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 Purpose Comments on Draft DCO for Green Hill Solar Farm (PINS reference EN010170)  

 

1 Introduction 
 
1.1 This report sets out MKCC’s comments on the Draft Development Consent Order, due 26th February 

2026.  
 

2 Draft DCO 
 

Dealing with conditions 
 

2.1 MKCC are supportive of the change from six weeks to eight weeks for the discharge of any 
requirements, as well as the requirement to treat each condition as a separate application (Schedule 
16 (2), (2 – (2)) change, page 39 of Schedule of Changes to Draft DCO rev B), which would allow LPAs 
to deal with conditions under the same time constraints as other similar submissions, and better deal 
with capacity constraints.  
 

2.2 MKCC do not support the inclusion of deemed consent as currently worded (Schedule 16 (2 – (3))) 
which is not conducive to collaborative working. If a deemed consent provision is considered 
necessary, it should follow the same format as existing legislation (Articles 27 to 30 of the Town and 
Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015) in order to provide 
less procedural ambiguity for LPAs. 
 

2.3 While it is understood that the DCO cannot require the applicant to enter into a Planning 
Performance Agreement (PPA), MKCC would be supportive of the applicant entering into a PPA to 
deal with the conditions. This would allow timescales, phasing and submission requirements to be 
agreed, leading to more efficient determination of the conditions, and avoiding refusal in favour of 
amendments, additional information and collaborative working.  
 
Protective Provisions and Drainage Consents 

 
2.4 The MKCC LLFA have raised the following concerns with the wording in the DCO regarding Protective 

provisions and the consenting process.  
 

2.5 There is a need to ensure that there will be no deemed consent for drainage consent applications, as 
there is a risk that there may be inadequate information, or a large number of cases to review at the 
same time.  
 

2.6 It is understood that all LPAs outsource their consenting process; MKCC consents are dealt with by 
the Internal Drainage Board (IDB). Currently the fees received for drainage consents do not cover the 
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costs of the work involved. Timeframes and capacity are also an issue, and an agreement to phase 
submissions would be supported. While there understandably needs to be consistency across the 
LLFAs, there is a need to ensure that costs can be covered, and some agreement should be put in 
place to achieve this.  


