1.1 Purpose of the Document 
1.1.1 This document provides Green Hill Solar Farm Limited (the ‘Applicant’s’) 

response to Written Representations (WRs) submitted by Interested Parties to 
the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) by 14 January 2026, relating to Examination 
Deadline 4 for the Development Consent Order Application (the ‘Application’) for 
Green Hill Solar Farm (the ‘Scheme’). 

1.1.2 A total of 11 WRs and other documents were submitted to the Examining 
Authority by Interested Parties in response to the Scheme. WRs were published 
on 15 January 2026 to the Planning Inspectorate’s website (PINS reference: 
EN010170).  

1.2 Structure of the Report 
1.2.1 This document provides a response from the Applicant to the matters raised in 

those WRs and other documents received. 
1.2.2 References to the Application documentation are provided in accordance with the 

referencing system set out in the Planning Inspectorate’s Green Hill Solar Farm 
Examination Library. 

1.2.3 Revision suffixes have also been attached to documents which, since 
submission, have been revised for and resubmitted by Deadline 4 to the Planning 
Inspectorate.  
Table 1.1: List of Acronyms for Submission Documents 
Acronym Document Name 
DCO Development Consent Order 

CR Consultation Report (shorthand for appendices) 

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 

ES Environmental Statement 

BNG Biodiversity Net Gain 

FRADS Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy 

PRA Preliminary (Geo-Environmental) Risk Assessment 

OCEMP Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

OOEMP Outline Operational Environmental Management Plan 

ODS Outline Decommissioning Statement 

OLEMP Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Plan 

OEPMS Outline Ecological Protection and Mitigation Strategy 

OSMP Outline Soil Management Plan 

OBSSMP Outline Battery Storage Safety Management Plan 

OSSCEP Outline Skills Supply Chain and Employment Plan 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-000607-Green%20Hill%20Solar%20Farm%20Examination%20Library.pdf
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Acronym Document Name 
OCTMP Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 

OPROWPPMP Outline Public Rights of Way and Permissive Paths Management 
Plan 

CDPP Concept Design Parameters and Principles 

EqIA Equality Impact Assessment 

HRA Habitat Regulations Assessment  

OOTMP Outline Operational Traffic Management Plan 
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2 Applicant’s Response to Representations made by Deadline 4 
2.1 Odell Parish Council 

Table 2.1: [REP4-038] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
OPC-001 Agriculture 

& Soils 
Impacts to 
agricultural 
land 

Odell Parish Council objects to utility scale 
solar farms built on greenfield sites and 
agricultural land that will massively impact 
rural communities.  
Solar farms should not take over valuable, 
quality arable land that is important for 
Britain’s food security, or impact villages and 
the countryside with loss of rural landscapes 
and amenities.  
In addition, there will be irreversible damage 
caused to the environment and ecology as 
well as the huge inconvenience associated 
with a proposal this size regarding 
construction works and traffic. Whilst we 
recognise the need for renewable energy, 
brownfield locations and sites bordering 
already-industrialised areas should be 
targeted for use instead e.g. municipal 
building roof space 

The Applicant has followed a step-by step 
site selection process which confirms the 
location of the Scheme is suitable for a 
large-scale solar farm. Details of the 
process are set out in ES Appendix 5.1: 
Site Selection Assessment Revision A 
[REP1-037] Please also refer to ES 
Chapter 5: Alternatives and Design 
Evolution [APP-042]. 
The land quality of the parcels within the 
Site includes land of BMV quality. Policy 
does not require that solar development 
avoid the use of land of BMV quality, but 
that where BMV land is included this should 
be justified. ES Chapter 5: Alternatives 
and Design Evolution [APP-042] and 
Appendix 5.1: Site Selection Assessment 
[REP1-037] provides this justification. 
Please refer to the responses to SGHS 001, 
SGHS-002 and SGHS-004 of the Applicant 
Responses to Stop Green Hill Solar at 
Deadline 4 [REP4-021] in regard to the site 
selection approach and consideration 
toward use of BMV land. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001465-Odell%20Parish%20Council%20-%20Deadline%204%20Submission.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
Please refer to the response to ALT-002 
and SAMP-004 in The Applicant’s 
Responses to Relevant Representations 
[REP1- 161] with regard to use of 
brownfield land and the site selection 
assessment. 
The Environmental Impact Assessment 
process has considered impacts resulting 
from the construction, operation (including 
maintenance and replacement) and 
decommissioning phases of the Scheme, 
and considers mitigation measures to avoid, 
reduce or offset any likely significant 
adverse effects on the environment and 
where possible, enhance the environment. 
The Environmental Statement includes the 
assessment of ecology in Chapter 9: 
Ecology and Biodiversity [REP1-033] and 
transport in Chapter 13: Transport and 
Access [REP2-003]. 
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2.2 Mark Anderson Shepherd 
Table 2.2: [REP4-047] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
MAS-001 Flood Risk Flood Risk at 

Site G to 
Lavendon  

I would like to further challenge the 
developer's position, documentation 
and defence of their stance that the 
construction of Site G will not 
contribute towards an increased 
flooding risk in Lavendon. 

The Applicant notes this comment, 
please refer to Appendix A of the 
Applicant’s Response to Deadline 3 
Submissions [REP4-022] in regard to 
hydrology, flood risk and drainage 
matters raised by Mark Shepherd as 
outlined in written submission for 
Deadline 3 [REP3-117].  

 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001468-Mark%20Anderson%20Shepherd%20-%20Deadline%204%20Submission.pdf


Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4 Submissions  

February 2026 

 

 
8 | P a g e  

 

2.3 Cogenhoe and Whiston Parish Council 
Table 2.3: [REP4-037]  
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
CWPC-001 Traffic 

and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

Cogenhoe & Whiston parish Council wish to 
formally object to the Green Hill Solar 
proposal on the grounds that the proposed 
construction and Battery Energy Storage 
System (BESS) access points will cause 
unacceptable disruption to the timetabled 
Village Hopper bus service that serves the 
villages in the area, and which we are the 
operator. 

Transport and access impacts have been 
considered within ES Chapter 13: 
Transport and Access. The assessment 
considers the transport and highway 
networks within the vicinity of the Scheme 
and the likely significant effects of forecast 
vehicles movements on receptors within a 
defined study area.  
The Applicant also refers to 8.2.5 
Transport and Access Technical Note 
[REP2-055], which includes sensitivity 
testing of the worst-case scenario for HGV 
movements. 
Some construction routes will interact with 
those on which the Hopper service 
operates.  Up to seven services are 
understood to operate per day.   
It is not likely that the service will interact 
with construction traffic in a way that will 
cause direct delays, as the majority of 
construction traffic movements will take 
place at the start and end of the working 
day.  Any traffic management used will 
only be used when the Site is actively 
being used and delays to existing users 
kept to a minimum.   

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001464-Cogenhoe%20and%20Whiston%20Parish%20Council%20-%20Deadline%204%20Submission.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
In reviewing the timetable for the hopper, 
the route may interact with the Scheme at 
Green Hill F and the BESS site. 
The Environmental Statement Appendix 
13.2 Transport Assessment [REP3-036] 
provides details of expected HGV 
movements on local roads.  For Station 
Road which is associated with the BESS 
site, HGV arrivals are expected to equate 
to 15 per day.  Accounting for the two-way 
movements, this would equate to an HGV 
movement approximately every 15 
minutes which is not excessive and 
unlikely to cause significant delay.  HGV 
movements associated with Bozeat are 
much lower at 8 HGV two-way 
movements.   

CWPC-002 Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

The Village Hopper route operates on a fixed 
timetable and provides a vital public transport 
link for residents, including elderly people, 
those with disabilities, and residents without 
access to private vehicles. Having studied the 
access to work plan and associated maps, it 
is clear that the proposed access points to the 
solar site and BESS compound are located on 
roads currently used by this service, and the 
volume and nature of construction traffic 
associated with the development would 
inevitably interfere with the safe and reliable 
operation of the bus route. 

Please refer to response to CWPC-001 
above.  
The assessment presented in Table13.12 
of the Environmental Statement Chapter 
13 - Transport and Access [REP2-003] 
identifies that for roads where the Scheme 
interacts with the Hopper route, overall 
vehicle numbers are expected to increase 
by less than 5% and HGV movements 
less that 10%.  This level of traffic will not 
give rise to a significant magnitude of 
impact and is generally within daily 
fluctuations in traffic. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
CWPC-003 Traffic 

and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

During the construction phase, frequent 
movements of heavy goods vehicles, 
construction traffic waiting to enter or exit the 
site, and potential temporary road narrowing 
or traffic management measures would create 
delays and safety concerns. Even minor 
delays can render a timetabled rural bus 
service unworkable, leading to missed 
connections, reduced reliability, or suspension 
of services. Once disrupted, such services are 
often difficult to reinstate. 

Please refer to response to CWPC-001 
above.  

CWPC-004 Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

In addition, the ongoing operational access 
required for the BESS facility introduces the 
risk of long-term conflict with the bus route, 
particularly on narrow rural roads not 
designed to accommodate regular large 
vehicle movements alongside public transport.  

Please refer to response to CWPC-001 
above.  
The day to day operational requirements 
of the scheme is generally associated with 
on-going maintenance and will result in 
very low vehicles movements with only 
limited visits per month.  Should 
replacement of equipment take place, the 
control provisions outlined in the 
Operational Traffic Management Plan 
[REP1-157] will apply.   

CWPC-005 Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

The planning application does not provide 
sufficient evidence that the Village Hopper 
service can be maintained without disruption, 
nor does it offer robust mitigation measures to 
guarantee continued safe and reliable 
operation throughout construction and 
operation. This failure is contrary to local and 
national planning policies that seek to protect 
sustainable transport, reduce social isolation, 

Please refer to response to CWPC-001-
004 above.  
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
and safeguard access to essential services for 
rural communities.  

CWPC-006 Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Construction 
Traffic and 
access points 

For these reasons, we believe the proposal 
would have a harmful and disproportionate 
impact on an essential local transport service 
and should be refused unless and until the 
applicant can demonstrate, with certainty, that 
the Village Hopper route will not be disrupted. 

Please refer to response to CWPC-001 
above.  

  
  



Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4 Submissions  

February 2026 

 

 
12 | P a g e  

 

2.4 CPRE Northamptonshire  
Table 2.4: [REP4-043] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
CPRE-001 General Introduction This document contains CPRE 

Northamptonshire’s reactions to the 
responses submitted by the Applicant in 
their document REP3-73 that respond to 
our comments in Deadline 2 submissions 
from REP2-068 and REP-069.  

The Applicant notes this comment.  

CPRE-002 
In relation to 
Q.16.0.3 ExA 
First Questions 
[REP2-069] 

Landscape 
and Visual 
Impacts 

Restricted 
views 

Our photograph showed that it is risible to 
suggest that the Lamport Hall viewpoint 
(VP1) presented in the LVIA may be the 
worst - case scenario for a receptor when 
visiting the Hall. As we have mentioned 
before, it is common for busy landscape 
officers to be persuaded to accept 
developer-suggested viewpoints, 
particularly multi-purpose viewpoints, 
without appreciating that they have 
restricted views of the scheme. We have 
seen a particularly egregious case where 
the agreed viewpoint was just a few metres 
from a barn and only showed the barn 
doors.  

The visual assessment aims to determine 
from which points the Scheme can be 
seen in the surrounding landscape; this is 
known as the visual envelope.  
Once determined, a series of key 
representative viewpoints are chosen (i.e. 
areas within the visual envelope from 
where it may be possible to see the 
Scheme from publicly accessible 
viewpoints), such as residential areas, 
public open spaces, PRoW / public 
footpaths and roads. Lamport Hall and its 
gardens are in private ownership with 
admission to the general public only via 
tickets. VP1 has been chosen to help 
identify any potential visibility of the 
Scheme from within the publicly 
accessible areas of the grounds 
surrounding Lamport Hall, notably where 
PRoW Bridleway DA/003 passes through 
the grounds. However, at c2.8km from the 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001445-CPRE%20Northamptonshire%20Feedback%20on%20GSH%20responses%20for%20Deadline%204.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
Scheme Lamport Hall falls beyond the 
agreed visual study area.  
The locations of the viewpoints have been 
subject to consultation with the relevant 
consultees and planning authorities under 
Section 42 Consultation. Viewpoint 
photography and photomontages are 
included within Figure Series 8.14 [APP-
334 to APP-400]. 

CPRE-003 
In relation to 
[REP2-068] 

General Applicant 
Response  

The CPRE submission to Deadline 3 
[REP3-095] responds to [REP2-048].  

Please refer to the Applicant’s 
Responses to Written Representations 
at Deadline 3 [REP4-020] where the 
Applicant responded to comments made 
in [REP3-095] and was submitted at 
Deadline 4.   

CPRE-004 
In relation to 
[REP2-068] 

Traffic and 
Transport 

Permissive 
Paths.  

Noted. This response and the response in 
REP2-049 do not acknowledge that the 
permissive paths will be removed and so 
must not be considered a legacy.  

Permissive paths are to be in place for the 
lifetime of the Scheme and therefore 
considered a benefit of the Scheme.  
Permissive paths would be removed 
during decommissioning, with the precise 
timing to be determined by the 
contractor(s) and communicated to the 
relevant local authority in accordance with 
the Decommissioning Plan to be 
approved under a Requirement in the 
draft DCO Revision D [EX5/GH3.1_D]. 
Given this, the creation of permissive 
paths across the Scheme do not form a 
consideration of the long term legacy 
landscape benefits.   
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2.5 Caroline Tipler 
Table 2.5: [REP4-046] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
CT-001 Agriculture 

and Soils 
Landscape 
and Visual 
Impacts 
Traffic and 
Transport 

Objection 
to 
Scheme 

My main concerns for opposing the solar 
farms are as follows, All of the land use, such 
as the loss of fertile farmland and its impact 
on food security, and visual and community 
impact, including changes to the landscape, 
potential effects on local wildlife, the years of 
heavy traffic using all the rural roads around 
this area 

Please refer to response to ‘AGR-002’ of the 
Applicant’s Responses to Written 
Representations at Deadline 1 [REP2-048] 
and AGR-002 of the Applicant Responses 
to Relevant Representations [REP1-161] 
in regard to the consideration of food 
security. 
Please refer to response to ‘AGR-001’ of the 
Applicant’s Responses to Written 
Representations at Deadline 1 [REP2-048] 
in regard to loss of farmland. 
 
An LVIA [APP-045] has been undertaken 
with consideration of the appropriate and 
relevant guidance which robustly assesses 
both the landscape and visual effects of the 
Scheme independently to ensure both the 
impacts and effects on the fabric and 
character of the landscape are taken into 
account as well as the views and visibility. 
 
With regard to effects on wildlife, please 
refer to Environmental Statement Chapter 
9 Ecology and Biodiversity (Revision A) 
[REP1-033], which sets out the surveys 
conducted to identify the wildlife within the 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001452-Caroline%20Tipler%20-%20Deadline%204%20Submission.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
Site and surrounding area; and how impacts 
will be avoided, mitigated, or compensated. 
In brief, whilst some residual adverse effects 
are predicted as a result of the Scheme, 
residual effects for the majority of ecological 
features are predicted to be neutral to 
beneficial. This is chiefly due to the large-
scale reversion of arable habitats to 
permanent grassland, extensive new 
hedgerow and tree planting, and sensitive 
habitat management. 
 
Transport and access impacts have been 
considered within ES Chapter 13: 
Transport and Access. The assessment 
considers the transport and highway 
networks within the vicinity of the Scheme 
and the likely effects of forecast vehicles 
movements on receptors within a defined 
study area.  
The Applicant also refers to 8.2.5 Transport 
and Access Technical Note [REP2-055], 
which includes sensitivity testing of the 
worst-case scenario for HGV movements.  
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2.6 National Grid Electricity Transmission  
Table 2.6: [REP4-041] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
NGET-001 General Introduction  This submission is made at Deadline 4 on 

behalf of National Grid Electricity Transmission 
plc (NGET) in response to the application by 
Green Hill Solar Farm Limited (Applicant) for 
the Green Hill Solar Farm Order (Order) to 
enable the construction of the Green Hill Solar 
Farm (Green Hill Project).  
It provides an update on the matters referred 
to in NGET’s submissions to the Examination, 
being:  
(a) The written representation dated 7 
November 2025 (NGET's Written 
Representation) [REP1-177]; and  
(b) Responses to the First Examiner’s 
Questions [REP1-176], (together the NGET 
Submissions).  

The Applicant notes this comment. 

NGET-002 Development 
Consent 
Order  

Protective 
Provisions 

As the Examining Authority is aware, NGET 
has requested that the set of protective 
provisions that it has put forward for the benefit 
of its undertaking (NGET PPs, a copy of which 
are included at Appendix 2 of NGET’s Written 
Representation) should be included in the 
Order. This is to ensure that NGET’s existing 
apparatus and interests in the vicinity of the 
Green Hill Project are adequately protected 
but also to ensure that NGET is able to 
safeguard land and interests which will be 

The Applicant notes this comment. As 
noted by NGET at NGET-004, the 
Applicant and NGET are seeking to 
arrange an all-parties call to discuss the 
interactions between the Scheme and 
the NGET Upgrade Projects. This will 
assist the parties in agreeing the form of 
protective provisions to be included in 
the Order and any associated side 
agreement. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001404-Deadline%204%20-%20NGET%20Submission(109544822.1).pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
utilised for the construction, maintenance and 
operation of the following:  
(a) reconductoring works to 4ZA route of 
existing overhead lines (OHL) at Grendon 
substation (Reconductoring Works) as part of 
the wider Weston Marsh to East Leicestershire 
Project (WMEL Project), being the construction 
of two new substations near Corby Glen and 
Wartnaby in Leicestershire and new overhead 
line between the new substations and the 
Weston Marsh substation; and  
(b) reinforcement and upgrade of the 
conductor on the existing 400kV double circuit 
overhead line (A486 and A487) between 
towers ZA301 and ZA418A from Sundon to 
Grendon (known as the Sundon to Grendon 
Reconductoring Project) (SGRE Project), 
together, the NGET Upgrade Projects. 

NGET-003 Development 
Consent 
Order  

Protective 
Provisions 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the protective 
provisions have been included for the benefit 
of NGET’s existing land and interests within 
the draft Order [REP3-024] (D3 PPs), they do 
not contain the necessary future-proofing 
wording for the protection of the NGET 
Upgrade Projects. The NGET PPs are 
therefore necessary to avoid serious detriment 
to NGET both in terms of existing interests and 
apparatus but in relation to the NGET Upgrade 
Projects.  

Please see the response to NGET-002 
above. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
NGET-004 Development 

Consent 
Order  

Protective 
Provisions 

Following the issue of NGET’s Written 
Representation, NGET’s solicitors have now 
been contacted by the Applicant’s solicitors to 
commence negotiations in relation to the 
protective provisions. NGET’s solicitors have 
not yet received any comments on the NGET 
PPs or the principle of the inclusion of the 
future-proofing wording.  
The parties are seeking to arrange an all-
parties call to discuss the interactions between 
the Green Hill Project and the NGET Upgrade 
Projects, in particular the SGRE Project to 
allow negotiations on the protective provisions 
to progress.  
Until satisfactory agreement has been reached 
with the Applicant, NGET must continue to 
reserve the right to make further submissions 
to the examination and attend hearings at a 
later date. 

Please see the response to NGET-002 
above.  
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2.7 Rebecca Ruck Kenne on behalf of Trustees of Ecton Estate 
Table 2.7: [REP4-048] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
RRK-001 Minerals  Safeguarding 

mineral resources  
The cable route as currently proposed will 
sterilise an area of consented minerals 
development. Furthermore, this area is 
identified as a Sand and Gravel 
Safeguarding area by the North 
Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste 
Plan. Policy 28 of the Plan which applies to 
Sand and Gravel Safeguarding areas 
states:  
Policy 28: Minerals Safeguarding Areas 
Mineral resources of economic importance 
will be safeguarded from sterilisation by 
incompatible non-mineral development 
through the designation of Minerals 
Safeguarding Areas. Development of a 
significant nature within Minerals 
Safeguarding Areas will have to 
demonstrate that the sterilisation of proven 
mineral resources of economic importance 
will not occur as a result of the 
development, and that the development 
would not pose a serious hindrance to 
future extraction in the vicinity. If this 
cannot be demonstrated, prior extraction 
will be sought where practicable. 
Development of a non-mineral related 
nature within the Mineral Safeguarding 
Areas which is incompatible with the 

The Applicant has acknowledged and 
identified that the Scheme affects mineral 
safeguarded areas allocated in both in the 
Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste 
Local Plan and the Milton Keynes 
Minerals Local Plan. The Minerals 
Assessment has assessed the impact of 
the Scheme on the mineral safeguarded 
areas see Environmental Statement 
Chapter 11 Minerals [APP-048]. The 
purpose of identifying mineral 
safeguarding areas is to protect known 
locations of specific minerals resources of 
local and national importance so they are 
not unnecessarily sterilised by non-
mineral development.  
The Scheme will be decommissioned at 
the end of its operational life and all above 
ground structures will be removed. Any 
remaining below ground infrastructure, 
such as cabling ducts, would be removed 
as part of any mineral operations. 
The construction works do not require 
deep excavations or foundations. This 
means that disturbance is limited to the 
surface layers rather than underlying 
deposits, and as such any underlying 
mineral deposit would not be permanently 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001466-Rebecca%20Ruck%20Keene%20obo%20Trustees%20of%20Ecton%20Estate%20-%20Deadline%204%20Submission.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
safeguarding of minerals should not 
proceed unless:  
• it can be clearly demonstrated to the 
satisfaction of the Mineral Planning 
Authority that the mineral concerned is no 
longer of any value, or potential value, or 
that substantial (economically viable) 
deposits of a similar quality exist elsewhere 
in the county, or  
• the mineral can be extracted, where 
practicable, prior to the development taking 
place, or  
• the incompatible development is of a 
temporary nature and can be completed 
with the site restored to a condition that 
does not inhibit extraction within the 
timescale that the mineral is likely to be 
needed, or  
• the development is of a minor nature 
which would not inhibit extraction of the 
mineral resource, or  
• there is an overriding need for the 
development. 
 

sterilised and would be available to exploit 
if required at a future date.  
As outlined in the Concept Design 
Parameters and Principles Revision A 
[REP1-151], where set in opencut trench 
with no constraints, the minimum depth of 
the dug cable trench is 1.2m below 
ground level. Where crossing existing 
buried utilities or apparatus, the maximum 
depth of the dug cable trench is 2m below 
the level of the existing apparatus. 
For horizontal directional drilling sections, 
the maximum depth of the drilled cable 
tunnel is 25m below ground level. This 
depth is required to cross the River Nene. 
Smaller obstacles such as ditches and 
hedgerows which require HDD would only 
be drilled to a depth of 5m or less below 
ground level. 
For that reason, the Scheme does not 
conflict with the Northamptonshire 
Minerals and Waste Local Plan Policy 28 
which allows for non-mineral related 
development to be permitted where the 
incompatible development is of a 
temporary nature and can be completed 
with the site restored to a condition that 
does not inhibit extraction within the 
timescale that the mineral is likely to be 
needed. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
The Applicant has identified that the Cable 
Route Corridor affects two permitted 
areas of mineral namely Earls Barton 
Quarry and Earls Barton Spinney Quarry. 
The Applicant has acknowledged that the 
installation of cables within these quarry 
areas could sterilise part of the permitted 
reserves. As a result, the Cable Route 
Corridor has been designed to incorporate 
flexibility to allow cables to be installed in 
areas already subject to mineral extraction 
or routed to avoid remaining permitted 
mineral reserves. Where the Cable Route 
Corridor crosses areas of permitted 
mineral extraction, as far as practicable 
and in discussion with the quarry operator, 
the cables will be installed using 
techniques which do not interfere with the 
efficient extraction of remaining mineral 
reserves, in line with Policy 28. 

RRK-002 Minerals   Northamptonshire 
Minerals and Waste 
Plan 

As such, the proposed cable route and 
associated development of the Green Hill 
Solar Farm does not comply with the 
requirements of the North 
Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste plan 
and my client requests that the cable route 
be amended so as to not sterilise the 
consented minerals development. 

Please refer to the response to RRK-001. 
The impact of the Scheme on allocated 
mineral safeguarded areas within North 
and West Northamptonshire together with 
those with Milton Keynes have been 
considered in full in the context of the 
relevant national and local planning 
policies including Northamptonshire 
Minerals and Waste Local Plan Policy 28. 
The specific impacts of the Cable Route 
Corridor on permitted mineral extraction 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
areas have been considered and 
adequate mitigation measures put in place 
to ensure the Scheme does not sterilise 
remaining permitted sand and gravel 
reserves. 
North Northamptonshire Council have 
agreed that all matters are agreed on 
minerals which includes the methodology 
as set out in the Statement of 
Commonality C [EX5/GH8.3.1_C].  
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2.8 West Northamptonshire Council (WNC) Local Highway Authority (LHA) 
Table 2.8: [REP4-035] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 001 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Introduction  West Northamptonshire LHA met with the 
applicant’s transport consultant on 19th 
November 2025 and 27th November 2025 to 
discuss matters raised in WNC’s Local Impact 
Report (LIR) in respect of traffic and 
transport. The below provides an overview on 
progress on all matters raised in the LIR.  

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 002 
LIR Ref. 
4.67 to 4.68  

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Traffic Impact  
 

Transport Assessment: Traffic Impact  
The need for junction capacity assessments 
will be determined following agreement on trip 
rates. This work is ongoing with the applicant 
to submit further supporting evidence for their 
trip rates.  
Trip rates agreed following clarification and 
evidence for the shuttle bus arrangements. 
See response to 4.106 to 4.119 below.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 003 
LIR Ref 4.69 
to 4.72 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Personal Injury Collisions 
 

Transport Assessment: Personal Injury 
Collisions 
The applicant has provided clarity of the 
location of PIC assessments in the TA. This 
matter is resolved.  
Matter Resolved.  

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001428-WNC%20LHA%20Response%20to%20Applicant's%20LIR%20Response%2014_%2001_25.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 004 
LIR Ref 4.73 
to 4.74 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Public Transport Transport Assessment: Public Transport  
The applicant’s response is acknowledged 
and it is agreed that the proposed shuttle 
minibus system provides an appropriate 
alternative to public transport. It is 
acknowledged that public transport is unlikely 
to be a viable option for the vast majority of 
workers travelling to often rural and isolated 
sites where services are either infrequent or 
non-existent. The temporary nature of the 
construction impact means that a temporary 
solution is appropriate. Permanent public 
transport improvements to serve construction 
workers would not be sustainable or 
proportionate.  
Matter Resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 

WNC – LHA 
- 005 
LIR Ref 4.75 
to 4.78 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Legislation, Planning 
Policy and Guidance 

Transport Assessment: Legislation, Planning 
Policy and Guidance  
Public transport has been addressed as per 
response to ref. 4.73 to 4.74. The applicant 
has set out their response to the potential for 
construction traffic to affect existing 
pedestrians and cyclists outlining why the 
development does not meet the threshold for 
further assessment. This is accepted by the 
LHA.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 006 
LIR Ref 4.79 
to 4.102 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Access to Sites within the 
Scheme 

Transport Assessment: Access to Sites within 
the Scheme  
The applicant’s transport consult met with the 
LHA on 19 th November 2025 to discuss all 
site accesses raised by the LHA in West 
Northamptonshire Council’s Local Impact 
Report. Discussions are ongoing at this stage 
and the applicant is due to submit amended 
drawings in due course for review.  
Matter not resolved.  
Document EX3/GH6.3.13.2_A – 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.2: 
Transport Assessment, Revision A (Part 3 of 
3), submitted at Deadline 3 has all links to 
access routes blanked out. This does not 
allow for full review and query regarding 
access to Cable Roue Access 16 cannot be 
resolved without this information being 
available. The LHA has not been informed 
that access drawings have been updated yet 
by the Applicant’s Transport Consultant or 
additional information on potential mitigation 
for access/es of concern (agreed approach at 
meetings in November). 

The Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(Revision B) [REP3-064] 
confirms in Table 4.3 that 
access CR16 will be a right in/ 
left out arrangement.  This 
confirms the construction 
route.  
Updated drawings showing 
order limits and confirming 
visibility arrangements are 
provided in Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.2 
Transport Assessment 
(Revision A) [REP3-037 to 
039]. 
The commitment to further 
detailed design and safety 
audit processes with the 
highway authority is also 
confirmed in the Outline 
Construction Traffic 
Management Plan (Revision 
B) [REP3-064]. 
Based on the provision of this 
further information, it is 
understood that the highway 
authority are content and the 
matter is resolved. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 007 
LIR Ref 
4.103 to 
4.105 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Access to Sites within the 
Scheme 

Transport Assessment: Access to Sites within 
the Scheme  
The applicant has responded to the point 
regarding the need for Stage 1 Road Safety 
Audit (RSA) for new and upgraded site 
accesses (and any mitigation measures). 
Whilst the LHA acknowledges the applicant’s 
comments regarding RSA and the standard 
protocol for undertaking such audits post-
consent, it has been agreed that where the 
LHA has specific safety concerns (particularly 
relating to sub-standard SSD or mitigation 
measures), an RSA 1 may be undertaken. 
This matter is still under discussion.  
Matter not resolved.  
Document EX3/GH6.3.13.2_A – 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.2: 
Transport Assessment, Revision A (Part 3 of 
3), submitted at Deadline 3 has all links to 
access routes blanked out. This does not 
allow for full review and query regarding 
access to Cable Roue Access 16 cannot be 
resolved without this information being 
available. The LHA has not been informed 
that access drawings have been updated yet 
by the Applicant’s Transport Consultant or 
additional information on potential mitigation 
for access/es of concern (agreed approach at 
meetings in November). 

 
Please see the response to 
WNC – LHA - 006 above. 
Following the provision of 
further information, it is 
understood that the highway 
authority are content and the 
matter is resolved. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 008 
LIR Ref 
4.106 to 
4.119 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Forecast Trips Transport Assessment: Forecast Trips 
Forecast HGV trips derived from comparable 
solar schemes at Cottam and West Burton 
are considered acceptable. Clarification has 
been provided on the total number of workers 
across the sites. This has addressed WNC’s 
query regarding observed inconsistencies. 
With regards to WNC’s concern about a 
potential shortage of hotel accommodation for 
workers (thereby bringing into question the 
assumption over the number of workers 
arriving by minibus), the applicant has pointed 
to ES Chapter 17: Socio-Economics, Tourism 
and Recreation [APP-054], where it sets out 
the potential for up 13,500 rooms available 
across Northamptonshire, Bedfordshire and 
Milton Keynes. This goes some way to 
satisfying WNC, however the applicant is to 
provide further information to support the 
hotel and minibus provision, including how 
this has operated successfully at other solar 
DCO sites. It is noted that other recently 
consented DCO’s for similar developments 
have applied even greater discounts on 
worker trips owing to the use of hotels and 
shuttle minibuses. This matter remains under 
discussion at this stage but progress has 
been made.  
The applicant has submitted document 
EX’/GH8.2.6 - Transport Technical Note: 
Shuttle Bus Service Supporting Document. 
This document outlines the benefits of 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
providing shuttle buses in reducing worker 
private vehicle trips. The document 
additionally sets out 8 previously approved 
Solar DCO projects where shuttle buses were 
utilised and the SoS accepted a percentage 
of workers arriving at site by this method of 
travel ranging from 47% to 100%. It is 
therefore considered that the applicant’s 
approach is consistent with similar projects 
and the trip generation and distribution set out 
in the transport Assessment can be agreed. 
The DCO will make provision for the 
requirement for a Construction Worker Travel 
Plan (through the detailed Construction 
Traffic Management Plan (CTMP)) where 
exact arrangements of the shuttle bus 
arrangement can be set out in detail.  
Matter resolved. 

WNC – LHA 
- 009 
LIR Ref 
4.120 to 
4.126 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Vehicle Trip Distribution Transport Assessment: Vehicle Trip 
Distribution  
Worker shuttle minibus trip distribution to be 
confirmed following submission of additional 
information from the applicant. The applicant 
has provided a response to Q20.0.02 in the 
Applicants Responses to ExA First Written 
Questions [REP1- 163] with regard to the 
origin of HGVs and HGV routes. WNC 
considers that the HGV construction traffic 
routes as currently proposed are appropriate 
and that measures to deal with non-

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
compliance recording and reporting have 
been addressed (OCTMP Revision A).  
Matter resolved. 

WNC – LHA 
- 010 
LIR Ref 
4.127 to 
4.131 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Construction vehicle 
management measures 

Transport Assessment: Construction vehicle 
management measures  
Clarification has been provided by the 
applicant on the use or otherwise of accesses 
required for cable route access beyond 
construction. This is resolved. Parking is 
addressed in response to 4.146 to 4.148 as 
below and is still under discussion.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 

WNC – LHA 
- 011 
LIR Ref 
4.132 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Decommissioning Phase Transport Assessment: Decommissioning 
Phase  
No further action required on this point.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 012 
LIR Ref 
4.133 to 
4.145 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Abnormal Load Routing Transport Assessment: Abnormal Load 
Routing  
WNC acknowledge the abnormal load route 
through Wootton and Cogenhoe is an 
established one having previously served 
Grendon Substation.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 013 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP): Parking  

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP): Parking  

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
LIR Ref 
4.146 to 
4.148 

 Matter still under discussion but WNC 
pleased to have assurances that construction 
traffic (including worker vehicles) will not be 
permitted to park outside of site compounds 
and this will be secured through the 
Construction Traffic Management Plan and 
Construction Worker Travel Plan. This matter 
will be concluded following resolution of the 
above matter of forecast trips which is 
inherently linked to parking provision and 
management.  
Document OCTMP Revision B 
[1EX3/GH7.9_B] provides greater clarification 
on matters related to parking. This includes 
clarification on the provision of parking within 
compounds, use of shuttle buses, monitoring 
of streets surrounding sites and car sharing 
assumptions. The Construction Worker Travel 
Plan will be the control mechanism and it will 
be a requirement that the document is 
submitted for approval to Local Planning 
Authorities (for consultation with the LHA).  
Matter resolved. 

WNC – LHA 
- 014 
LIR Ref 
4.149 to 
4.151 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP) 

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP):  
Access Points As per 4.103 to 4.105 above.  
Matter not resolved. 

 Please see the response to 
WNC – LHA - 006 above. 
The Applicant understands this 
matter is now resolved. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 015 
LIR Ref 
4.152 to 
4.155 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP): Deliveries  
 

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP): Deliveries  
Matter still under discussion but system set 
out in OCTMP Revision A [REP1-145] is 
noted.  
Further detail for the management of 
deliveries has been provided in OCTMP 
Revision B [1EX3/GH7.9_B] including more 
clarity on electronic delivery booking system 
and a clearer HGV signage strategy.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 016 
LIR Ref 
4.156 to 
4.157 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP): Worker Travel  
 

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP): Worker Travel  
As per 4.73 to 4.78 above.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 017 
LIR Ref 
4.158 to 
4.161 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP): Construction 
Traffic Routing (Non-
Abnormal Loads)  
 

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP): Construction Traffic Routing 
(Non-Abnormal Loads)  
WNC note that Transport Assessment (Part 1 
and 2) [APP-151 and APP-152] includes 
swept path analysis for each of the site 
accesses as well as select parts of the HGV 
routes. Cable drum vehicle deliveries were 
discussed at a meeting with the applicant’s 
transport consultant and the matter is still 
under discussion with further information to 
be provided. Clarification has been provided 
that cable drum vehicles will enter each site 

Please see the response to 
WNC – LHA - 006 above 
The Applicant understands this 
matter is now resolved. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
access and not unload within the highway. 
The revised OCTMP is still undergoing full 
review by WNC LHA.  
Greater clarification has been provided on the 
number and type of vehicle movements 
associated with cable drum deliveries, and 
other traffic associated with the cable route 
corridor, in document in OCTMP Revision B 
[1EX3/GH7.9_B]. This is shown to have a 
minimal impact on the network for which 
WNC are responsible.  
Matter still to be resolved. Document 
EX3/GH6.3.13.2_A – Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.2: Transport 
Assessment, Revision A (Part 3 of 3), 
submitted at Deadline 3 has all links to 
access routes blanked out. This does not 
allow for full review and query regarding 
access to Cable Roue Access 16 cannot be 
resolved without this information being 
available 

WNC – LHA 
- 018 
LIR Ref 
4.162 to 
4.163 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan 
(OCTMP): Road 
Condition Surveys 
 

Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (OCTMP): Road Condition Surveys 
WNC notes that road condition surveys will 
be secured by Requirement 15 of Schedule 2 
to the Draft DCO Revision A [REP1-008]. 
This matter is resolved.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
WNC – LHA 
- 019 
LIR Ref 
4.164 to 
4.166 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Outline Operational 
Traffic Management Plan  
 

Outline Operational Traffic Management Plan  
The applicant has provided clarification on 
which access points are to be retained for the 
operational phase of the development. It is 
acknowledged that use of these access 
points will be limited following construction, 
similar to, or less than existing use as 
agricultural accesses. This matter is resolved.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment.  

WNC – LHA 
- 020 
LIR Ref 
4.167 to 
4.169 

Glint and 
Glare 

Glint and Glare  
 

Glint and Glare  
Following a request by WNC, the applicant 
has undertaken an assessment of roads 
directly adjacent to solar array sites within 
WNC’s boundary that were originally deemed 
outside of the scope of assessment due to 
them being minor roads with low traffic 
volumes. This has been presented in Glint 
and Glare Technical Note [EX2/GH8.2.4] 
submitted at Deadline 2. WNC are content 
that the matter has been robustly assessed, 
over and above industry standards, with 
results showing low impact for the roads 
added to the assessment and the matter can 
be concluded.  
Matter resolved. 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 

WNC – LHA 
- 021 

Traffic 
and 
Transport 

Public Rights of Way 
(PRoW) and Permissive 
Paths Management Plan  

Public Rights of Way (PRoW) and Permissive 
Paths Management Plan  
The applicant is engaging directly with WNC’s 
Definitive Map Team to resolve the 

The Applicant notes this 
comment. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
LIR Ref 
4.170 to 
4.175 

 discrepancy with Public Footpath CW1 and it 
is expected a revised Public Rights of Way 
Plan at Deadline 3 to resolve this matter.  
The applicant has engaged with the Council’s 
Definitive Map Team to obtain the precise 
route of Public Footpath CW1 from the 
Definitive Map. Document EX3/GH2.6_C – 
Public Rights of Way Plan (Rev. C) has been 
submitted which includes the necessary 
amendment.  
Matter resolved. 
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2.9 Environment Agency  
Table 2.9: [REP4-039] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
EA-001 General Introduction Thank you for consulting the 

Environment Agency. We are working 
with the Applicant on the Statement of 
Common Ground and look forward to 
progressing this. 

The Applicant notes this comment. 

EA-002 Flood Risk Flood Risk 
Activity Permits 
(FRAP) 

We are currently undertaking our 
review of the Applicant’s request to 
disapply Flood Risk Activity Permits 
(FRAP) under the Environmental 
Permitting (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2016 for the proposed 
development. We endeavour to 
provide our formal position on this 
matter as soon as possible and are 
confident a decision will be provided 
prior to the end of Examination. If the 
request to disapply FRAP is accepted, 
Protective Provisions in favour of the 
Environment Agency will be required 
in the DCO.  

The Applicant notes this comment. 

EA-003 Environment 
Agency Position  

Outline 
Construction 
Environmental 
Management 
Plan 

Requested to be included as 
consultee in Requirement 13. 

The Applicant notes this comment; this 
amendment is included in the draft 
DCO Revision D [EX5/GH3.1_D] 
submitted at Deadline 5. 

EA-004 Environment 
Agency Position  

Outline 
Operational 

Requested to be included as 
consultee in Requirement 14. 

The Applicant notes this comment; this 
amendment is included in the draft 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001410-2026%2001%2014%20EA%20response%20Deadline%204.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
Environmental 
Management 
Plan  

DCO Revision D [EX5/GH3.1_D] 
submitted at Deadline 5. 

EA-005 Environment 
Agency Position  

Decommissioning 
and Restoration 

Requested to be included as 
consultee in Requirement 21. 

The Applicant notes this comment; this 
amendment is included in the draft 
DCO Revision D [EX5/GH3.1_D] 
submitted at Deadline 5. 

EA-006 Environment 
Agency Position  

Foul Water 
Disposal Strategy 

Requested to be included as 
consultee in Requirement 11. 

The Applicant notes this comment; this 
amendment is included in the draft 
DCO Revision D [EX5/GH3.1_D] 
submitted at Deadline 5. 
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2.10 Philip Antony  
Table 2.10: [REP4-049] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
PA-001 General Introduction  My name is Philip Anthony, I am a 

resident in Grendon. My background 
includes a doctorate in social aspects 
of psychiatry at the University of 
Manchester and experience working 
within health services for the NHS 
executive working on hospital data 
and in mental health services. Latterly 
I worked as a senior lecturer in mental 
health issues at the University of 
Hertfordshire. I mention this 
background only because of its 
relevance to the issue of health. 

The Applicant notes this comment.  

PA-002 Human Health Policy Policy EN-1, paragraph 4.4.3 states 
that “new energy infrastructure may 
also affect the composition and size of 
the local population, and in doing so 
have indirect health impacts, for 
example if it in some way affects 
access to key public services, 
transport, or the use of open space for 
recreation and physical activity”.  
Greenhill Solar have appropriately 
responded to this by presenting their 
findings and interpretations in 
GH6.2.18 (APP- 055). Their 
documentation comprises health 
models, data analyses at the lowest 

The Applicant notes the comment 
considering the Applicant’s assessment 
of changes to the composition and size 
of the local population as a result of the 
Scheme in ES Chapter 18: Human 
Health [APP-055]. This assessment 
considered the scale of this change at 
construction, peak replacement works, 
and decommissioning. Operational 
effects are negligible due to the 
minimal operational staffing 
requirements of the Scheme. The 
assessment of impacts from the 
Scheme has considered changes to 
changes in access to health services, 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001471-Human%20Health_Dec_25.pdf
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
available geographical level, and 
interpretations. 

transport and connectivity, and access 
to open and leisure spaces. The 
assessment has also considered the 
change to community identity as a 
result of temporary workers associated 
with the Scheme. In all these cases, 
and at each assessed stage of the 
Scheme, no significant adverse effects 
are anticipated. 

PA-003 Human Health Assessment  The authors of the report, as 
confirmed in their responses to 
examiners questions at deadline 1, 
state that the conclusions they draw 
are based on “professional 
judgement” and experience of 
presenting similar materials in 
previous examinations (SGHS 025). 

The Applicant confirms that in 
determining the likely significance of 
effects from human health impacts, an 
interpretation of both qualitative and 
quantitative data is required to be 
considered by the assessor, to be 
determined against the criteria set out 
in official guidance (in the case of 
determining the ‘magnitude of impact’ 
this is the IEMA (now ISEP) Guide to: 
Determining Significance For Human 
Health In Environmental Impact 
Assessment, Nov 2022). 
These criteria are largely qualitative, 
and so rely on professional judgement 
and experience to account for direct 
effects, indirect effects, identification of 
vulnerable sub-populations, and 
nuances specific to the Scheme, 
location, and local population. 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
PA-004 Human Health Professional 

experience  
The examiners in this enquiry are 
entitled to ask exactly what the health-
related qualifications are and why 
their judgement should hold beyond 
those with more extensive experience. 
Experience of presenting data in other 
enquiries qualifies them to present 
data but does not validate any 
interpretations placed on those data. 

The Applicant’s technical lead for 
human health has presented their 
qualifications and experience in ES 
Appendix 1.1: Statement of 
Competence [APP-065]. 

PA-005 Human Health Property Sales  There are contradictions in the 
Greenhill documentation regarding the 
use of subjective data. Thus, in SGHS 
026 there is a defence of population 
level data, whilst the impact of the 
Greenhill development on house sales 
and values is dismissed as “not 
consistent or predictable”. However, a 
significant increase in the numbers of 
properties for sale in Grendon since 
the advent of the proposals, and an 
Estate Agents’ estimate relating to a 
20% devaluation in house prices in 
Walgrave should the scheme 
proceed, are offered as real evidence 
of economic, social and community 
impacts. The 20% reduction in house 
prices near largescale solar schemes 
has been evidenced elsewhere as 
well. 

The Applicant disagrees that this is a 
contradiction. 
Local-level quantitative data has been 
used where available to determine 
baseline conditions, and has been 
supplemented by qualitative and 
experiential data presented to the 
Applicant team during the pre-
submission consultation process. 
Impacts on property prices were not 
assessed as it was agreed by the 
Planning Inspectorate to be scoped out 
of assessment in the Environmental 
Statement (see ES Appendix 2.2: EIA 
Scoping Opinion [REP1-035]). This is 
because there is no empirical evidence 
that industrial scale solar farms cause 
significant long-term adverse effects on 
property prices.  
While anecdotal statements have been 
referred to in multiple representations, 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
these have not presented how these 
estimates were made, at what stage of 
the DCO process they relate to, or the 
extent to which these relate to the 
Scheme versus wider economic trends. 

PA-006 Human Health Assessment  Greenhill solar account for the very 
limited mention of Walgrave, Holcot 
and Lavendon in their assessment 
because their location means that the 
scheme is “less visible” to them 
(SGHS-026). This response ignores 
the data provided for Walgrave 
relating to the subjective experience 
of the application. 

Please refer to the Applicant’s 
response to ‘SGHS-026’ in the 
Applicant’s Response to Deadline 1 
Submission [REP2-050]. 

PA-007 Human Health Assessment  
Consultation  

From GH6.2.18 – in response to a 
consultation query by UK Health 
Security Agency/Office for Health 
Improvement and Disparities: “The 
Applicant confirms that the baseline 
data in Section 18.6 below has been 
undertaken to ward level to determine 
baseline conditions in the 2 km ZOI. 
The Applicant furthermore confirms 
that consultation with local authority 
public health teams has been initiated 
prior to PEIR and will continue to 
ensure the in relation to the 
assessment scope and methodology 
up to DCO submission. The Applicant 
has used the statutory consultation 
period to understand public 

‘Matters of human health’ has been 
used as a general and catch-all term 
for any feature of the Scheme or 
assessment subject that falls within the 
remit of the assessment in ES Chapter 
18: Human Health [APP-055] and is 
reliant on discussions and 
assessments of numerous other 
technical disciplines found in the ES. 
Ahead of and during statutory 
consultation, statutory health bodies 
(council public health teams, local 
Integrated Care Boards, NHS England, 
the UKHSA and OHID) were contacted 
to ensure opportunity for direct 
engagement with the Applicant’s team 
was available. Records of the level of 
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engagement with matters of human 
health and wellbeing so that concerns 
can be discussed, understood, and 
suitable mitigation measures put in 
place where required. The scope of 
consultation was agreed with the host 
local authorities through the 
Statement of Community 
Consultation, with any additional 
required consultation being 
undertaken following statutory 
consultation and prior to DCO 
submission”. The applicant is invited 
to specify precisely what “matters of 
human health and wellbeing” were 
discussed during and after the 
statutory consultation period, with 
whom, and what “suitable mitigation 
measures” were devised for 
implementation following those 
consultations. The applicant is further 
invited to explain the absence of 
public consultations in Mears Ashby 
and Holcot where such questions 
might have been explored. 

contact and engagement are set out in 
ES Chapter 18: Human Health [APP-
055] at Section 18.2. 
For all others who engaged with 
statutory consultation, such as parish 
councils and members of the public, on 
‘matters of human health’, whether by 
email or written correspondence, 
feedback form, or verbally through 
discussions with the Applicant team at 
consultation events, all matters were 
considered in the assessment of 
human health impacts. This included 
comments about: views and changes 
of landscape character, which would 
impact upon amenity and community 
identity; impacts to PROWs which 
would have an effect on physical and 
mental wellbeing and enjoyment of 
accessing the countryside; impacts 
from construction or site activities that 
would directly have an effect on health, 
such as air quality, and noise and 
vibration; and indirect impacts to health 
and wellbeing brought about because 
of concerns over issues such as 
transport safety and flood risk, where 
concerns over project impacts are as 
likely (if not more so) to have an 
indirect effect on people (through 
anxiety or changing behaviours) than 
the Scheme directly. This is not an 
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Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
exhaustive list, with the detail of how 
human health effects were assessed 
set out in ES Chapter 18: Human 
Health [APP-055].  
Consultation events in Holcot and 
Mears Ashby could not be arranged 
due to the unavailability of suitable 
venues during the statutory 
consultation period. To ensure 
accessibility for the local community, 
the Applicant selected venues that 
offered adequate parking facilities and 
were located close to public transport 
links. The criteria for consultation 
venues also considered reasonable 
travel distances from neighbouring 
villages and towns. 

PA-008 Human Health Assessment  The ability of the Greenhill assessors 
to identify the dynamic impacts of 
construction of a new solar farm from 
“static” datasets has no reference to 
any pre and post construction sites 
elsewhere. The ability of the Greenhill 
authors to judge the long-term 
impacts of the construction on health 
and community wellbeing is, we 
propose, pure speculation. In such 
circumstances we would ask that the 
examiners ignore that report 
altogether and take another view: To 
take into account the collected 

The assessment of human health 
impacts from the Scheme relies on 
‘static’ datasets to from the baseline 
against which the Scheme’s likely 
impacts are assessed. The 
assessment also takes into 
consideration future trends in 
population composition to determine 
where future baseline conditions (such 
as the expectation of an aging future 
population) are substantially different 
from the current conditions. 
Judgements on the likely impacts of the 
Scheme are based on professional 
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subjective experiences and views of 
local residents and the available 
survey information such as that from 
Walgrave. 

experience from the project team, 
utilising their specific technical 
knowledge, and experience of previous 
schemes, not just those limited to 
large-scale solar schemes.  
This is a widely-used methodology for 
assessing these types of effects and is 
the expectation for assessing human 
health effects from any type of 
development.  
The Applicant also further reiterates 
that subjective experience from local 
residents has been considered as part 
of forming the qualitative baseline data 
for understanding how communities 
now are going to respond to changes 
resulting from the Scheme in future. 

PA-009 Human Health Mental Health 
concerns 

Thus, on Tuesday evening there was 
a moving account of the therapeutic 
importance of the local countryside 
from a resident in Mears Ashby. In 
written submissions there is an 
equally moving account from a head 
teacher of the importance placed on 
“de-stressing” though regular walks 
between Grendon and Mears Ashby 
and the depressing prospect of a 
future walking through industrialised 
fields. Another Grendon resident used 
the term “insanity” when realising the 
extent of the proposals in the area. 

The Applicant is cognisant of the 
importance of walking in the 
countryside, and of the identity of each 
village and its surroundings, and has 
sought to appropriately assess this. 
As such, the assessment in ES 
Chapter 18: Human Health [APP-055] 
has assessed impacts on ‘open space, 
leisure and play’, which considers how 
people access the countryside for 
recreation both for its physical and 
mental wellbeing benefit, and impacts 
on ‘community identity and culture’, 
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These examples could, without doubt, 
be replicated across each of the 
historic villages impacted by the 
proposed scheme. As we have 
learned when discussing the scheme 
locally, the relationship between the 
people and the area remains real. 
There are historic names for some of 
the fields. There are personal 
designations for some of the walks 
where two people proposed marriage, 
where dog walkers and visitors meet. 
These are part of the health and well-
being of those who give a different 
identity to each village. 

which assesses how the Scheme may 
change how people perceive their 
community and surrounding, 
accounting for changes to visual 
character.  

PA-010 Human Health Mental Health 
concerns 

What is being identified via these 
accounts is the prospect of loss. We 
know that the experience of loss gives 
rise to anger and depression. We also 
know that it affects the relationship 
between people and their community. 
The affection that people have for 
their local area and their investment 
and sense of belonging within the 
community become attenuated and 
over time the sense of cohesion and 
belonging is weakened and eventually 
lost. 

Please refer to the Applicant’s 
response to ‘PA-009’ above. 

PA-011 Human Health Mental Health 
concerns 

Approximately 2 miles from where we 
are now sitting the great romantic poet 
of the Northamptonshire countryside, 

The Applicant disagrees that the 
Scheme has any resemblance to the 
social and local economic changes that 
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John Clare, scratched his last poem 
on the wall of the then Northampton 
Asylum - his cry of personal loss and 
longing for the countryside. His 
plaintiff cry emerged, in part, as a 
consequence of dislocations brought 
about by Acts of Enclosure. And, 200 
years later, if we are not dealing with 
a new act of enclosure here then I ask 
you to tell me what we are dealing 
with. 

were brought on by the Acts of 
Enclosure during the 18th-19th 
centuries.  
The Applicant has acknowledged and 
assessed where people may be 
deterred or may find using PRoWs less 
desirable, but it is a false equivalence 
to state that access to the countryside 
is being taken away from communities. 
The Scheme does not change any 
legal means of access to land, as the 
land used for long-term above-ground 
infrastructure is entirely within private 
landholdings. No permanent changes 
to PRoWs are proposed, and indeed 
permissive access to the land is being 
formally included in the Scheme to 
improve accessibility.  

PA-012 Human Health Mental Health 
concerns 

Not for one minute am I suggesting 
that implementation of this scheme 
will result in epidemics of major 
mental illness among local residents. 
What I am suggesting is that the 
bonds between people and place will 
be weakened, house values will fall 
and more people will seek to leave the 
area as their sense of place and 
belonging is diminished. There is 
likely to be some increase in 
frustration, in depression and in 
anxiety and concomitant other 

The Applicant refers to Table 18.7 in 
ES Chapter 18: Human Health [APP-
055] in which the criteria for magnitude 
of impact is set out. This has driven 
how the significance of effect has been 
determined. 
The Applicant wishes to highlight that 
high and medium magnitude impacts 
would be expected to have severe 
health and morbidity outcomes or 
changes in quality of life, and/or affect 
a substantial proportion of the 
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illnesses. All these effects fall outside 
of the possibility of severe toxicity in 
the event of fire. In view of all this I 
invite you, as examiners, to account 
the full significance of these health 
impacts both in the near- and longer-
term future. 

population. The Applicant is therefore 
confident that the assessment 
accurately and proportionately reflects 
the likely significance of effect on 
mental health. 
The Applicant is not saying there would 
be no impact to mental health or to 
community identity and sense of place. 
Rather it is anticipated that the effects 
that do arise are not going to cause 
significant changes in health or 
morbidity in large proportions of the 
local population, or significantly affect 
the ability for local health services to 
respond to demand for mental health 
needs. 

PA-013 Human Health Walgrave impacts  Human Health – responses from 
Greenhill: SGHS-027 – The applicants 
response ignores the Walgrave 
survey cited above as well as other 
anecdotal evidence. Such evidence is 
qualitative in nature – but see the 
response to SGHS-025 where 
qualitative data is accepted as 
appropriate in this area. 

The Applicant confirms that during 
statutory consultation, undertaken 
ahead of the Scheme’s submission, 
some of the ‘Walgrave survey’ results 
were received through representations 
made by the survey’s conductor. As 
this was submitted by a member of the 
public, this was responded to and 
considered in the application 
documentation as part of the response 
to Section 48 consultation commentary. 
Qualitative data from all respondents to 
the Section 42 and 48 statutory 
consultation was considered in the 
DCO application documentation. 
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Where commentary on the recreational 
use of Newland Road and the green 
lane was raised, this was fed into the 
assessments in both ES Chapter 17: 
Socio-Economics, Tourism and 
Recreation [APP-054] and ES 
Chapter 18: Human Health [APP-
055]. 

PA-014 Human Health Public Right of 
Way 

Human Health – responses from 
Greenhill: SGHS-028 – Impact of 
PRoW closures. The inspectors 
should be invited to review the 
“professional judgement” governing 
the decision to score (temporary / 
intermittent?) closure of TP182 and 
consequent traversing of the track 
with HGV traffic as “temporary 
moderate-minor adverse” effect. Local 
judgements can be provided to the 
effect that the local impact will be 
major. 

Assessment of individual PROWs was 
undertaken in ES Appendix 17.1: 
Tourism and Recreation Receptor 
Tables [REP1-079], using the 
methodology set out in Section 17.4 of 
ES Chapter 17: Socio-Economics, 
Tourism and Recreation [APP-054].  
In this instance TP182 refers to 
‘Grendon FP TF4’. The Applicant is 
confident that with embedded 
mitigation measures to ensure HGV 
traffic is safely controlled, and any 
required closure of the PRoW to lay 
cables are as short in duration as 
possible, that the assessment of 
magnitude of impact is accurate to the 
change in how this PRoW is likely to be 
used during construction. 

PA-015 Human Health Applicant 
Responses  

Human Health – responses from 
Greenhill: SGHS-029 – “culture”. 
Contrary to the applicants response to 
SGHS-025 the use of quantitative 
population-based data is now seen as 

Please refer to the Applicant’s 
response to ‘SGHS-029’ in the 
Applicant’s Response to Deadline 1 
Submission [REP2-050]. 
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the critical element for this judgement. 
Whilst it is of course accepted that 
there are individual decisions behind 
the reason to relocate, reports from 
local residents who are planning to 
relocate together with the known 
reduction in asking prices for houses 
for sale indicates that the applicants’ 
case is not made on this issue. 

PA-016 Human Health Applicant 
Responses 

Human Health – responses from 
Greenhill: SGHS-031 – character of 
Grendon. The applicant refers to 
justifications and mitigations in earlier 
documentation. 

The Applicant considers the responses 
made to previous comments (at ‘HUM 
001’ in the Applicant’s Response to 
Relevant Representation [REP1-
161]) adequately sets out the 
Applicant’s position in response to the 
comments made. 
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2.11 Bozeat Parish Council 
Table 2.11: [REP4-036] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
BPC-001 General Matters Introduction  This document contains the Bozeat 

Parish Council reactions to the 
responses submitted by the Applicant 
in their document REP3-073 to 
comments that we made in our 
documents REP2-066 and REP2-067. 

The Applicant notes this comment. 

BPC-002 Noise and 
Vibration 

Noise Level Reference BPC-001 
As usual the applicant seeks the 
maximum allowed rather than offering 
any concession to local communities. 

The Applicant notes this comment and 
remains confident with the responses 
provided so far and the assessment 
undertaken, ensuring it is in 
accordance with the BS 5228-
1:2009+A1:2014 Section E3.2 and 
Table E.1 BS 5228- 1:2009+A1:2014.  

BPC-003 General Matters Document Error Reference BPC-002 
We understand that historic mistakes 
cannot be rectified 

The Applicant notes this comment. 

BPC-004 General Matters Local Impact 
Reports  

Reference BPC-003 
This remains our opinion 

The Applicant notes this comment.  
Please also refer to the Applicant 
Responses to Local Impact Report 
Responses [REP4-018].  
An addendum to ES Chapter 15: Glint 
and Glare has been submitted at 
Deadline 4 [REP4-026], the 
assessment considers the potential 
impact of glint and glare from the 
Scheme towards local roads within the 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001405-Bozeat%20Parish%20Council%20feedback%20on%20Applicant%20responses%20for%20Deadline%204.pdf
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jurisdiction of North Northamptonshire 
Council (NNC).  

BPC-005 Landscape and 
Visual Impacts 

Viewpoint and 
Photomontage 
Locations 

Reference BPC-004 
It is not clear that the agreed 
additional viewpoints include the one 
requested. We will await their 
production and hope that they are 
forthcoming in a timely manner. 

The location of VP35 was chosen as it 
is on an elevated position within the 
Site with open uninterrupted views 
across Site G. The location suggested 
by BPC is on lower lying land alongside 
the valley corridor that runs south 
through Site G where the proximity to 
the vegetation along the brook would 
limit the extents of the photography.  
Effects have been assessed to users of 
this section of PRoW in the round, and 
as such, moving the VP to the 
suggested location would not change 
the overall assessment of effects. 

BPC-006 Transport and 
Access 

Highways Safety Reference BPC -005 
We acknowledge that the applicant 
has now recognised that this route is 
highly sensitive. This questions why 
they are so determined to try to retain 
this route in their scheme given that, 
as was acknowledged at ISH1 it is not 
necessary because Access F.2 can 
be reached from the internal track 
from access F.3.  
We strongly contest that route 80 has 
been fully assessed as is suggested 
by the applicant. Table 13A1.5 [APP-
150] classifies the assessment as 

The sensitivity of the link is rated as 
high to reflect the uses identified in the 
comment.  The negligible significance 
of effect for all assessed criteria for this 
highway link results from the relatively 
low increases in daily traffic resulting 
from construction traffic, meaning a low 
magnitude of impact arising from 
forecasted construction traffic as 
detailed in Environmental Statement 
Chapter 13 - Transport and Access 
(Revision A) [REP2-003]. The 
assessment methodology means that  
the significance of effect is a 
combination of both the sensitivity of 
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Negligible throughout the board which 
clearly does not reflect the uses that 
we have previously highlighted by 
non-motorised users: horse riders, 
pedestrians and cyclists.  
The applicant again appears to 
prioritise their convenience over the 
residents of a local community.  
We maintain that this route should be 
removed. 

the link (high in this instance) and the 
magnitude of impact (which is low).  As 
such, even though the link is sensitive, 
the effect is not a significant one, as 
the magnitude of impact is not 
significantly high. 
This is an existing access for other 
uses that will be used for ongoing 
maintenance access. 

  



Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4 Submissions  

February 2026 

 

 
52 | P a g e  

 

2.12 Tristan Baxter-Smith 
Table 2.12: [REP4-050] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicants Response 
TBS-001 Design and 

Alternatives  
Cabling  I have been notified by a local 

community member to email you with 
the following plans.  
I farm in Hannington, our farm is in 
line to receive the unwelcome addition 
of cable required to feed the Greenhill 
solar project. Not only is this deeply 
frustrating as we are having to 
accommodate the cable without any 
financial benefit linked to the panels 
themselves, but the route chose is 
due to severely impact an existing 
habitat scheme. (See cable route map 
showing proposed route in yellow and 
public rights of way in pink) 

Please see response to SMI-001 in the 
Applicant’s Responses to Written 
Representations at Deadline 1 
[REP2-050]. Through the design 
evolution process, the Applicant has 
sought to minimise environmental 
impacts. Please also see response to 
TBS-003 below in regard to cable 
routing and ongoing discussions with 
the landowner. Recent discussions 
show the landowner is willing to enter 
the agreement pending terms and 
continued discussions regarding the 
environmental schemes planned for the 
land as set out in the Land and Rights 
Negotiation Tracker Revision D 
[EX5/GH4.4_D]. 
  
 

TBS-002 Ecology and 
Biodiversity 

Impact to wading 
birds  

We have worked with the Fresh Water 
Habitats Trust and Newt Conservation 
Partnership to reinstate ponds on our 
farm previously filled in at some point 
in the distant past. These ponds are 
now home to an abundant variety of 
invertebrate species and wading birds 
which we are paid to maintain. The 

The Applicant confirms that the ponds 
that the comment refers to were 
identified during the ecological 
walkover survey of the Cable Route 
Corridor, and the pond that lies within 
the Order Limits is categorised as 
‘Ponds - Priority Habitat’ and depicted 
on Figure 9.2.14 UKHab Survey 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001443-Tristan%20Baxter-Smith%20-%20comments%20on%20any%20further%20information%20and%20submissions%20received%20at%20deadline%203.pdf
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proposed cable route is due to run 
straight through the site. 

Results (Cable Route 2 of 11) - Rev 
A within the Environmental 
Statement Appendix 9.2 Habitat 
Surveys (Revision A) [REP1-045]. 
The Applicant has committed to 
avoiding impacts to this pond during 
the construction of the cable route 
through the implementation of 
Horizontal Directional Drilling, as 
detailed in response SMI-001 in The 
Applicant’s Responses to Written 
Representations at Deadline 1 
[REP2-048]. All ponds within the Cable 
Route Corridor will be retained and 
protected during cable installation with 
Biodiversity Protection fencing as 
appropriate. This is set out within 
Method Statement 2 of the Outline 
Ecological Protection and Mitigation 
Strategy (Revision C) 
[EX5/GH7.5_C]. Method Statement 3 
sets out pollution prevention measures. 
Temporary disturbance to wildlife, 
including wading birds, may occur 
during construction, but impacts will be 
temporary and short-term in nature. 
Measures to avoid impacts to notable 
flocks of wintering birds are set out 
within Method Statement 10 of the 
Outline Ecological Protection and 
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Mitigation Strategy (Revision C) 
[EX5/GH7.5_C]. 

TBS-003 Design and 
Alternatives  

Cabling  There is a clear alternative route via 
land on the adjacent farm (see 
proposed alternate route plan) which 
is bare pasture land. This alternative 
has been suggested to the agent of 
Green Hill Solar, Bruton Knowles, by 
our land agent but with very little in 
terms of feedback. I very much hope 
that this brings the impact of the 
proposed cable route to light and that 
a commonsense approach can be 
found to avoid unnecessary 
environmental harm. 

Alternative cable routes have been 
assessed. Diverting the cable into the 
eastern field would interfere with tree 
planting and result in environmental 
impacts.  
The Applicant has committed to using a 
trenchless crossing technique such as 
Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) 
rather than by open trenching during 
cable construction. This approach 
avoids disruption to the ponds and 
ecological impacts when being 
crossed.  
Please see response to SMI-001in the 
Applicant’s Responses to Written 
Representations at Deadline 1 
[REP2-050]. 
Discussions with the landowner are 
ongoing. The Applicant met with the 
landowner’s agent on 8 January 2026, 
primarily to discuss Heads of Terms 
(HOTs). During the meeting, the 
proposed cable route was briefly 
discussed, including the challenges 
associated with using the land to the 
east, the presence of an existing water 
pipe along the southern boundary of 
the property, and the need to take an 
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existing footpath into account. 
Following the meeting, the Applicant 
has provided signposting to the 
Outline Public Rights of Way and 
Permissive Paths Management Plan 
[REP3-067] and the Public Rights of 
Way Plan [REP3-012] and provided 
further detail to the commitments set 
out in the Outline Public Rights of 
Way and Permissive Paths 
Management Plan [REP3-067] to be 
employed to ensure safety of users, 
and that temporary closures or 
diversions may be required with works 
undertaken overnight so far as is 
practicable to do so.  
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2.13 National Highways (via Gowling WLG) 
Table 2.13: [REP4-042] 
Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicant’s Response 
NH-01 General 

Matters 
Introduction This written representation is made on 

behalf of National Highways ("NH"). The 
submission responds to the changes to 
the draft Development Consent Order 
as shown in Revision C [REP3 – 025]. 
NH's comments on the changes to the 
dDCO are summarised in the table 
below. NH's comments on the dDCO 
set out in NH's Written Representation 
[REP1-180] remain to be addressed. 

The Applicant notes this comment and has 
responded to NH’s comments on the draft 
DCO Revision C [REP3-025] below. 

NH-02 Draft DCO Schedule 2 
Requirements 

Requirement 16(3) has been updated to 
include consultation with the relevant 
planning authority rather than highway 
authority and no other updates to deal 
with the consultation with National 
Highways have been made. 

Requirement 16(3) should refer to 
consultation with the relevant highway 
authority. NH understood from the Issue 
Specific Hearings that NH would also 
be consulted on Requirement 15 but no 
update has been made. 15(3) should 
refer to highway authority rather than 
planning authority. As set out in NH's 
Deadline 3 response document REP3-
092 NH maintains its position that it 

Requirement 16(3) and Requirement 15(3) 
both read: 
Before approving the 
[construction/operational] traffic 
management plan the relevant planning 
authority must consult with the relevant 
highway authority. 
This drafting ensures that the relevant 
planning authority must seek the views of 
National Highway on the detailed 
management plan before it approves this. 
Schedule 16 (procedure for discharge of 
requirements) provides, at paragraph 2(1), 
that the undertaker must submit a copy of 
the application to discharge the requirement 
to any requirement consultee. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN010170-001411-National%20Highway's%20comments%20on%20Deadline%203%20Submissions.pdf
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should be consulted on Requirement 3, 
10, 11, 13 and 21. 

In this way, National Highways can be 
confident that it will be consulted by the 
relevant planning authority before the 
detailed traffic management plans for 
construction and operation are approved. 

NH-03 Draft DCO 
Compulsory 
Acquisition 

Schedule 9 
Land in which 
new Rights may 
be acquired 

Plots 12-127, 12-128-a, 12-128-b now 
have their own row in the table which 
limits the rights to: “install, use, support, 
protect, inspect, alter, remove, replace, 
refurbish, reconstruct, retain, renew, 
improve and maintain electrical 
underground cables, earthing cables, 
optical fibre cables, data cables, 
telecommunications cables and other 
services, works associated with such 
cables including bays, ducts, protection 
and safety measures and equipment, 
and other ancillary apparatus and 
structures (including but not limited to 
access chambers, manholes and 
marker posts) and any other works 
necessary; continuous vertical and 
lateral support for the authorised 
development; restrict the altering of 
ground levels, restrict and remove 
vegetation and restrict the planting of 
trees or carrying out operations or 
actions (including but not limited to 
blasting and piling) which may obstruct, 
interrupt or interfere with the exercise of 

Schedule 9 has been updated in Revision C 
of the Draft DCO Revision D 
[EX5/GH3.1_D] to reduce the scope of rights 
that may be compulsorily acquired to only 
those needed for the installation of the cable 
by trenchless techniques (e.g. HDD) below 
the A45 in the areas of these plots. 
National Highways confirmed to the 
Applicant on 5 February 2026 that it does not 
hold the freehold interest in these plots, and 
that its registered interest is solely as arising 
under section 263 of the Highways Act 1980. 
This means that National Highways’ interest 
is as highway authority for the A45, whilst 
the land below the ‘top two spits’ of the 
highway remains in the ownership of West 
Northamptonshire Council. This position is 
accurately recorded in the Book of 
Reference [REP3-032]. 
In the event the cable is laid within the 
highway pursuant to the New Roads and 
Street Works Act 1991, no cable easement 
would be required. In the event the cable is 
laid below the highway (i.e. below the ‘top 
two spits’), requiring an easement, such an 
easement could only be granted by, or 



Applicant’s Response to Deadline 4 Submissions  

February 2026 

 

 
58 | P a g e  

 

Reference  Theme Issue Comments/Issue Raised Applicant’s Response 
the right or damage the authorised 
development” 

The rights remain widely drawn and 
notwithstanding this change NH would 
note that these plots constitutes land 
acquired by National Highways for the 
purpose of maintaining its statutory 
undertaking. NH’s estate comprises 
more than just the corpus of the 
highway (the ‘top two spits’). Unlike 
local roads, where the local highway 
authority typically controls only the 
highway strata and sufficient vertical 
limits above and beneath the highway 
to maintain necessary apparatus and 
street furniture, in most cases NH 
controls the freehold of the land 
beneath the highway to the centre of 
the earth and to the heavens above. 
This estate is held for the benefit of the 
statutory undertaking, to ensure that the 
SRN is not compromised and that 
maintenance or improvement works at 
any required depth can take place free 
from risk of trespass or ransom.  
Where apparatus is co-located in the 
highway (which is commonplace), that 
apparatus has been authorised by NH 
or has been installed through industry 
standard processes (such as under the 
New Roads and Street Works Act 

acquired from, West Northamptonshire 
Council. 
The Applicant is confident that National 
Highways’ interests as highway authority for 
the A45 are fully protected by the protective 
provisions and the requirement to obtain 
approval before carrying out any works, and 
that this protection is not diminished by the 
extent of any rights that may be included in 
an easement in the subsoil of this land. 
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1991), where statutory protection is 
afforded to NH as the highway or street 
authority. Whilst NH is prepared to 
grant a sub surface interest or right to 
co-locate apparatus in the highway, 
where it is geotechnically possible and 
respecting other apparatus that is in, 
on, under or over the highway – the 
interest must be proportionate and 
necessary and cannot be to the 
detriment of NH, the SRN or other 
undertakers. It cannot be acceptable 
that apparatus is placed in, on, under or 
over the SRN through a DCO by 
disapplying statutory protections that 
NH has and not accepting to acquiesce 
to the terms which are required by NH 
to manage its network in accordance 
with regulatory requirements.  
NH continues to object to the 
Compulsory Powers for the acquisition 
of rights. The inclusion of Article 24 
within paragraph 58(3) of NH’s 
proposed protective provisions in Part 6 
of Schedule 15 of the dDCO [REP3-
024] and the deletion of "save in 
emergency" at the start of paragraph 
58(3) would address NH’s objection in 
relation to the compulsory acquisition of 
rights.  
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NH is legally obliged to co-operate with 
third parties exercising planning or 
highway functions, which includes the 
Applicant in this statutory process. NH 
is prepared to engage fully and assist in 
whatever way is reasonable to ensure 
that the Authorised Development 
proceeds as quickly and efficiently as 
possible. 

NH-04 Draft DCO Part 6 Part 6 includes the Protective 
Provisions for the benefit of National 
Highways. The schedule of changes 
suggest that changes have been made 
to reflect current discussions but this is 
not the case. 

The protective provisions as currently in 
the dDCO are not agreed by NH and 
NH and the Applicant are still to agree a 
set of protective provisions that are 
acceptable to NH.  
As noted in the Applicant's response to 
ExAQ1 question 2.61, NH and the 
Applicant continue to discuss the form 
of protective provisions. The Applicant’s 
legal advisors had a virtual meeting with 
NH on 16 December 2025 and there is 
an action on the Applicant to provide 
NH with an updated version of the 
protective provisions prior to Deadline 

The Applicant notes this comment. The 
protective provisions for National Highways 
continue to be negotiated. 
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4. The updated protective provisions 
are awaited. 
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