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1 Introduction 

1.1 Purpose of the Document 

1.1.1 This document provides the Applicant’s response to all relevant documents submitted 
by statutory parties at Deadline 1. This includes Written Representations (WRs), 
comments on the Applicant’s responses to Relevant Representations, and post 
hearing submissions.  

1.1.2 The Applicant has submitted separate documents alongside this document 
responding to other relevant submissions at Deadline 1. These include:  

• 08.17 The Applicant’s Response to the Local Impact Report 

• 08.19 The Applicant's Response to Submissions Received at Deadline 1 - 
Parish Councils and Non-Statutory Organisations 

• 08.20 The Applicant's Response to Submissions Received at Deadline 1 - 
Members of the Public 

1.2 Structure of the Report 

1.2.1 This document is structured as follows: 

• Table Table  sets out the list of acronyms used for management documents that 

form part of the Applicant’s submission and may have been referred to by the 

Applicant in responding to submissions. The wider range of acronyms used by the 

Applicant can be found in the Contents, Glossary and Abbreviations [APP-038]. 

• Table  sets out the list of organisations responded to as part of this document.  

• Section 2 of this document provides responses to the submissions to statutory 

bodies. The section is structured as follows:  

− Table 2.1.1 includes responses made to Natural England 

− Table  includes response made to the Environment Agency 

− Table 2.3.1, Table 2.3.2 and Table 2.3.3 include responses made to 

National Highways. This is due to the structure of the tables submitted by 

National Highways. 

− Table 2.4.1 includes responses made to National Grid Electricity 

Transmission Plc, National Gas Transmission PLC, North Yorkshire Fire & 

Rescue Service, The Forestry Commission, and the Ouse & Derwent 

Internal Drainage Board.  

1.2.2 The submissions made by interested parties, as well as references to the Application 
documentation are provided in accordance with the referencing system set out in the 
Planning Inspectorate’s Light Valley Solar Examination Library. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000257-Light%20Valley%20Solar%20-%20Examination%20Library.pdf
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Table 1.2.1: List of Acronyms for Submission Documents 

Term of Abbreviation Definition 

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 

oCEMP Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

oPSRP Outline Pollution and Spillage Response Plan 

oOEMP Outline Operational Environmental Management Plan 

oDEMP Outline Decommissioning Environmental Management 
Plan 

oSRMP Outline Soil Resource Management Plan 

oMWMP Outline Materials and Waste Management Plan 

oPROWMP Outline Public Rights of Way Management Plan 

oLEMP Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Plan 

oBMAMP Outline Bird Mitigation Area Management Plan 

oSSCEP Outline Skills, Supply Chain and Employment Plan 

oBSMP Outline Battery Safety Management Plan 

oCTMP Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 

 

Table 1.2.2: Listed Organisations whose submissions are Responded to in 

Section 2 

Examination Library 
Reference 

Relevant Representation Received From 

REP1-018 
 
REP1-019 

Environment Agency 

REP1-020 The Forestry Commission 

REP1-021 National Gas Transmission PLC 

REP1-022 National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc 

REP1-023 

REP1-024 

National Highways Limited 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000587-Environment%20Agency%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20D1%20Response%20-%20ENVIRONMENT%20AGENCY%20RESPONSE%20TO%20FURTHER%20INFORMATION%20OR%20SUBMISSIONS%20ACCEPTED%20BY%20THE%20EXAMINING%20AUTHORITY.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000587-Environment%20Agency%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20D1%20Response%20-%20ENVIRONMENT%20AGENCY%20RESPONSE%20TO%20FURTHER%20INFORMATION%20OR%20SUBMISSIONS%20ACCEPTED%20BY%20THE%20EXAMINING%20AUTHORITY.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000587-Environment%20Agency%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20D1%20Response%20-%20ENVIRONMENT%20AGENCY%20RESPONSE%20TO%20FURTHER%20INFORMATION%20OR%20SUBMISSIONS%20ACCEPTED%20BY%20THE%20EXAMINING%20AUTHORITY.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000593-The-Forestry-Commission-written-representations-(WR):-to-include-those-parts-of-the-application-with-which-they-agree-and-do-not-agree-supported-by-evidence-S04CE32CC.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000539-NGT%20-%20LVS%20-%20WR.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000605-Written%20Representation%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20NGET%2011.08.(224079633.1).pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000595-Deadline%201%20Written%20Representation%20Submitted%20on%20behalf%20of%20National%20Highways.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000596-Deadline%201%20Summary%20of%20Written%20Representation%20submitted%20on%20behalf%20of%20National%20Highways.pdf
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Examination Library 
Reference 

Relevant Representation Received From 

REP1-025 Natural England 

REP1-026 North Yorkshire Fire and Rescue Service 

REP1-027 Ouse & Derwent Internal Drainage Board 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000541-Natural%20England%20NSIP%20Written%20Representations%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%2011.08.2026.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000478-North-Yorkshire-Fire-and-Rescue-Service-comments-from-interested-parties-on:-SAA27DE8D.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000502-Second%20Response%20to%20Planning%20Inspectorate%20-%205%20August%202026.pdf
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2 The Applicant’s responses to statutory bodies 

2.1 Natural England  

Table 2.1.1 Applicant's Response to Natural England REP1-025 

ID Theme Relevant 

Representation 

reference 

Designated 

Sites / 

ecological 

impact  

Outstanding 

impact 

pathway 

Summary of 

outstanding issues 

at Relevant 

Representations  

Advice on how this can be 

addressed  

Applicant’s response  

WR-NE-001 Ecology and 

Biodiversity  

NE2 Lower Derwent 

Valley SPA and 

Ramsar and 

Humber Estuary 

SPA and 

Ramsar 

Noise 

disturbance 

impacts to birds 

using 

functionally 

linked land 

(Construction 

phase) 

Natural England 

advised that during 

the construction 

phase there was 

potential for 

disturbance to 

wintering and 

passage birds using 

the wetland bird 

mitigation area 

associated with Site 

1, as well as adjacent 

functionally linked 

land outwith the 

development 

boundary. 

Natural England and the Applicant 

are engaging on this topic outside of 

statutory consultation deadlines 

through Natural England's 

Discretionary Advice Service (DAS). 

 

As stated in The Applicant’s 

Response to Relevant 

Representations, dated June 2026. 

It is considered that this outstanding 

issue can be addressed through 

provision of further information to 

demonstrate the characteristics of 

the noise generated during 

construction of Site 1. Information on 

the piling methods, can be provided 

to demonstrate that the birds will not 

be subjected to disturbing ‘loud 

bangs’ during construction, along 

with a noise assessment that does 

not include ‘time corrections’ to 

demonstrate the level of noise above 

the baseline at source. 

 

Due to the size and capacity of the 

mitigation provision, we consider it is 

likely this issue can be sufficiently 

addressed with these additional 

clarifications. We will review the 

revisions when 

The Applicant welcomes Natural England's 

continued engagement on this matter.   

  

These matters were discussed in the meeting 20 

May 2026, and Natural England welcomed the 

updated changes proposed by the Applicant to be 

added to the Shadow Habitats Regulations 

Assessment (sHRA). Natural England is currently 

reviewing the updated sHRA [updated alongside 

this submission], and the Applicant will continue to 

engage and consult with Natural England throughout 

this process until Natural England is satisfied that all 

relevant matters regarding noise disturbance have 

been appropriately addressed and Natural England 

have all information required within the updated 

sHRA [updated alongside this submission] to 

conclude no adverse impacts on the integrity of the 

associated SPA and Ramsar sites.  

 

The Applicant agrees with Natural England, that the 

size and design of the mitigation area for non-

breeding birds will be able to sufficiently resolve the 

matters raised.  

 

WR-NE-002 Ecology and 

Biodiversity  

 

EMF  

NE5 Humber Estuary 

SAC and 

Ramsar 

River and Sea 

Lamprey 

(Operational 

phase) 

Natural England 

advised that the 

documents did not 

secure the 

precautionary 

mitigation for impacts 

Natural England and the Applicant 

are engaging on this topic outside of 

statutory consultation deadlines 

through Natural England's 

Discretionary Advice Service (DAS). 

 

The Outline Construction Environmental 

Management Plan (oCEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] includes the additional mitigation 

requested and also includes provision for Natural 

England to be consulted on these specific matters. 

 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000541-Natural%20England%20NSIP%20Written%20Representations%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%2011.08.2026.pdf
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ID Theme Relevant 

Representation 

reference 

Designated 

Sites / 

ecological 

impact  

Outstanding 

impact 

pathway 

Summary of 

outstanding issues 

at Relevant 

Representations  

Advice on how this can be 

addressed  

Applicant’s response  

of Electromagnetic 

Fields (EMF) on 

migrating lamprey 

associated with 

designated sites. 

As stated in The Applicant’s 

Response to Relevant 

Representations, dated June 2026, it 

has been agreed that the 

requirement to include additional 

mitigation for lamprey will be 

secured in the outline Construction 

Environmental Management Plan 

(CEMP) rather than in the Project 

Design Requirements. Natural 

England will review the updated 

CEMP document when this is 

submitted to the Examination. 

 

Considering this amendment, 

discharge of the CEMP requirement 

should be undertaken in consultation 

with Natural England, and we 

request this is secured within the 

DCO wording for Requirement 12, 

Schedule 2. 

An update to Requirement 12 is not required, as NE 

does not need to be consulted on the plan as a 

whole. 

 

 

WR-NE-003 Ecology and 

Biodiversity  

NE9 Burr Closes, 

Selby SSSI 

Impacts from 

construction 

dust 

(Construction 

phase) 

Natural England 

advised that 

nationally designated 

site Burr Closes, 

Selby SSSI should 

be identified as an 

ecological receptor in 

the CEMP due to its 

proximity to the 

proposed cable 

route. 

It is acknowledged that in in The 

Applicant’s Response to Relevant 

Representations, dated June 2026, it 

is stated that specific ecological 

receptors will not be specified in the 

CEMP, but instead the stated 

measures will be applied to the full 

order limits. 

 

While we consider it is preferred 

practise to identify sensitive 

receptors in the CEMP and advise 

on specific measures that will be 

required to prevent impacts. 

However we considered the 

proposed measures to be sufficient 

to mitigate impacts to Burr Closes, 

Selby SSSI, and as they are to be 

applied to the full order limits we do 

not consider that additional changes 

will make a material difference to the 

The Applicant acknowledges this comment.  
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ID Theme Relevant 

Representation 

reference 

Designated 

Sites / 

ecological 

impact  

Outstanding 

impact 

pathway 

Summary of 

outstanding issues 

at Relevant 

Representations  

Advice on how this can be 

addressed  

Applicant’s response  

outcome of the decision making 

process. 

 

We are broadly satisfied that these 

mitigation measures are secured in 

the requirements of the DCO under 

Requirement 12, Schedule 2. 

WR-NE-004 Soils and 

Agricultural 

Land  

NE13 BMV land and 

soils 

(Agricultural al 

Land 

Classification on 

survey) 

N/A Natural England 

provided advice on 

the Agricultural Land 

Classification (ALC) 

survey submitted to 

the examination 

(dated February 

2026). Specific 

concerns related to 

the criteria that was 

used to distinguish 

temporary and 

permanent loss, and 

the cumulative loss of 

BMV soils 

We note that The Applicant’s 

Response to Relevant 

Representations provides 

clarification on the project’s 

approach. Engagement between the 

Applicant and Natural England has 

also been undertaken for this topic 

though Natural England’s DAS since 

the submission of the Relevant 

Representation. 

Following the clarifications Natural 

England do not have any further 

advice to give on the topic of BMV 

soil assessment, and advise that the 

loss of soils for this project alone 

and cumulatively should be 

considered by the Planning 

Inspectorate as part of the DCO 

decision making process. 

The Applicant acknowledges this comment. 

WR-NE-005 Soils and 

Agricultural 

Land  

NE14 BMV land and 

soils (outline 

Soil 

Management 

Plan) 

 Natural England 

provided advice on 

the outline Soil 

Management Plan 

(SMP) submitted to 

the examination 

(dated February 

2026). Specific 

concerns were raised 

on the detail provided 

to ensure protection 

for soils during 

construction, and 

information on 

stockpiling (including 

stockpile locations). 

We acknowledge that in The 

Applicant’s Response to Relevant 

Representations it is stated that 

additional information will be 

provided in the outline SMP on 

machinery selection principles, and 

to describe the broad principles of 

stockpile construction, management 

and siting. We also acknowledge the 

clarification that the Outline 

Decommissioning Environmental 

Management Plan (DEMP) includes 

a commitment to restoring all 

agricultural land within the Order 

Limits to pre-construction condition. 

We welcome that this is secured 

The Outline Decommissioning Environmental 

Management Plan (oDEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] and Outline Soil Resource 

Management Plan [updated alongside this 

submission] have been updated to confirm these 

details. 
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ID Theme Relevant 

Representation 

reference 

Designated 

Sites / 

ecological 

impact  

Outstanding 

impact 

pathway 

Summary of 

outstanding issues 

at Relevant 

Representations  

Advice on how this can be 

addressed  

Applicant’s response  

We also requested 

clarification on the 

statement that ‘soils 

will be reinstated to 

their ecological 

baseline’, and 

whether this applied 

to the full ecological 

baseline. 

within the draft DCO in Requirement 

19, Schedule 2 and that it is stated 

that the final DEMP should be in 

accordance with the outline DEMP. 

 

We will review the additions made to 

the outline SMP when this is 

submitted to the Examination. We 

welcome that Requirement 17, 

Schedule 2 of the draft DCO secures 

production of the final SMP, and 

states this must be in line with the 

submitted outline SMP. 
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2.2 Environment Agency 

Table 2.2.1 Applicant's Response to Environment Agency REP1-018 and REP1-019 

ID Theme EA Reference Comment   Applicant’s response  

REP1-018 

WR-EA-001 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA28 BESS and 

Substation Interaction 

with Water Table 

Having reviewed 07.01 Crossings Schedule [PDA-013], this 

does not introduce any material changes to issue EA28 which 

we raised within our Relevant Representation [RR-0419]. We 

note that approximately fifteen crossings proposed for 

trenchless methods, which may employ trenchless methods, lie 

within groundwater Source Protection Zone 3 associated with 

public water abstractions at Thorpe Willoughby and the 

majority of these are in areas with no superficial cover. 

 

The Applicant should ensure that Hydrogeological Risk Impact 

Assessments (including water feature surveys) are undertaken 

to inform the design of all trenchless crossings and that 

trenchless works are carried out in accordance with a drilling 

fluid breakout plan to manage the risks of water pollution 

resulting from trenchless drilling activities. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Chapter 15 of the ES [updated alongside this submission] 

incorporates this change. 

 

It is noted that the actual commitment to the Hydrogeological Risk 

Assessment and a breakout plan is already incorporated into the 

Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan (oCEMP) 

[updated alongside this submission].  

WR-EA-002 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA51 Functional 

Floodplain 

Having reviewed Figure 15.10 Risk of Flooding from Rivers 

and Seas [PDA-011], we have no comments to make on the 

extent of Flood Zones 2 and 3, under current conditions. 

 

However, the Flood Zone mapping with climate change extent 

shown appears blocky and is not characteristic of a modelled 

flood outline. This is likely because detailed Flood Map for 

Planning climate change data is not available for this area. As 

such, the climate change outline presented does not appear to 

represent future fluvial flood risk based on detailed hydraulic 

modelling. 

 

The Applicant has undertaken detailed hydraulic modelling of 

the River Aire, River Ouse, and several smaller Ordinary 

Watercourses within Site 1 and Site 2. This modelling 

incorporates an appropriate climate change allowance in line 

with the vulnerability classification of the development. We 

have reviewed this modelling and all comments previously 

raised have been satisfactorily addressed. We therefore 

consider the models suitable for assessing flood risk 

associated with the proposed development. On this basis, the 

presentation of the climate change flood extent in Figure 15.10 

does not affect the conclusions of the Applicant's Flood Risk 

ES Volume 2, Figure 15.10 [updated alongside this submission] 

updated as part of the Deadline 2 submission to correct the 

symbology of climate change extents. The FRA [updated alongside 

this submission] has also been updated as part of the Deadline 2 

submission to include further details on Flood Zone 3b. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000587-Environment%20Agency%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20D1%20Response%20-%20ENVIRONMENT%20AGENCY%20RESPONSE%20TO%20FURTHER%20INFORMATION%20OR%20SUBMISSIONS%20ACCEPTED%20BY%20THE%20EXAMINING%20AUTHORITY.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000586-Environment%20Agency%20Light%20Valley%20Solar%20D1%20Response%20-%20ENVIRONMENT%20AGENCY%20RESPONSE%20TO%20THE%20APPLICANT%E2%80%99S%20RESPONSES%20TO%20RELEVANT%20REPRESENTATIONS.pdf
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ID Theme EA Reference Comment   Applicant’s response  

Assessment, as the assessment is based on detailed site-

specific hydraulic modelling rather than the Flood Map for 

Planning with climate change applied. We are therefore raising 

this point for awareness only, as other interested parties may 

make similar observations regarding the mapping presented. 

The Applicant may wish to consider adding a note to Figure 

15.10 explaining the source and limitations of the climate 

change flood extent shown. However, from a technical 

perspective, we do not consider this absolutely necessary. 

 

Figure 15.10 does not show the extent of Flood Zone 3b 

(Functional Floodplain). It should be noted that the 

Environment Agency's Flood Map for Planning does not 

distinguish between Flood Zone 3a and Flood Zone 3b. The 

delineation of Flood Zone 3b is ultimately a matter for the Local 

Planning Authority, although hydraulic modelling and other 

supporting evidence may be used to inform this determination. 

 

Based on the Applicant's hydraulic modelling, all above-ground 

development associated with the River Aire and River Ouse is 

located outside the Functional Floodplain. The only element of 

the development located within the Functional Floodplain is the 

cable corridor crossing beneath the River Ouse. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

REP1-019 

WR-EA-003 EMF EA01 Electromagnetic 

Fields 

 

We understand that assessments are undertaken on a worst-

case scenario basis. We are pleased to see that the outline 

Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) 

[APP192] will be updated to confirm that the detailed CEMP 

will need to set out the electromagnetic field mitigation 

measures that have been deployed and explain how that has 

taken account of the latest research and practice on this 

matter. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] has been updated 

as indicated by the EA. 

WR-EA-004 Biodiversity and 

Ecology  

EA03 Fish Spawning 

and Migration Periods 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] will be 

updated to remove noncommittal wording and to provide 

further detail on timings of works and mitigation. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes these 

changes. 

WR-EA-005 Biodiversity and 

Ecology  

EA04 Lamprey Migration 

Period 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] and 

the Shadow Habitats Regulations Assessment [APP-223] will 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and the Shadow 
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ID Theme EA Reference Comment   Applicant’s response  

be updated to include the correct river lamprey and sea 

lamprey migration periods. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Habitats Regulations Assessment (SHRA) [updated alongside 

this submission] include these changes. 

WR-EA-006 Biodiversity and 

Ecology  

EA06 Culverts In respect of fish, our position remains that culverts should be 

avoided and that open-span crossings should be prioritised. 

However, we understand the position laid out by the Applicant 

in their response. We will await the detailed design consultation 

on the specifics of each crossing in the Protective Provisions in 

the draft Development Consent Order (DCO) [APP-017] and 

note the commitment to preserve the natural watercourse bed 

in the DCO Requirements. 

 

In respect of otters, we note the Applicant’s comments 

regarding foreseen impacts to otter crossing the Selby Dam, 

and are pleased to see confirmation that replacement or new 

culverts will be designed to ensure that they allow for passage 

of mammals. We look forward to seeing the additional detail 

which is to be added to the outline CEMP [APP-192]. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] confirms these 

details. 

 

The Applicant has made two minor amendments to the Protective 

Provisions in the Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] 

at the EA’s request at Deadline 2. The Applicant confirms that the 

Protective Provisions included at Part 4 of Schedule 15 of the Draft 

DCO are agreed between the parties.  

 

The Applicant confirms the specifics of each crossing will be 

determined at detailed design and the EA will consider these as 

appropriate pursuant to the Protective Provisions.  

WR-EA-007 Biodiversity and 

Ecology  

EA07 Open-Cut 

Trenching 

We are pleased to see the Applicant has committed to 

incorporating reinstatement of bankside habitats into the 

outline CEMP [APP-192], as we recommended. 

 

This issue will remain outstanding until Table 3-13 of the 

outline CEMP [APP-192] has been updated to include the 

additional detail described in [PDA-014]. 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes the 

additional detail described in [PDA-014]. 

WR-EA-008 Biodiversity and 

Ecology  

EA08 Otter and Water 

Vole Mitigation During 

Decommissioning 

We are pleased to see the Applicant has committed to adding 

otter and water vole avoidance and mitigation measures into 

the outline Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan 

(DEMP) [APP-194]. 

 

This issue will remain outstanding until the outline DEMP [APP-

194] has been updated. 

The Outline Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan 

(oDEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes otter and 

water vole avoidance and mitigation measures. 

WR-EA-009 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA09 Wheel Washing We are pleased to see the outline Operational Environmental 

Management Plan (OEMP) [APP-193] will be updated to 

include further details of how wash water will be managed to 

ensure contaminants do not enter local watercourses. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Operational Environmental Management Plan 

(oOEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes further 

details of how wash water will be managed to ensure contaminants 

do not enter local watercourses. 

WR-EA-010 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA10 Foul Waste 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192], 

outline OEMP [APP-193], outline DEMP [APP-194] and 

The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission], the outline 
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ID Theme EA Reference Comment   Applicant’s response  

Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage Strategy [APP-182] will be 

updated to include further details on how foul drainage will be 

managed to ensure contaminants do not enter local 

watercourses. We are also pleased to see that the 

discrepancies between the documents on foul water and 

effluent will be corrected, and that Table 7-1 within Appendix 

15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water Framework 

Directive) Compliance Assessment [APP-180] will be updated 

to consider potential impacts from welfare facilities. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Operational Environmental Management Plan (oOEMP) [updated 

alongside this submission], the outline Decommissioning 

Environmental Management Plan (oDEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission], ES Volume 3, Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage 

Strategy [updated alongside this submission] and Appendix 15.2 

Water Environment Regulations (Water Framework Directive) 

Compliance Assessment [updated alongside this submission] 

incorporated the requested amendments and clarifications.  

WR-EA-011 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA11 Sealed Drainage 

System 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage 

Strategy [APP-182], the outline OEMP [APP-193] and the 

outline Battery Safety Management Plan (BSMP) [APP-196] 

will be updated to clarify that the Battery Energy Storage 

System (BESS) will be fully sealed. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

ES Volume 3, Appendix 15.4: Outline Drainage Strategy [updated 

alongside this submission], outline Operational Environmental 

Management Plan (oOEMP) [updated alongside this submission] 

and the Outline Battery Safety Management Plan (oBSMP) 

[updated alongside this submission] clarify that the Battery Energy 

Storage System (BESS) will be fully sealed. 

WR-EA-012 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA12 Valves and 

Penstocks 

 

We note the Applicant’s comments regarding how the 

automated fire suppression systems do not necessarily form 

part of design as the units may be designed to burn out. 

 

We will review the updated Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Assessment [APP-180] once available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The applicant notes this comment. The updated Appendix 15.2 

Water Environment Regulations (Water Framework Directive) 

Compliance Assessment [updated alongside this submission] is 

included within the Deadline 2 submission and includes information 

on these points.  

WR-EA-013 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA13 BESS and 

Substation Drainage 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage 

Strategy [APP-182], the outline CEMP [APP-192] and outline 

OEMP [APP-193] will be updated to include further details on 

drainage. 

 

We note the use of ‘sentinel’ monitoring systems will be 

considered at detailed design stage. We would encourage the 

Applicant to adopt these systems at the discharge point for the 

proposed Solar Development Site 4 Substation Compound, 

which is sited above a superficial Secondary A aquifer. 

 

We note that the Applicant states “the same measures 

included within the BESS in relation to a fire event would not 

be employed at the sub-stations as it is assumed that the 

mitigation measures associated with preventing leaks/spills to 

surface water will prevent groundwater contamination”. We 

request further details of the systems to be put in place to 

Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage Strategy (oDS) [APP-182], the 

oCEMP [updated alongside this submission] and the outline 

Operational Environmental Management Plan (oOEMP) [updated 

alongside this submission] have been updated as part of the 

Deadline 2 submission to confirm these details. 

 

The Applicant has revised text for clarity and added the following 

paragraphs to Section 5.5 of the oDS [updated alongside this 

submission]:  
 

“The detailed drainage design will make provision for the containment 

of potentially contaminated runoff arising from a reasonable worst-

case pollution incident, including a fire involving oil-filled electrical 

plant (e.g. transformers). The drainage network will also incorporate 

appropriate means of isolation to prevent the uncontrolled release of 

potentially contaminated water to surface or groundwaters, unless 
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prevent pollutant release in the event of a reasonable worst-

case major incident such as an oil-filled transformer fire, should 

it be anticipated that the drainage design for managing higher 

risk areas of the Substations as described in Section 5.5.7 of 

Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage Strategy [APP-182] not be 

sufficient to address this occurrence. We note Section 5.5.9 of 

this document states that “where no mains drainage is 

available, treated surface water can be discharged via 

soakaway providing appropriate containment and management 

measures are in place”. This would introduce the potential for 

pollutants to be discharged from the Substation drainage 

systems directly into groundwater. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

demonstrated to be safe following appropriate testing, applying the 

principles set out in paragraphs 5.4.10 – 5.4.11.  

 

In the event of a reasonable worst-case scenario, such as a fire 

involving an oil-filled transformer, potentially contaminated firewater 

will be retained on-site. The required containment measures will be 

determined at detailed design through a risk-based assessment 

undertaken in accordance with relevant good practice, such as CIRIA 

C376 ‘Containment systems for the prevention of pollution’. The 

required firewater containment measures and capacity will be 

determined at detailed design, taking account of anticipated firewater 

volumes and available containment within the transformer bunds. 

Where available containment volumes are insufficient, additional 

containment will be provided.” 

 

The Applicant considers that these updates together with the 

additional details provide the clarity sought by the EA.  

WR-EA-014 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA14 Testing of 

Firewater 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage 

Strategy [APP-182] and the outline BSMP [APP-196] will be 

updated to include specific detail on the water quality testing 

proposed for BESS firewater runoff. 

 

We note the Applicant’s confirmation that the suppression 

system would only discharge water. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage Strategy [updated alongside this 

submission] and the outline Battery Safety Management Plan 

(oBSMP) [updated alongside this submission] include the 

requested details. 

WR-EA-015 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA15 Disposal of 

Firewater 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Assessment [APP-180] will be updated. 

 

We note that further details will be included in the detailed 

BSMP. 

Appendix 15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water 

Framework Directive) Compliance Assessment [updated 

alongside this submission] has been updated as part of the 

Deadline 2 submission. 

 

The outline Battery Safety Management Plan (oBSMP) [updated 

alongside this submission] also includes the further details 

requested. 

WR-EA-016 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

A16 Post-Incident 

Recovery Plan 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Assessment [APP-180] and the outline BSMP [APP-196] will 

be updated to include further detail on the post-incident 

recovery plan. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Appendix 15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water 

Framework Directive) Compliance Assessment [APP-180] and the 

outline Battery Safety Management Plan (oBSMP) [updated 

alongside this submission] include further detail on post-incident 

recovery matters. 
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WR-EA-017 Battery Safety  EA17 Storage and 

Disposal of Batteries 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline BSMP [APP-196] will be 

updated to include further detail on the removal and disposal of 

damaged equipment. 

 

We note the comment that states the detailed BSMP will be 

substantially in accordance with the outline BSMP [APP-196]. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Battery Safety Management Plan (oBSMP) [updated 

alongside this submission] includes further detail on the removal 

and disposal of damaged equipment. 

WR-EA-018 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA18 Construction 

Methodology 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192], will 

be updated to include details on fuel and oil storage and 

disposal of water from concrete during construction. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes details on 

fuel and oil storage and disposal of water from concrete during 

construction as requested.  

WR-EA-019 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA19 Spill Mitigation 

During Operation and 

Decommissioning 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline Pollution and Spillage 

Response Plan (PSRP) [APP198] will be updated to ensure 

consistence across other management plans. 

 

This issue remains outstanding, 

The applicant notes this comment The Outline Pollution and 

Spillage Response Plan (oPSRP) [updated alongside this 

submission] has been updated to ensure the requested consistency.  

WR-EA-020 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA20 Storage of 

Substances during 

Decommissioning 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline DEMP [APP-194] will be 

updated. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The applicant notes this comment. The outline Decommissioning 

Environmental Management Plan (DEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] has been updated as part of the Deadline 2 

submission to deal with this point.  

WR-EA-021 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA21 Mitigation in WER 

Compliance Assessment 

 

We are pleased to see that Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Assessment [APP-180] and the outline PSRP [APP-198] will be 

updated. 

 

This issue remains outstanding 

Appendix 15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water 

Framework Directive) Compliance Assessment [APP-180] and the 

Outline Pollution and Spillage Response Plan (oPSRP) [updated 

alongside this submission] have been updated as part of the 

Deadline 2 submission to deal with this point.  

WR-EA-022 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA22 Commitments 

Register 

 

The Applicant’s comments on the deliberately limited scope of 

the Commitments Register [APP-145], and that the 

management plans are the key mechanism to secure the 

mitigation for each phase is noted. 

 

We are pleased to see that a Per- and polyfluoroalkyl 

substances (PFAS) commitment will be added to Appendix 1.3 

Commitments Register [APP-145]. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Appendix 1.3 Commitments Register [updated alongside this 

submission] includes the PFAS commitment as requested.  

WR-EA-023 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA23 Drainage during 

Decommissioning 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] and 

outline OEMP [APP-193] will be updated to explicitly reference 

the potential need for a Water Discharge Activity Permit. 

 

The outline Construction Environmental Management plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and outline 

Operational Environmental Management Plan (oOEMP) [updated 
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We note the Applicant’s comment regarding coverage of 

surface water drainage within the outline DEMP [APP-194]. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

alongside this submission] have been updated to confirm these 

details. 

WR-EA-024 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA24 Water Quality 

Monitoring 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline PSRP [APP-198], 

outline CEMP [APP-192], outline OEMP [APP-193] and outline 

DEMP [APP-194] will be updated to include a commitment for 

a monitoring plan. 

 

We note that the Applicant’s response references Table 3-3. 

We assume this to be an error and believe the correct 

reference would be Table 3-13 of the outline CEMP [APP-192]. 

 

We request a clear securing mechanism for Environment 

Agency review and approval of the PSRP. Although this is 

outlined as a commitment within Section 2.13.1 of the outline 

CEMP [APP-192] (and therefore understood to be secured 

under the DCO), it does not currently state that this would be 

subject to review and comment by the Environment Agency. 

We request this document to be updated to confirm this. 

 

Further details of monitoring proposals would be preferred at 

this stage, but we acknowledge that the detailed CEMP, OEMP 

and DEMP to be produced post-consent will provide full details 

and be subject to review and comment by the Environment 

Agency. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Pollution and Spillage Response Plan (oPSRP) 

[updated alongside this submission], outline Construction 

Environmental Management Plan (oCEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission], outline Operational Environmental Manaement 

Plan (oOEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and outline 

Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (oDEMP) 

[updated alongside this submission] have been updated to confirm 

the requested information. 

WR-EA-025 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA25 Pollution Policy 

and Guidance 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] and 

Appendix 15.4 Outline Drainage Strategy [APP-182] will be 

updated to ensure the correct pollution policy and guidance is 

cited. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and Appendix 15.4 

Outline Drainage Strategy (oDS) [updated alongside this 

submission] refer to the correct pollution policy and guidance. 

WR-EA-026 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA27 Impact on 

Groundwater 

Abstractions 

 

We note that groundwater abstractions are attributed sensitivity 

and importance criteria in Table 15-9 of Chapter 15 - Water 

Resources and Flood Risk [APP-053]. We consider 

abstractions for agricultural use (i.e. potentially for food 

production purposes) and unlicensed abstractions for potable 

use should be considered to be high sensitivity rather than 

medium sensitivity. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

ES Chapter 15 [updated alongside this submission] and 

Appendix 15.3 [updated alongside this submission] have been 

updated to incorporate this change. 
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WR-EA-027 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA28 BESS and 

Substation Interaction 

with Water Table 

 

We note the Applicant’s comments on dewatering and 

adherence with abstraction and discharge regulations. We also 

note that ground investigation will confirm presence/absence of 

groundwater within foundation depth range post-consent. 

 

We look forward to reviewing the updated outline CEMP [APP-

192] when this is available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] has been updated 

to reflect discussions with the EA.  

WR-EA-028 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA29 Retaining Access 

to Monitoring and 

Sampling Points 

 

The Hydrology Data Explorer shows the presence of two 

groundwater level monitoring stations with continuous 

monitoring within 1km of the draft Order Limits, at Riccal 

Approach and Hambleton. 

 

Our records show a hydrometric monitoring site at Hambleton 

WPC Works lies within the proposed Grid Connection Corridor. 

Other monitoring sites are present within 250m of the draft 

Order Limits: 

• Birkin Drift (observation borehole) 

• Peel Hall Farm Drift (observation borehole) 

 

Chapter 15 - Water Resources and Flood Risk [APP-053] 

should be updated to include the above information. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

ES Chapter 15 [updated alongside this submission] and Figure 

15.4 [updated alongside this submission] have been updated to 

add details, noting that one hydrometric monitoring point has been 

added to the five already included. 

WR-EA-029 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA30 Retention of 

Cables Post-

Decommissioning 

 

We note the Applicant’s comments regarding the need for 

flexibility. 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] will be 

updated to include a commitment relating to cable construction, 

as requested. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] has been updated 

as part of the Deadline 2 submission to deal with this issue. 

WR-EA-030 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA32 Thermal Pollution 

of Groundwater 

 

We discussed the proposed approach to thermal pollution of 

groundwater with the Applicant in a meeting on 22 June 2026. 

We look forward to reviewing further details of this approach in 

due course. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Meeting to discuss assessment of thermal effects of cables 

undertaken on Monday 22 June with the EA. The Applicant agreed to 

share a Technical Note with the EA, production of which is in 

progress. 

WR-EA-031 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA33 WER Waterbodies 

within the Study Area 

 

We are pleased to see that additional waterbodies will be 

added to Table 6-1 of Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Appendix 15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water 

Framework Directive) Compliance Assessment [updated 
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Assessment [APP-180]. However, the Applicant should provide 

justification for screening out the Derwent Sherwood 

Sandstone. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

alongside this submission] includes justification for screening out 

the groundwater body. 

WR-EA-032 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA34 Dewatering and 

GWDTEs 

 

We note the Applicant’s response but would like to point out 

that trenchless crossings may require local dewatering of 

launch and reception pits, which could affect Burr Closes SSSI 

if unmitigated. The Applicant should consider this further. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

ES Chapter 15 [updated alongside this submission] incorporates 

this change. 

WR-EA-033 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA35 BESS and 

Substation Interaction 

with Bedrock 

 

We will review the updated outline CEMP [APP-192] once 

available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] has been updated 

as part of the Deadline 2 submission to deal with this issue. 

WR-EA-034 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA36 Omission of 

Groundwater Units 

 

We acknowledge the Applicant’s response, however we 

request that Section 4.3.3 of Appendix 15.2 Water Environment 

Regulations (Water Framework Directive) Compliance 

Assessment [APP-180] is updated so that it directs the reader 

to Chapter 15 - Water Resources and Flood Risk [APP-053] for 

full details of the geological setting of the Proposed 

Development. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

Appendix 15.2 Water Environment Regulations (Water 

Framework Directive) Compliance Assessment [updated 

alongside this submission] has been updated to include the 

additional cross reference to the relevant section of Chapter 15 

[updated alongside this submission]. 

WR-EA-035 Agricultural 

Land and Soils 

EA37 Historic Worked 

Ground 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] and 

Appendix 1.3 Commitments Register [APP-145] will be 

updated to commit to avoidance or investigation and 

remediation where necessary of any areas of historic ground 

working. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and Appendix 1.3 

Commitments Register [updated alongside this submission] 

have been updated confirm these details. 

WR-EA-036 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA38 Infiltration into the 

Cable Trench 

 

We acknowledge that assessment of existing contamination 

was scoped out of the Environment Statement (ES) 

assessment at scoping stage. 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] and 

Appendix 1.3 Commitments Register [APP-145] will be 

updated to correct the reference to the ‘pipeline’. We will 

review these updated documents once available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and Appendix 1.3 

Commitments Register [updated alongside this submission] 

include this correction. 
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WR-EA-037 Agricultural 

Land and Soils 

EA39 Watching Brief 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline CEMP [APP-192] will be 

updated to clearly state that construction personnel will be 

provided briefings and toolbox talks which will identify visual 

and olfactory indicators of contamination and the need to 

implement protocols when these are encountered, as 

requested. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(oCEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes these 

requested details.  

WR-EA-038 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA41 Decommissioning 

of Cable Trench 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline DEMP [APP-194] will be 

updated to include a commitment for appropriate mitigation to 

be applied for impermeable structures such as clay stanks 

where removal of cabling is taken forward. We will review the 

updated document once available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan 

(oDEMP) [updated alongside this submission] includes these 

requested details. 

WR-EA-039 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA42 Roles and 

Responsibilities 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline DEMP [APP-194] and 

outline PSRP [APP-198] will be updated to clarify details 

surrounding roles and responsibilities. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The outline Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan 

(oDEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and oPSRP 

[updated alongside this submission] include these details. 

WR-EA-040 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA43 Pollution Incidents 

 

We are pleased to see that the outline PSRP [APP-198] will be 

updated to include further details on issues including 

application of pesticides and/or herbicides, and management 

and maintenance of oil/water interceptors, if present. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Outline Pollution and Spillage Response Plan (oPSRP) 

[updated alongside this submission] has been updated to include 

these details. 

WR-EA-041 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA45 Flood Defences 

 

The Applicant has said that they seek confirmation that the 

reservoir referenced is that at Wistow. We can confirm that this 

is correct. The Environment Agency’s National Infrastructure 

Team do not hold any further information to be able to supply 

to the Applicant for their review, however our Estates Team 

may do so. We understand that the Applicant is already liaising 

with our Estates Team and therefore we would suggest that 

they discuss this matter with them. 

The Applicant is grateful for the confirmation that the flood storage 

reservoir is that at Wistow. The Applicant notes that the Estates Team 

may be contacted for further information and will contact them to 

establish whether any additional information is available.  

 

In any event the associated flood defence has been considered by 

the Applicant, and an assessment of interactions is included within 

paragraph 7.2.6 of ES Volume 3, Appendix 15.1: Flood Risk 

Assessment (FRA) [updated alongside this submission]. 

Appendix 15.1: Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) [updated 

alongside this submission] and the outline Construction 

Environmental Management Plan (oCEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] consider relevant mitigation and management 

measures to avoid works being undertaken during flood conditions, 

as appropriate, and the implementation of a FWEP as outlined in 

Section 8.3 of Appendix 15.1 Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) 

[updated alongside this submission]. 
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WR-EA-042 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA47 Solar PV Panel 

Freeboard 

 

We do not agree with the Applicant’s response to this issue. 

 

Whilst solar panels can be placed within the floodplain, the 

panels themselves should not be inundated in the design flood 

event. Where panels are located within the design flood extent 

(such as Site 1), they should be raised such that the panels 

themselves remain above flood levels. This would normally 

involve applying a minimum freeboard (e.g. 300mm) above the 

modelled design water level which in the context of Essential 

Infrastructure would be the 1% (1 in 100) Annual Exceedance 

Probability (AEP) plus higher central climate change scenario 

to define the minimum height of the lowest leading edge of the 

panels. This allowance accounts for uncertainties in hydraulic 

modelling, as well as factors such as debris during flood 

events. 

 

Alternatively, it would be reasonable to suggest that the panels 

are placed so the lowest leading edge is just above the 1% (1 

in 100) AEP plus credible maximum (upper) climate change 

water level. The levels of the panels can vary above this 

freeboard level, however it must be ensured that they are not 

placed below this threshold with respect to the design flood. 

This position is supported by the Overarching National Policy 

Statement for Energy (EN-1). Paragraph 5.8.7 states that new 

energy infrastructure should be designed to remain operational 

during flood events, while paragraph 5.8.12 highlights the need 

to safely manage flow conveyance and avoid adverse impacts 

from obstruction or deflection. If the solar panels themselves 

were inundated during the design flood event, this would likely 

compromise their operability. In addition, inundated panels 

could increase blockage potential within the floodplain and not 

just present a storage loss, with potential implications for flood 

flow routes and potential off-site impacts. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Applicant confirms the FRA [updated alongside this 

submission] has been updated and includes the commitment to 

apply these parameters where solar panels interact with the design 

flood event (Solar Development Site 1).  

 

The Design Parameters and Commitments Document [updated 

alongside this submission] also reflects this commitment.  

 

As stated in the outline Operational Environmental Management 

Plan (oOEMP) [updated alongside this submission] inspections 

shall be undertaken following flood events or other extreme weather 

conditions to identify damage and remove debris where necessary to 

maintain flood conveyance and ensure flood risk is not increased. 

WR-EA-043 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA48 Offsite Flood Risk 

 

A key concern, linked to our comments on freeboard for the 

solar PV panels (EA47 Solar PV Panel Freeboard) is that some 

of the solar panels themselves, and not just the support legs, 

may be inundated during the design flood event. In addition to 

the loss of storage and implications for operability, inundated 

solar PV panels could act as a more significant obstruction to 

flow, with potential to increase flood risk offsite. We welcome 

the additional volumetric assessment undertaken in relation to 

the hydraulically connected floodplain, which is helpful. 

 

The Applicant confirms that Section 6.3 of the FRA [updated 

alongside this submission], which contains this assessment, has 

been updated with the following text: 
 

"Furthermore, the solar panels on Solar Development Site 1 will be 

raised in accordance with the parameters set out in Paragraph 4.2.13 

so that the bottom panel edge is above the flood level associated with 

the design event plus 300mm freeboard or the credible maximum 

scenario, whichever is greater. Alternatively, their locations will be 

reviewed and reasonably adjusted where practical to position them 



 

Light Valley Solar – The Applicant’s Response to Submissions Received at Deadline 1 – Statutory Bodies 

September 2026 

 

22 
 

ID Theme EA Reference Comment   Applicant’s response  

We also acknowledge the limitations of explicitly modelling 

solar panel support columns due to their relatively small scale 

and sub-grid resolution. However, uncertainties remain 

particularly in the context of inundated solar PV panels which 

would act as a more significant barrier to flow. The solar PV 

panels themselves should be raised above the design flood 

level within Site 1 as noted within our response to EA47 and 

any volumetric and level change calculations should be 

updated to reflect this change. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

outside of the flood envelope as the design progresses. This will 

further reduce the volume and risk of any displacement and will 

ensure resilience against flooding." 

 

The Applicant considers this alongside the revised assessment of the 

connected floodplain and the application of freeboard parameters, 

addresses the Environment Agency's concern.  

WR-EA-044 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA49 Land Raising 

 

The Applicant must ensure that sufficient wording is included 

within Design Parameters and Commitments [APP-217]. We 

would welcome further discussions on this matter with the 

Applicant, in particular around whether this matter needs to be 

secured by a separate DCO Requirement. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Applicant confirms that the outline Construction 

Environmental Management Plan (oCEMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] and FRA [updated alongside this submission] 

have been updated with the following text:  
 

“Localised changes to ground levels will only be undertaken where 

necessary for the safe and effective installation of infrastructure. Any 

proposed changes will be assessed through detailed design to 

confirm that existing overland flow routes will remain functional and 

that flood risk will not be increased elsewhere. The location, extent 

and associated mitigation for any such changes will be set out in the 

detailed CEMP prior to the relevant works commencing.” 

 

The Applicant considers that this addresses the EA’s concerns, 

noting that the EA will be consulted on the detailed CEMP prior to its 

finalisation. 

WR-EA-045 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA51 Functional 

Floodplain 

 

The Applicant’s response notes that the Proposed 

Development is classified as Essential Infrastructure for which 

the exception test applies in Flood Zone 3a and Flood Zone 3b. 

Flood Zone 3b data is not available in the Strategic Flood Risk 

Assessment (SFRA), however, the Environment Agency’s 

definition of functional floodplain has been used to define the 

southern washlands (now removed from the order limits) as 

Flood Zone 3b. This seems reasonable. 

 

We ask that the Applicant confirms if any aspects of built 

development fall within the Functional Floodplain for Site 1 

based on the Lower Ouse and Wharf Washlands model output 

data. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

With reference to the probabilistic definition for functional floodplain 

(Flood Zone 3b), the Applicant confirms that the available 1 in 30-year 

(3.3% AEP) defended model results for the Lower Ouse and Wharf 

Washlands indicate that Solar Development Site 1 is not subject to 

fluvial flooding during this event with flood extents limited to areas 

west of the A19 road. Therefore, no built development is understood 

to fall within the functional floodplain on SDS 1. Figures showing the 1 

in 30-year flood extents will be provided to support this conclusion 

between DL2 and DL3.  

WR-EA-046 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA52 Fencing 

 

We are pleased to see that the Design Parameters and 

Commitments [APP-217] will be updated to state that where 

The Design Parameters and Commitments document [updated 

alongside this submission] includes these details. 
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fencing intersects flood zones it should be designed to ensure 

blockage risk is kept to a minimum and that there are no 

impacts on flood flow routes. We will review the updated 

document once available. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

WR-EA-047 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA54 Requirement 10 – 

Surface and Foul Water 

Drainage 

 

We are pleased to see that the draft DCO [APP-017] will be 

updated to make the Environment Agency a consultee for 

Requirement 10, as requested. We will be able to consider this 

issue resolved once the updated DCO [APP-017] is made 

available for review. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Applicant confirms that it has made the requested amendment to 

its Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] at Deadline 2. 

WR-EA-048 Watercourses 

and Flood Risk 

EA55 Requirement 13 – 

Operational 

Environmental 

Management Plan 

 

We are pleased to see that the DCO [APP-017] will be updated 

to make the Environment Agency a consultee for Requirement 

13, as requested. We will be able to consider this issue 

resolved once the updated DCO [APP-017] is made available 

for review. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Applicant confirms that it has made the requested amendment to 

its Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] at Deadline 2. 

WR-EA-049 The Proposed 

Development 

and DCO 

Process 

EA56 Requirement 

Wording 

 

We maintain our position on this matter. The use of 

‘substantially’ in DCO requirements undermines the 

enforceability of proposals and/or may erode the environmental 

protections put in place. The overarching management plans 

provide a large scope for the detail to come later, and the 

Rochdale envelope applies, thus flexibility is built into the 

process. To resolve this matter, the word ‘substantially’ needs 

to be removed from the identified Requirements. 

 

This issue remains outstanding 

The Applicant does not agree with the EA’s position and will not be 

making the requested amendments to its Draft DCO [updated 

alongside this submission]. The use of the term “substantially” in 

requiring final plans to be substantially in accordance with the outline 

plans is standard and widely accepted in DCO drafting. The drafting 

provides the necessary flexibility to respond to issues arising at the 

detailed design stage or other relevant circumstances, whilst still 

enabling the relevant planning authority to withhold approval where 

proposals are inappropriate or inadequate. The Applicant considers 

that this approach strikes the necessary balance between securing 

the measures within the outline management plans (which are 

sufficiently detailed to provide comfort to stakeholders), whilst also 

preserving the necessary flexibility should circumstances change at 

detailed design (for example if measures were no longer considered 

the most appropriate or effective).  

 

The Applicant considers that there is a check and balance on the 

flexibility sought because Schedule 16 (procedure for discharge of 

Requirements) of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this 

submission] provides the necessary controls against departing too 

far from the outline plans, because the undertaker needs to confirm 

that any detailed plan submitted for approval does not give rise to 

new or materially different environmental effects compared to those 

assessed in the Environmental Statement.  
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WR-EA-050 The Proposed 

Development 

and DCO 

Process 

EA57 Environment 

Agency Protective 

Provisions 

We can confirm that we have discussed this issue with the 

Applicant and have come to an agreement on the form of the 

Protective Provisions. We will be able to consider this issue 

resolved once the updated DCO [APP-017] is made available 

for review. 

 

This issue remains outstanding. 

The Applicant has made two minor amendments to the Protective 

Provisions in the Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] 

at the EA’s request at Deadline 2. The Applicant confirms that the 

Protective Provisions included at Part 4 of Schedule 15 of the Draft 

DCO [updated alongside this submission] are agreed between the 

parties. 
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2.3 National Highways  

Table 2.3.1: National Highways - Part 1 REP1-023 

ID Theme Comment  Applicant Response  

National Highways – General Comments  

WR-NH-001 Sentiment  1.2 NH is the statutory body responsible for England's motorways and major A-
roads (the strategic road network or "SRN"). NH supports the proposed 
development and highway mitigation works but currently objects to the 
application for the proposed Development Consent Order (DCO). However, NH 
expresses willingness to engage constructively with the Applicant to resolve the 
outstanding matters, which it believes is achievable within the Examination 
period. 
 
1.3 NH has previously submitted a Relevant Representation in connection with 
the proposed DCO. NH does not seek to rehearse those matters in this Written 
Representation but instead continues to rely on the positions advanced in its 
Relevant Representation as updated by this Written Representation. This 
Written Representation also provides 
 
1.3.1 Additional information in relation to land interests and the Applicant's 
proposal to acquire compulsory purchase powers over NH land to which NH 
objects; and 
 
1.3.2 An update in relation to progress between NH and the Applicant in relation 
to agreeing a satisfactory form of Protective Provisions for the Protection of NH. 

The Applicant notes this comment and will continue to engage with National 

Highways throughout the Examination.  

WR-NH-002 Transport and 
Access 

2. UPDATE ON TECHNICAL MATTERS 
 
Traffic Management 
 
2.1 The key interfaces between the Authorised Development and the SRN that 
will be impacted include sections of the A64 to the north, the M62 to the south, 
and the A1(M) to the west. NH’s concerns regarding impacts on the SRN and 
how / the extent to which these have been addressed within the application 
documents was set out in NH's Relevant Representation. An update on the 
latest position is set out below. 
 
Impacts on the SRN 
 
2.2 NH can confirm that each of the points raised in NH's Relevant 
Representation in relation to Traffic and Movement have been resolved 
between NH and the Applicant, subject to certain updates to the Requirements 
in Schedule 2, Schedule 16 of the Draft DCO and the draft plans as highlighted 
in bold below. The rationale for the position and the updates required to the 
Requirements are set out in the table below.  

The Applicant has considered National Highways’ requests for amendments to 

the Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] and has made updates to 

the DCO as set out below. 

 

The Applicant otherwise assumes National Highways is referring to Schedule 15 

(Protective Provisions) of the Draft DCO. The Applicant continues to negotiate 

the draft Protective Provisions included at Part 6 of Schedule 15 of the Draft 

DCO with National Highways. The Applicant is considering the amendments to 

the Protective Provisions National Highways appended to its written 

representation (REP1-023).  
 
 

WR-NH-003 Transport and 
Access 

Additional Technical Issues 
 
2.3 It is understood that the solar panels have a life of 40 years and that the 
development will be decommissioned after 60 years. NH require to be consulted 
at the relevant time on the plans to replace the solar panels as set out in the 

The Applicant notes National Highways' comments. The Applicant agrees that 

replacement of solar panels would be expected to result in lower traffic volumes 

than the initial construction phase. The Applicant also notes National Highways' 

confirmation that the alternative construction routes shown on Figure 14.4 are 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000595-Deadline%201%20Written%20Representation%20Submitted%20on%20behalf%20of%20National%20Highways.pdf
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oCTMP/CTMP requirement/PP's/oOEMP/oDMPT. Given that traffic movements 
are limited for construction, and it is only the panels that are being replaced, 
(not the frames and cabling), then it is anticipated by NH that the impact on 
replacement will be less than the initial construction. So in a scenario where NH 
are content with construction traffic, NH should not have an issue with traffic 
associated with replacing the panels. As noted above NH does, however, need 
to be a consultee for approval of the DEMP that is to incorporate the DTMP so 
that should this not be the case or circumstances have changed NH is able to 
secure the necessary mitigation to limit the impact on the SRN. 
 
2.4 NH note the discussion at Issue Specific Hearing 1 in relation to the A63/ 
A162 roundabout improvements and potential Traffic Regulation Order including 
through Chapel Haddlesey. NY Council confirmed that even with planned and 
funded works to the roundabout – the roundabout will still have capacity issues. 
The Applicant advised that alternative routes were proposed in the ES and the 
Applicant was asked to confirm that alternative routes are not via the SRN. NH 
have checked Environmental Statement Volume 2 - Figure 14.4 Construction 
Routing (Sheets 1 to 9 of 9) and note that all the alternative construction routes 
are on the Local Road Network. The plans only show one point where the 
construction routes join the SRN which is at A1(M) J42. 

located on the local road network, with the only interface with the Strategic Road 

Network being at A1(M) Junction 42. 

 

The Applicant confirms that the draft DCO [updated alongside this 

submission] has amended to provide for NH’s request in relation to approval of 

the DEMP. 

WR-NH-004 Draft DCO 3. DRAFT DCO AND PROTECTIVE PROVISIONS 
 
3.1 NH welcomes the inclusion of protective provisions for its benefit in 
Schedule 15 of the draft DCO which address a number of concerns it would 
otherwise have regarding some of the articles within the draft DCO. That said, 
these protective provisions are not agreed and NH has concern with other 
articles in the Draft DCO that are not currently addressed by the protective 
provisions. The protective provisions included in the draft DCO also do not fully 
reflect the template provisions that NH asks to be included in DCOs of this 
nature. Appended to this written representation are a form of the protective 
provisions updated to reflect the changes that NH would expect to see. 
.  

The Applicant continues to negotiate the draft Protective Provisions included at 

Part 6 of Schedule 15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] 

with National Highways. The Applicant is considering the amendments to the 

Protective Provisions National Highways appended to its written representation 

(REP1-023).  

  

WR-NH-006 Book of Reference 4. LAND INTERESTS AND BOOK OF REFERENCE 
 
2.5 The draft Order proposes the compulsory acquisition of interests over a total 
of 52 plots in which National Highways holds a land interest. The proposed 
powers fall into two categories: (a) the acquisition of new rights over land and 
the imposition of restrictive covenants, affecting 31 plots; and (b) the temporary 
possession of land, affecting 21 plots. No plots are identified for outright 
freehold acquisition. 
 
2.6 The proposed powers relate principally to:- 
 
2.6.1 Work No. 5 (electrical and communication cabling), 
 
2.6.2 Work No. 7 (temporary construction and decommissioning laydown 
areas) 
 
2.6.3 Work No. 8A (temporary construction, maintenance and 

The Applicant can confirm that 52 plots have National Highways as an interest. 
31 of which are shown acquisition of new rights over land and the imposition of 
restrictive covenants on the Land Plans [APP-007]. 21 of which are shown as 
temporary possession of land on the Land Plans [APP-007]. 
  
The Applicant also agrees that the powers relate to Work No. 5, Work No. 7 and 
Work No. 8. No other work numbers were identified as interacting with National 
Highways plots during the Applicant’s review. 
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decommissioning access). 

WR-NH-007 Protective 
Provisions 

New Rights/Imposition of Restrictive Covenants plots 
 
2.7 The majority of the new rights plots are sought to facilitate Work Nos. 5 and 
8A (electrical cabling and temporary access). A further 5 new rights plots are 
sought to facilitate either Work No. 5 alone or Work No. 8 alone. 
 
2.8 The proposed new rights include rights to install, maintain, protect and 
remove underground cables and associated apparatus; rights of access on foot 
and with vehicles, plant and machinery; rights to alter, improve and maintain 
means of access including visibility splays and road widening; rights to install 
and maintain security fencing, gates and boundary treatment; rights to install 
and maintain drainage infrastructure; rights to implement landscaping and 
ecological mitigation measures; and restrictive covenants preventing the 
erection of buildings, alteration of ground levels or planting of trees that may 
obstruct or interfere with the authorised development. 

The Applicant agrees that the majority of new rights are sought for Work No. 5 

and Work No. 8. 
 

The Applicant would like to flag that there is one instance of Work No. 7 on a new 

rights plot (05-016); however, Work No. 5 is also present. 

WR-NH-008 Protective 
Provisions 

Temporary Possession Plots 
 
2.9 The temporary possession powers are principally sought to facilitate Work 
No. 8A (temporary construction, maintenance and decommissioning access), 
with one plot (05-015) sought to facilitate Work No. 7 (temporary laydown 
areas). 

The Applicant agrees with this comment. 

WR-NH-009 Protective 
Provisions 

Potential Claims and Existing Interests 
 
2.10 National Highways notes that a number of the affected plots are subject to 
potential existing claims or interests which may be affected by the proposed 
acquisition or temporary possession. These include: 
 
2.10.1 Plots 10-063, 10-065 and 10-067, in respect of which potential claims 
arise from rights to access the land to maintain the highway and, in the case of 
Plot 10-063, restrictive covenants and easements that may have been imposed 
prior to 18 September 2009. 
 
2.10.2 Plot 10-064, in respect of which a potential claim arises from rights and 
covenants granted by a Transfer dated 4 August 2006. 
 
2.10.3 Plots 10-071, 10-083 and 11-017, in respect of which potential claims 
arise from rights of access. 
 
2.10.4 Plots 20-014, 20-017, 20-019, 20-020 and 20-025, in respect of which 
potential claims arise from rights granted by Transfers dated 21 August 2006 (in 
relation to light and air) and 5 July 2004 (respectively). 
 
2.10.5 Plots 20-040 and 20-041, in respect of which potential claims arise from 
drainage rights. 
 
2.11 NH requests a copy of the relevant documentation (Transfer etc) in 
relation to the above to assess the impact of the proposed exercise of 

In relation to 2.11, the Applicant can provide copies of the relevant documentation 

in relation to the interests where available with Land Registry. 

  

In relation to 2.10.1, the plots listed here do not fall within the highway extent 

provided by the local highway authority (LHA). Permanent rights are sought in the 

plots for the purposes of Work No 5 only. 
 
 
In relation to 2.10.2, the plot listed here does not fall within the highway extent 

provided by the local highway authority (LHA). Permanent rights are sought in the 

plot for the purposes of Work No. 5 and 8A. 

  

In relation to 2.10.3, the plots listed here do not fall within the highway extent 

provided by the local highway authority (LHA). Temporary Possession rights (plot 

11-017) and Permanent Rights (plots 10-071, 10-083) are sought for the 

purposes of Work No. 5 and 8A. 

  

In relation to 2.10.4, the plots listed here do not fall within the highway extent 

provided by the local highway authority (LHA). Temporary Possession rights 

(plots 20-017, 20-019) and Permanent Rights (20-020, 20-014, 20-025) are 

sought for the purposes of Work No. 5 and 8A. 

  

In relation to 2.10.5, plot 20-041 does not fall within the highway extent provided 

by the local highway authority (LHA). Plot 20-040 does fall within the highway 

extent provided by the LHA. Temporary Possession rights are sought in the plots 
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compulsory acquisition powers over its existing land interests. 
 
2.12 For each plot in each of the categories above, NH requires further details 
of the proposed works and requests consultation before works take place where 
there are potential traffic management implications. 

for the purposes of Work No. 8A only. 
 

WR-NH-010 Protective 
Provisions 

2.13 Work is ongoing between NH and the Applicant to assess the issues for 
the purposed compulsory acquisition on a plot-by-plot basis. From NH’s initial 
investigations, there are a significant number of plots where the relevant road 
has been detrunked and transferred to the Local Highway Authority (LHA). 
Where this is the position, NH no longer have any interest in these plots. Once 
those plots are confirmed, the information in relation to those plots can be 
updated in the Book of Reference to remove NH's listed interests. NH are also 
checking that none of the plots form part of a Side Roads Order. If plots are 
covered by a Side Road Order, then the Local Highway Authority is responsible, 
not NH. Accordingly, for these plots, provided works are not in subsoil, NH have 
no interest. If works are in the subsoil then agreement is required from NH. NH 
hopes to be able to confirm the position at the next deadline. 

The Applicant confirms that it continues to work with National Highways to 

understand the position in relation to each plot.  

 

The Applicant is aware of section 265 of the Highways Act 1980 which is the 

provision relating to the transfer of property and liabilities upon a highway 

becoming or ceasing to be a trunk road, and more specifically sub-paragraphs 

(1), (3) and (7) of that section, which provides for where a trunk road ceases to be 

a trunk road and becomes a highway which is vested in the highway authority, 

and makes clear that when that occurs, the property interest in a de-trunked road 

passes to the local authority. 

 

In this case, the Applicant acknowledges National Highways’ position that, if the 

Side Roads Order has been made, then s.265 would apply. 

 

However, notwithstanding this, the Applicant is also aware of section 27 of the 

Land Registration Act 2002, which provides that a disposition of transfer does not 

‘operate at law’ until the relevant registration requirements are met, including 

dispositions that occur ‘by operation of law’. As such, until the transfer of land 

pursuant to section 265 of the Highways Act 1980 is formally registered with the 

Land Registry, legally, the land will still be considered owned by National 

Highways, and that is what must be reflected in the Book of Reference. 
 

WR-NH-011 Protective 
Provisions 

2.13.1 The Applicant should be required to obtain NH's consent before 
undertaking any activities affecting the SRN or any land in which NH has an 
interest. As a public body, NH it is under a duty to act reasonably in providing 
such consent, and this duty is expressly reflected in the proposed protective 
provisions.  
 
2.13.2 In addition, the Applicant is asked to confirm whether NH has any interest 
in any other plots beyond those listed. 

The Applicant acknowledges that National Highways’ position as to when 

National Highways’ consent is required, though restates its previous confirmation 

that there is no interaction between the Order Limits and the SRN. Therefore, the 

Applicant continues to negotiate the draft Protective Provisions included at Part 6 

of Schedule 15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this submission] with 

National Highways in relation to land in which National Highways holds an 

interest. The Applicant is considering the amendments to the Protective 

Provisions National Highways appended to its written representation (REP1-023).   

 

Beyond the 52 plots in which the Applicant has identified National Highways’ 

interest, the Applicant confirms its searches have not revealed any other plots 

with a National Highways interest.  

WR-NH-012 Protective 
Provisions 

5. STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND 
 
5.1 No Statement of Common Ground is currently being discussed with NH. 
 

The Applicant is drafting a Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) with National 

Highways as requested by the ExA. The Applicant will provide a draft SoCG to 

National Highways and will submit the draft into the examination at Deadline 3.  
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Table 2.3.2 National Highways - Part 2 REP1-023 

ID Theme 
Relevant Representation 
Paragraph and Position 

Updated Position and Rationale and any update to the 
Requirements 

Applicant Response  

Traffic and Movement [APP-052] 

WR-NH-013 Transport 
and Access  

6.3 The Applicant should provide 
a detailed methodology for the 
TEMPro growth factors used to 
uplift baseline traffic data and 
forecast future baseline traffic 
flows. 

Following correspondence with the Applicant, NH have 
reviewed Section 2.3 of the TA. NH note from Paragraph 
2.3.4 that there will be traffic growth from the 2025 
Baseline flows to 2029 which is predicted to be the peak of 
construction, with construction having commenced in 
2028. In addition, the Applicant in its response in point 6.7 
states that “an estimated impact at the A1(M) junction of 
up to 20 additional trips in total (10 each way) during the 
highway network AM and PM peaks.” NH consider that this 
quantum of movements on the junction is, therefore, 
unlikely to have a material impact on the operation of this 
junction. 

The Applicant notes that National Highways has reviewed the methodology 

and is satisfied that the forecast increase in traffic at A1(M) Junction 42 is 

unlikely to have a material impact on junction operation. No further action is 

required. 

WR-NH-014 Transport 
and Access 

6.4 - The Applicant should secure 
a requirement for a 
Decommissioning Traffic 
Management Plan, to be 
submitted to and approved in 
consultation with NH before 
decommissioning commences. 

The Applicant has prepared an Outline Decommissioning 
Environmental Management Plan (oDEMP) and has 
advised that that the development of a Decommissioning 
Traffic Management Plan (DTMP) is a commitment in the 
oDEMP and will need to be approved prior to the 
commencement of the decommissioning phase of the 
Proposed Development. NH has reviewed the draft Outline 
Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan 
(oDEMP) that has been developed and notes the 
commitment in Table 3-11 to the preparation of a 
Decommissioning Traffic Management Plan (DTMP). 
Requirement 19 should be updated to include NH as a 
consultee when the final DEMP is submitted for 
approval. This would be consistent with other draft 
DCO's such as that for the Green Hill Solar Farm 
[EN10170]. 

The Applicant has amended the draft DCO [updated alongside this 
submission] to provide for this. 

WR-NH-015 Transport 
and Access 

6.4 - The Applicant should outline 
a strategy to monitor the 
implementation of the proposed 
travel schedules for deliveries and 
construction workers. 

The Applicant has prepared an Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan (oCTMP) has been prepared which 
includes a commitment for construction vehicles to avoid 
travel during peak highway network periods. A final 
Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) will be 
developed by the appointed Principal Contractor (PC) prior 
to the commencement of construction. This will set out the 
measures to be implemented, including the use of a 
vehicle booking system to minimise, where reasonably 
practicable, construction traffic movements during peak 
hours. The detailed CTMP will be submitted to National 
Highways for review and approval ahead of construction. 
NH has reviewed the submitted Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan and notes the commitment to a 
delivery booking system in paragraph 3.13.1. NH also 
notes that the defined construction hours means that the 
majority of construction workers will travel outside of the 
typical weekday peak hours which NH considers 

The Applicant notes and welcomes National Highways’ review and position 
in respect of the outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (oCTMP) 
[updated alongside this submission]. 
 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000595-Deadline%201%20Written%20Representation%20Submitted%20on%20behalf%20of%20National%20Highways.pdf
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satisfactory. NH will also be a consultee when the final 
plan is submitted to the local planning authority. NH is, 
therefore, content with this position subject to 
Schedule 16 of the Draft DCO being updated as noted 
below. 

WR-NH-016 Transport 
and Access 

6.6 - The Applicant should involve 
NH as early as practicable in the 
management and routing of any 
Abnormal Indivisible Loads. 

The Applicant has confirmed that as reported in the 
Abnormal Load Report (Annex C of TA), the operator will 
accord with the relevant processes to agree access to the 
Proposed Development and further that the relevant team 
within National Highways have been made aware of the 
AIL requirements for this project. NH are content with this 
position. This commitment should also be referenced 
in the oCTMP. 

The Applicant notes this comment. Paragraph 3.19.4 of the outline 

Construction Traffic Management Plan (oCTMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] confirms that, where Abnormal Indivisible Load routes 

interface with the Strategic Road Network, National Highways will be 

engaged through the relevant notification, approval and permitting 

processes applicable at the time of transport. 

WR-NH-017 Transport 
and Access 

6.7 - The Applicant should notify 
NH of any amendments to 
construction routing where those 
changes may affect the SRN. 

NH note that the oCTMP provides detail on construction 
vehicle routing. Traffic diagrams have been provided (and 
NH confirm that these have been discussed at previous 
meetings with NH). Further the Applicant has referred to 
analysis which shows construction traffic resulted <1% 
change in daily traffic flows at the A1(M) junction 42 and 
states that to give an indication on the potential impacts 
during the network peaks, information from other solar 
developments has been reviewed and discussed with NH. 
The Applicant notes that this resulted in an estimated 
impact at the A1(M) junction of up to 20 additional trips in 
total (10 each way) during the highway network AM and 
PM peaks. NH notes this position and on the basis that the 
“estimated impact at the A1(M) junction of up to 20 
additional trips in total (10 each way) during the highway 
network AM and PM peaks.” (as confirmed by the 
Applicant") NH considers that this is unlikely to have a 
material impact on the operation of this junction. 

The Applicant notes National Highways' confirmation that the forecast 

impact on A1(M) Junction 42 is unlikely to materially affect operation of the 

junction. No further action is required. 

Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-201] 

WR-NH-018 Transport 
and Access 

6.8 - The Applicant should agree 
any signage proposed on the 
SRN with the relevant NH team 
before works commence. 

The Applicant has indicated that signage would be agreed 
with relevant highway authorities prior to commencement 
of construction, which is welcome. NH's position is that 
as the A1(M) is under motorway regulations NH would 
not, however, permit any construction directional 
signage on the A1(M) and the Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan should acknowledge this. 

The Applicant notes this comment. Paragraph 3.6.4 of the outline 

Construction Traffic Management Plan (oCTMP) [updated alongside 

this submission] confirms that no construction directional signage 

associated with the Proposed Development would be placed on the A1(M). 

WR-NH-019 Transport 
and Access 

6.9 - The Applicant should ensure 
that any works on the SRN, 
including temporary signage, are 
supported by a safety audit and 
risk assessment and, where 
inside the redline boundary are 
carried out in accordance with 
NH’s protective provisions. If 
works are necessary on the SRN 

6.9 - The Applicant should ensure that any works on the 
SRN, including temporary signage, are supported by a 
safety audit and risk assessment and, where inside the 
redline boundary are carried out in accordance with NH’s 
protective provisions. If works are necessary on the SRN 
outside the redline boundary they must be progressed 
through a Section 278 Agreement. 

The Applicant notes this comment. No works on the Strategic Road 
Network are proposed as part of the Proposed Development. Should any 
works affecting the Strategic Road Network be required, they would be 
undertaken in accordance with the relevant approvals, agreements and 
protective provisions applicable at the time. 
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outside the redline boundary they 
must be progressed through a 
Section 278 Agreement. 

WR-NH-020 Transport 
and Access 

6.10 - The Applicant should 
ensure that vehicular trips 
generated by waste management 
activities are included in the 
assessment of construction traffic 
impacts on the SRN. 

The Applicant has confirmed that construction trip 
forecasts are based on trips from other, similar 
construction sites and include the removal of any waste 
materials. NH note this response. 

The Applicant notes National Highways' acceptance that construction traffic 
forecasts include waste removal activities. No further action is required. 

WR-NH-021 Transport 
and Access 

6.11 - The Applicant should 
include in the final Construction 
Traffic Management Plan the 
traffic management measures 
identified in the Outline 
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan. Outline 
Decommissioning Environmental 
Management Plan 

The Applicant has agreed to this. NH note that the final 
CTMP and DEMP are to be substantially in accordance 
with the outline plans. Requirement 3 permits, however, 
certified documents (which includes these outline plans) to 
be varied with the planning authority's consent. To the 
extent that any of the certified documents are to be varied 
NH would wish to be consulted. 
 
Schedule 16 of the Draft DCO is inconsistent with changes 
that have been made to other Draft DCOs. In the case of 
the Greenhill Solar by the close of the examination 
Schedule 16 was updated to include the following:

 
 
The Draft DCO should be updated to reference 
consultation with National Highways in Requirement 3 and 
to update Schedule 16 as outline above. 

The Applicant has updated Schedule 16 at Deadline 2 to deal with this 
concern. The drafting in Schedule 16 applies to Requirement 3, so an 
additional change to that Requirement is not also needed. 

Outline Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan [APP-194] 

WR-NH-022 Transport 
and Access 

6.12 - NH requests that it is 
included in the list of identified 
stakeholders. 

The Applicant has agreed to this and as noted above 
Requirement 19 should be updated to reference 
consultation with National Highways. 

The Applicant has updated Requirement 19 of the Draft DCO [updated 
alongside this submission] submitted at Deadline 2 to provide for this. 
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Table 2.3.3: National Highways - Part 3 REP1-024 

ID Theme Paragraph Heading Justification Applicant Response  

WR-NH-023 Draft DCO 62(3) Interpretation This sub-paragraph needs to be clear that no works in 
carrying out, maintaining diverting or decommissioning 
the authorised development may be carried out in, under 
or over the strategic road network unless those works 
are agreed with National Highways and the written 
consent of National Highways has been obtained 
pursuant to this Part of this Schedule. 

The Applicant continues to negotiate the draft Protective Provisions 

included at Part 6 of Schedule 15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside 

this submission] with National Highways. The Applicant is considering the 

amendments to the Protective Provisions National Highways appended to 

its written representation (REP1-023). The Applicant notes that given there 

is no interaction between the SRN and the Proposed Development’s Order 

Limits, references to the SRN in the Protective Provisions are inutile.  
WR-NH-024 Draft DCO 64(1) Prior 

approvals 
and security 

Where road works are to take place on the SRN the 
details to be submitted should include information 
demonstrating that the walking, cycling and horse riding 
assessment and review process undertaken by the 
undertaker in relation to the specified works has been 
adhered to in accordance with DMRB GG142 – 
Designing for walking, cycling and horse riding or any 
successor document; 

The Applicant continues to negotiate the draft Protective Provisions 

included at Part 6 of Schedule 15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside 

this submission] with National Highways. The Applicant is considering the 

amendments to the Protective Provisions National Highways appended to 

its written representation (REP1-023). The Applicant restates that, given 

there is no interaction between the SRN and the Proposed Development’s 

Order Limits, references to the SRN in the Protective Provisions are inutile. 

WR-NH-025 Draft DCO 64(2) Prior 
approvals 
and security 

Where cable works are to be undertaken that affect the 

SRN then NH's costs should be paid prior to those works 

commencing in line with other solar projects where NH is 

an interested party. It is understood that, in this instance, 

the cable works should not affect the SRN. That said the 

drafting should reflect NH's usual approach for cable 

works in case that position changes. NH's standard and 

reasonable position is that reasonable costs incurred by 

NH in the administration of the design approval process, 

the transfer of land, supervision of works, legal costs and 

VAT should be payable by the Applicant where works 

affect the SRN or land that NH has an interest. But for the 

Applicant's scheme, NH would not have to expend 

resources on the cable or road works. 

The Applicant notes National Highways’ acknowledgement that “cable 

works should not affect the SRN”. However, the Applicant does not agree 

with National Highways’ further statement the drafting should remain the 

same “in case that position [i.e. impacting the SRN] changes”. The 

Applicant’s Order Limits for the Proposed Development as applied for are 

fixed. Furthermore, the ‘street works’ article in the DCO, under which cable 

works would be carried out is, unlike some other DCOs, limited to 

specifically identified locations. There is therefore no scenario in which this 

position could change under DCO powers. If such works were needed for 

the Proposed Development, then ordinary statutory regimes would apply, 

such as NRSWA. 

 

The Applicant considers that each DCO project is unique and boilerplate 

Protective Provisions should not be included for the sake of inclusion. The 

Applicant urges National Highways to reconsider its position.   
WR-NH-026 Draft DCO 64(3) Prior 

approvals 
and security 

NH welcomes the limitation of the exercise of certain 
powers in the DCO without NH's consent where the 
powers are being exercised over the SRN or land which 
NH has an interest. The reference to "save in 
emergency" should, however, be deleted. The New 
Roads and Street Works Act 1991 deal with emergency 
works and otherwise NH's consent should be secured at 
all times. 

The list of articles is also incomplete and needs to capture 
the following additional articles for the reasons explained 
below: 
 
article 14 (access to works): This article provides the 
applicant with powers to carry out works to form and lay 
out such means of access or to improve existing means of 
access at any location within the order limits. Whilst 

The Applicant considers that the reference to “save in an emergency” in 
paragraph 64(3) of the protective provisions is an important caveat which is 
reasonable to enable the powers to only be exercised in exceptional and 
urgent circumstances. Particularly in circumstances where the Proposed 
Development does not interact with the SRN, the Applicant maintains that 
this caveat is proportionate.  
 
Save for two articles noted below, the Applicant agrees to update 
paragraph 64(3) and has done so in the Draft DCO [updated alongside 
this submission] to include reference to: 
 

• article 17 (discharge of water); 

• article 20 (authority to survey and investigate land); 

• article 24 (compulsory acquisition of rights); 

• article 27 (power of override easements and other rights); and  

• article 29 (acquisition of subsoil only).  

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000596-Deadline%201%20Summary%20of%20Written%20Representation%20submitted%20on%20behalf%20of%20National%20Highways.pdf
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ID Theme Paragraph Heading Justification Applicant Response  

approval is required from the relevant planning authority 
with consultation of the highway authority for such an 
access, approval of the highway authority is not required. 

NH must have control over the operations being carried 
out on its network and accesses from its high speed 
network. This is critical from a safety perspective and to 
maintain the integrity of the asset. Therefore, the 
applicant should be required to obtain NH’s consent in 
the event an access is required to the SRN. 

article 17 (discharge of water): This article allows the 
applicant to use any watercourse, public sewer or drain 
for the drainage of water in connection with the 
authorised development. It is noted consent is required 
from the person to whom the watercourse, drain or sewer 
belongs however such consent is subject to deemed 
consent under article 47. 

article 20 (authority to survey and investigate land): 
This article allows the applicant to enter any land within 
the order limits effected by the authorised development 
or enter on any land upon which entry is required in order 
to carry out monitor or survey in respect of the authorised 
development and , carry out surveys or investigations, 
trial holes, bore holes, ecological or archaeological 
investigations and place leave or remove apparatus on 
land in this regard. 

Whilst it is noted consent is required from the highway 
authority at sub paragraph (4) for any trial holes, bore 
holes and trenches for land located within the highway 
boundary, consent is not required for the wider use of the 
powers granted within this article such as access to land 
for surveys etc. Consent is also not required for any land 
NH own that is outside of the highway boundary and the 
applicant is only required to serve notice on the 
landowner prior to exercising this right. This is also a 
right that extends beyond the order limits. 

article 24 (compulsory acquisition of rights): enables 
the undertaker to acquire rights or impose restrictive 
covenants over the Order Land as may be required for 
any purpose for which the land may be acquired under 
Article 21 (Compulsory acquisition of land). Paragraph 
(1) gives the Applicant the ability to take a lesser power 
of rights over land, rather than full acquisition. The Article 
also provides that rights may be created as well as 
enabling the undertaker to acquire those already in 
existence. It should be noted that this provision is subject 
to Article 31 (Temporary use of land for constructing the 

The Applicant does not consider including references to article 14 (access 
to works) and article 30 (rights under streets) is necessary in 
circumstances where there is no interaction with the SRN and otherwise 
such limited interaction with National Highways’ interests in this scheme.  
 
As noted above and in response to WR-NH-025, the Applicant does not 
consider that just because the drafting was included in the Green Hill DCO 
does not necessarily mean it should be included here - the situation here is 
different with no SRN interaction and each project should be considered 
individually.  
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ID Theme Paragraph Heading Justification Applicant Response  

authorised development) which provides that the 
undertaker must not acquire, acquire new rights over or 
impose restrictive covenants over land listed in Schedule 
11 to the Order (i.e. Land of which only temporary 
possession may be taken). NH must have control over 
powers being exercised over its network or land it 
controls. This is critical from a safety perspective and to 
maintain the integrity of its assets. Therefore, the 
applicant should be required to obtain NH's consent 
before exercising the powers under this article. 

article 27 (power to override easements and other 
rights): this article permits the Applicant to interfere with 
any right or interest NH may have within the order limits. 
As above NH must have control over powers being 
exercised over its network or land it controls. This is 
critical from a safety perspective and to maintain the 
integrity of its assets. Therefore, the applicant should be 
required to obtain NH's consent before exercising the 
powers under this article. 

article 29 (acquisition of subsoil only): This article 
permits the undertaker to acquire only the subsoil of land, 
or rights only in the subsoil of land, which may be 
compulsorily acquired (pursuant to Article 21 – 
Compulsory acquisition of land or Article 24 – 
Compulsory acquisition of rights). As above NH must 
have control over powers being exercised over its 
network or land it controls. This is critical from a safety 
perspective and to maintain the integrity of its assets. 
Therefore, the applicant should be required to obtain 
NH's consent before exercising the powers under this 
article. 

article 30 (rights under streets) This article provides 
the applicant with the power to enter and use the subsoil 
over any part of NH’s network without NH’s consent. NH 
would not permit uncontrolled works underneath its 
network which would originally have the protection of a 
section 50 pursuant to the New Roads and Street Works 
Act 1991. NH would need to give consideration to the 
safety implications of such work and its interface with 
NH’s assets. NH would expect to have a consenting role 
before these powers are exercised over the SRN or land 
which it owns or controls. This is critical from a safety 
perspective and to maintain the integrity of NH's assets. 
Therefore, the applicant should be required to obtain 
NH’s consent in the event that the exercise of the powers 
affect the SRN or any land National Highways has an 
interest in. 
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ID Theme Paragraph Heading Justification Applicant Response  

The changes requested are consistent with other solar 
projects including the Green Hill Solar Farm DCO 
application 

WR-NH-027 Draft DCO 66(3) and (4) Payments As noted above the costs incurred by NH in the 
administration of the design approval process, the 
transfer of land, supervision of works, legal costs and 
VAT should be payable by the Applicant. But for the 
Applicant's scheme, NH would not have to expend 
resources on the cable or road works and those costs 
need to be met ahead of NH incurring the relevant costs. 
The Draft DCO includes provisions that would enable the 
Applicant to delay or refuse payment of NH's costs 
upfront where the Applicant decides that the costs sought 
by NH are unreasonable. As a public body, NH must act 
reasonably when incurring costs. 
 
NH does not have a budget for costs incurred in respect 
of the Draft DCO proposals and therefore needs costs to 
be met up front. 

The Applicant is considering this amendment to the Protective Provisions 
which National Highways appended to its written representation (REP1-
023). 

WR-NH-028 Draft DCO 67 Provisional 
Certificate  

Where any road or cable works are proposed to the SRN, 
on, over or under the highway, the requirements of NH's 
design checking and approval process is required to be 
discharged. Reference to NH inspecting "with all 
reasonable despatch" is uncertain. NH will carry out an 
inspection in line with its statutory duties and obligations 
under its licence to support 
third party development. 

The Applicant does not agree with this amendment. The Applicant 
considers that this phrase adds a layer of certainty in timescales for the 
Proposed Development.  

WR-NH-029 Draft DCO 69 Opening The number of days referenced in this paragraph should 
reflect NH's template provisions. The "unless otherwise 
agreed in writing by National Highways" allows for 
flexibility and NH must act reasonably in providing that 
approval. 

Given the limited interaction with National Highways’ interests, the 
Applicant does not consider that the increase in days in the circumstances 
is necessary.  

WR-NH-030 Draft DCO 73 Security  Where the Applicant is proposing to carry out works to 
the SRN and beneath the SRN or on land owned by NH, 
NH needs to approve the relevant works in accordance 
with certain protective provisions. These works may be 
commenced and not completed, may be constructed 
contrary to the approved design or may be suspended 
due to the dissolution of the Applicant. In such cases, NH 

The Applicant accepts National Highways’ amended drafting at paragraph 
73 (security) and update paragraph 64(3) and has included this in the Draft 
DCO [updated alongside this submission]. 
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is exposed to a potentially significant financial burden in 
removing the works from the highway estate. 
 
Outside the Planning Act 2008, payment for any works 
which an authority are authorised to execute (i.e. not just 
works to the highway itself) may be secured under a 
section 278 agreement, with such a payment being 
secured through a bond or cash deposit. In the absence 
of any commitment by the Applicant to enter into a 
section 278 agreement containing provisions to put 
security in place for the benefit of NH, the NH protective 
provisions require security in a manner which is 
consistent with the measures applying to developments 
carried out under the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990, applying the provisions of the Highways Act 1980. 
 
The NH protective provisions are also an appropriate 
mechanism to secure security for any other costs or 
expenses incurred by NH in respect of the Applicant's 
exercise of any other powers under the Order. 

WR-NH-031 Draft DCO 70 Insurance Insurance is required of all contractors working on the 
SRN and the amount of insurance needs to be in 
accordance with NH's template protective provisions if 
NH is to be held harmless for any costs incurred. 

The Applicant assumes that National Highways is referring to paragraph 75 
(insurance). The Applicant does not agree with National Highways’ 
proposed changes because the text it is seeking to remove is standard 
liability insurance language, being that a series of claims from one event 
would be covered under one claim.  

WR-NH-032 Draft DCO 71 Indemnity NH must be held harmless for the construction, 
maintenance and operation of the Authorised 
Development and any resultant impacts and it is common 
practice for statutory undertakers to be indemnified in 
such circumstances. It should not be for the public purse 
to cover instances of loss or damage occasioned by third 
party works. 

The Applicant assumes that National Highways is referring to paragraph 76 
(indemnity). With the exception of some minor amendments the Applicant 
is willing to accept (as marked up in a travelling draft sent to National 
Highways on 15 July 2026 and updated in the Draft DCO [updated 
alongside this submission]), the Applicant does not agree with National 
Highways’ proposed amendments. Given there is no interaction with the 
SRN and the Proposed Development’s Order Limits, the indemnity 
suggested is neither proportionate nor appropriate in the circumstances.  
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2.4 Other statutory bodies 

Table 2.4.1 National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc, National Gas Transmission PLC, North Yorkshire Fire & Rescue Service, The Forestry Commission, and the Ouse & Derwent Internal 

Drainage Board. 

Reference 
ID 

Comment 
Reference 

Interested Party Theme(s) Comment Applicant Response 

National Gas Transmission Plc REP1-021 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-001 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

2 NGT infrastructure 
 
2.1 As set out in NGT's relevant representation dated 30 May 2026 
[RR-1036], NGT has a number of assets that form an essential part 
of the gas transmission network that fall either within, or in close 
proximity to, the Order limits. These include: 
 
(a) Feeder Main – FM07 (Cawood to Susworth T West) (plots: 05-
048, 05-049, 06-001, 06- 002 and 06-003); and 
(b) Feeder Main – FM29 (Asselby to Pannal) (plot 
s: 11-036, 15-009, 16-003 and 16-00 
4) (together the “NGT Assets”, which are high-pressure gas 
transmission assets (“NGT Assets”) (which are shown on the plans 
at Appendix 1 (“NGT Assets Plans”)), together with associated 
apparatus, including Cathodic Protection Groundbeds/Transformer 
Rectifier(s).  
 
2.2 Any interference with, damage to, or restriction of access to the 
NGT Assets would present an unacceptable risk to public safety and 
network integrity. Therefore, in respect of the NGT Assets (and any 
other NGT infrastructure located within the Order limits or in close 
proximity to the Authorised Development), NGT will require 
protective provisions (“Protective Provisions”) to be put in place to 
ensure that: 
 
(a) all NGT interests and rights, including rights of access to the 
NGT Assets and any other NGT apparatus, are unaffected by 
powers of compulsory acquisition, temporary possession, and the 
grant and/or extinguishment of rights as set out in the Order; and 
(b) appropriate protection for the NGT Assets and any other retained 
apparatus is maintained during construction and throughout 
operation of the Authorised Development in accordance with the 
Protective Provisions, and the relevant safety standards as set out 
below.  

The Applicant notes this comment and is aware that the 
Protective Provisions currently drafted and included at Part 7 
of Schedule15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this 
submission] depart from NGT’s standard Protective 
Provisions. The Applicant will continue to negotiate bespoke 
protections and any commercial agreement necessary with 
NGT, in the context of the broader Island Green Power (IGP) 
portfolio/NGT negotiations.  

REP1-021 WR-NGT-002 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

2.3 NGT is disappointed to note that the Applicant has not attempted 
to liaise with NGT on the abovementioned Protective Provisions, 
despite NGT’s attempts to enter into discussions dating back to 
August 2025. As a result, the form of Protective Provisions presently 
included in the Order is not acceptable to NGT, and it must therefore 
maintain its objection to the Order until the matter of the Protective 
Provisions is resolved. The following sections of this Representation 
provide background and context regarding the need to secure 

The Applicant recognises that NGT’s assets require 
protection and will continue to seek to negotiate bespoke 
protections and any commercial agreement necessary with 
NGT. 
 
The Applicant disagrees that it has not liaised with NGT; the 
Applicant has engaged with NGT about the appropriate form 
of the Protective Provisions in the context that Island Green 
Power, as the parent company to the Applicant, is negotiating 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000539-NGT%20-%20LVS%20-%20WR.pdf
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Protective Provisions in a form deemed acceptable by NGT on the 
face of the Order.  

Protective Provisions with National Gas Transmission across 
its NSIP portfolio. Whilst the Applicant recognises that the 
physical nature of each project’s interactions with NGT’s 
assets is separate, the key points of negotiation between the 
parties will apply to all projects. 
 
As such, the Applicant is focussed on seeking to reach 
completion of negotiation on another project which is further 
advanced, such that the position there can be ‘rolled out’ to 
other projects such as the Proposed Development, so that 
there is a standard NGT/IGP position. The Applicant 
considers this the most streamlined and efficient approach to 
negotiations for both parties. 
 
Progress is being made in those other project discussions, 
and the Applicant is confident that this will enable completion 
of negotiations for the Proposed Development before the end 
of Examination. 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-003 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

NGT Regulatory Framework 
 
3.1 Relevant guidance in respect of standards and protocols for 
working in the vicinity of high pressure gas pipelines applies in the 
form of National Gas Transmission Guidance for Safe Working in the 
vicinity of High Pressure Pipelines T/SP/SSW/22 which is aimed at 
parties 10-104448222-4\2936-477 carrying out work in the vicinity of 
high pressure gas pipelines and associated installations and is 
provided to ensure that those planning and undertaking work take 
appropriate measures to prevent damage. 
 
3.2 The requirements in T/SP/SSW/22 are in accordance with IGEM 
(Institution of Gas Engineers and Managers) technical standard 
IGEM/SR/18 Edition 3 – Safe Working Practices to Ensure the 
Integrity of Gas Pipelines and Associated Installations and HSE’s 
guidance document HS(G) 47 Avoiding Danger from Underground 
Services. 
 
3.3 NGT requires specific Protective Provisions to be put in place to 
provide for an appropriate level of control and protection for all 
retained assets (including the NGT Assets) and assurance that 
industry standards and guidance will be complied with in connection 
with any works to, and in the vicinity of, the same.  

The Applicant notes this comment and is aware of the need 
for bespoke Protective Provisions to protect NGT’s assets.  
 
The Applicant will continue to negotiate bespoke protections 
and any commercial agreement necessary with NGT in the 
context of the broader IGP portfolio/NGT negotiations.  
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Interested Party Theme(s) Comment Applicant Response 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-004 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

4 Property issues 
 
4.1 Maintaining necessary and appropriate property rights in relation 
to NGT Assets and associated apparatus and protecting these from 
compulsory acquisition and/or interference, overriding or 
extinguishment in the Order is a fundamental safety concern for 
NGT. 
 
4.2 Insufficient property rights would have the following safety 
implications for the NGT Assets and associated apparatus: 
 
(a) inability for qualified personnel to gain access to NGT Assets and 
associated apparatus for the purpose of its inspection, maintenance 
and repair; 
(b) risk of strike to buried NGT Assets and associated apparatus if 
development occurs within the NGT easement zone which seeks to 
protect such buried assets; and 
(c) risk of inappropriate development within the vicinity of NGT 
Assets and associated apparatus, thereby increasing the risk of 
unacceptable electrical interference to transmission pipelines (which 
may be continuous and cumulative, requiring compliance with 
applicable standards, protective controls, and monitoring which must 
be in place for the full operational life of the development to ensure 
ongoing pipeline integrity and statutory compliance), the risk of 
damage to the asset and to the integrity of the gas transmission 
network.  

The Applicant notes this comment and is aware of the need 
for bespoke Protective Provisions to protect NGT’s assets.  
 
The Applicant will continue to negotiate bespoke protections 
and any commercial agreement necessary with NGT in the 
context of the broader IGP portfolio/NGT negotiations. 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-005 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

4.3 Due to the interaction between the NGT Assets and the 
Authorised Development (shown on the NGT Assets Plans) there is 
a significant risk of increased electrical interference to transmission 
pipelines, traffic loading and pipeline vibrations during construction 
of the Authorised Development. These significant risks have the 
potential to result in safety limits being breached. NGT requires 
specific electrical impact assessments to fully evaluate the risks 
posed by the Authorised Development. Given the potential 
significant safety implications of electrical interference, securing 
sufficient property rights is essential to ensuring the safety and 
integrity of the gas transmission network.  

The Applicant is aware of NGT’s existing assets and notes 
this comment. Such assessments will be able to be provided 
pursuant to the processes created by the Protective 
Provisions. 
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REP1-021 WR-NGT-006 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

5 Protective Provisions 
 
5.1 NGT seeks to protect its statutory undertaking, and insists that in 
respect of connections and work in close proximity to its apparatus 
(including but not limited to the NGT Assets) as part of the 
Authorised Development the following procedures are complied with 
by the Promoter:  
 
(a) NGT controls the plans, methodology and specification for works 
within 15 metres of any apparatus (or any works which may in any 
way adversely affect any such apparatus); and 
(b) works in the vicinity of NGT’s apparatus, are not authorised or 
commenced unless Protective Provisions are in place preventing 
compulsory acquisition of NGT’s land or rights or the overriding or 
extinguishment of, or other interference with, the same. Any 
acquisition of rights must be subject to NGT’s existing interests and 
rights and not contradict with or cut across such rights, including 
pipeline easements restricting development.  

The Applicant notes this comment and is aware that the 
Protective Provisions currently drafted and included at Part 7 
of Schedule15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this 
submission] depart from NGT’s standard Protective 
Provisions.  
 
The Applicant will continue to negotiate bespoke protections 
and any commercial agreement necessary with NGT, in the 
context of the broader Island Green Power (IGP) 
portfolio/NGT negotiations. 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-007 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

5.2 In particular, NGT has concerns arising from the nature of the 
Authorised Development as solar photovoltaic installations can 
cause significant risk to NGT Assets and associated apparatus and 
appropriate steps must be taken to ensure that these are mitigated. 
The identified risks arising from the Authorised Development include 
electrical interference, construction loading, vibration and access 
constraints, all of which are inherent risks in a development of the 
scale and nature of the Authorised Development. 
 
5.3 In light of the above, NGT requires its standard form of 
Protective Provisions (“NGT Protective Provisions") (which have 
been commercially assessed and deemed necessary for the 
adequate protection of NGT’s Assets and associated apparatus) to 
be included on the face of the Order to ensure that the NGT Assets 
and associated apparatus and interests are adequately protected, 
and to ensure compliance with relevant safety standards. We include 
a copy of the NGT Protective Provisions at Appendix 2.  

The Applicant notes this comment and is aware that the 
Protective Provisions currently drafted and included at Part 7 
of Schedule15 of the Draft DCO [updated alongside this 
submission] depart from NGT’s standard Protective 
Provisions which it has provided at Appendix 2 of the NGT 
representation.   
 
The Applicant will continue to negotiate bespoke protections 
and any commercial agreement necessary with NGT, in the 
context of the broader Island Green Power (IGP) 
portfolio/NGT negotiations. 
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REP1-021 WR-NGT-008 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Protective 
Provisions 

Consistency 
 
5.4 Notwithstanding the merits of the NGT Protective Provisions, it is 
important when operating a large network that the legal framework 
within which operatives must work is largely the same. It is 
impossible to operate a large network with the efficiency that bill-
payers are entitled to expect if operatives are required to check the 
exact terms of any relationship with third parties each time they carry 
out an activity. Therefore, an efficient operator should seek to keep 
the terms of such relationships the same. It is for this reason that 
NGT seeks to achieve (1) consistency of terms; and (2) consistency 
of process through the NGT Protective Provisions. 
 
5.5 NGT also seeks to keep the Protective Provisions for all 
Development Consent Orders broadly the same as the provisions 
which govern the legal relationship between NGT and landowners, 
and developers generally.  

The Applicant recognises and appreciates the need for 
consistency of terms, and notes that it is on this basis that it 
is engaging with NGT to ensure consistency of Protective 
Provisions across its parent company, IGP’s, own NSIP 
portfolio.  
 
Whilst the Applicant recognises that the physical nature of 
each project’s interactions with NGT’s assets is separate, the 
key points of negotiation between the parties will apply to all 
projects. 
 
Once the Protective Provisions have been agreed on another 
project, the Applicant is of the view the position there can be 
‘rolled out’ to other projects such as the Proposed 
Development, so that there is a standard NGT/IGP position. 
The Applicant considers this the most streamlined and 
efficient approach to negotiations for both parties. 
 
Progress is being made in those other project discussions, 
and the Applicant is confident that this will enable completion 
of negotiations for the Proposed Development before the end 
of Examination. 

REP1-021 WR-NGT-009 National Gas 
Transmission 
PLC 

Applicant 
engagement  

6 Status of negotiations 
 
6.1 As mentioned above, NGT’s solicitor have not received any 
substantive engagement from the Promoter's solicitors despite 
attempts to enter into negotiations since late August 2025 . Until 
satisfactory Protective Provisions are included on the face of the 
Order, NGT must continue to object to the application for the Order 
and reserves its right to make further submissions to the 
Examination at a later date, including appearance at and 
participation in Compulsory Acquisition and/or Issue Specific 
Hearings to address the required format of the Protective Provisions 
and any necessary amendment to the Order. NGT also reserves the 
right to provide further written information in support of any detailed 
issues remaining in dispute between the parties at that stage.  

 The Applicant refers to its response above.  The Applicant 
has engaged with NGT about the appropriate form of the 
Protective Provisions in the context that Island Green Power, 
as the parent company to the Applicant, is negotiating 
Protective Provisions with National Gas Transmission across 
its NSIP portfolio. Whilst the Applicant recognises that the 
physical nature of each project’s interactions with NGT’s 
assets is separate, the key points of negotiation between the 
parties will apply to all projects. 
 
As such, the Applicant is focussed on seeking to reach 
completion of negotiation on another project which is further 
advanced, such that the position there can be ‘rolled out’ to 
other projects such as the Proposed Development, so that 
there is a standard NGT/IGP position. The Applicant 
considers this the most streamlined and efficient approach to 
negotiations for both parties.  
 
Progress is being made in those other project discussions, 
and the Applicant is confident that this will enable completion 
of negotiations for the Proposed Development before the end 
of Examination. 
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REP1-022 WR-NGET-001 National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission Plc 

Protective 
Provisions 

2. PROTECTIVE PROVISIONS 
 
2.1 As set out in NGET's RR, the Order interacts significantly with 
NGET's existing and future assets. The Applicant acknowledges this 
in the responses provided to NGETs RR in their responses to 
relevant representations part 1 in July 2026. 
 
2.2 NGET has been liaising with the Applicant in relation to 
progressing and agreeing the protective provisions to be included in 
the order. At the time of this WR, those negotiations are still 
progressing and any dialogue remains ongoing. NGET therefore 
maintains its objection until such time as it has reached an agreed 
position with the Applicant. NGET fully expects this to be achieved 
during the course of Examination. 
 
2.3 Currently, as drafted, the Order contains protective provisions 
inserted by the Applicant which are still pending negotiation. 
Currently, as drafted these provisions are not acceptable to NGET. 
Negotiations are in very early stages and NGET understand the 
Applicant intends to enter into a Statement of Common Ground 
(SoCG). NGET await a copy of the SoCG to be provided by the 
Applicant. 
 
2.4 As a responsible statutory undertaker, NGET's primary concern 
is to meet its own statutory obligations and to ensure that any 
development does not adversely affect those obligations. 
 
2.5 Additionally, NGET must protect its future proposed 
infrastructure, including Yorkshire Green, as set out in NGET's RR. 

The Applicant confirms negotiations with NGET for an 
appropriate form of Protective Provisions are ongoing. The 
Applicant is aware that the Protective Provisions currently 
drafted and included at Part 9 of Schedule 15 of the Draft 
DCO [updated alongside this submission] are not in a 
form acceptable to NGET.  The Applicant will continue to 
negotiate bespoke protections and any commercial 
agreement necessary with NGET, in the context of the 
broader Island Green Power (IGP) portfolio/NGET 
negotiations. 
 
The Applicant confirms that it is drafting a SoCG with NGET 
and will share this with NGET when ready. The Applicant will 
submit this at Deadline 3 as requested by the Examining 
Authority.   

REP1-022 WR-NGET-002 National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission Plc 

Compulsory 
Acquisition 

3. COMPULSORY ACQUISITION 
 
3.1 As per the submissions made in NGET's RR, where the 
applicant seeks powers of Compulsory Acquisition over NGET land 
or rights the Protective Provisions must require the Applicant to 
obtain NGET's consent to any compulsory acquisition of any such 
land or rights. NGET objects to the compulsory acquisition of its 
assets, land or rights over its land in the absence of inclusion of its 
standard form of Protective Provisions. 
 
3.2 NGET and the Applicant will liaise on this point and it is hopeful 
that provisions in relation to compulsory acquisition are acceptable 
to the Applicant and will be placed on the face of the draft Order in 
due course. 

The Applicant notes this position and will continue to 
negotiate bespoke protections and any commercial 
agreement necessary with NGET, in the context of the 
broader Island Green Power (IGP) portfolio/NGET 
negotiations.  
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REP1-022 WR-NGET-003 National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission Plc 

Applicant 
engagement  

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS 
 
4.1 NGET will continue to engage with the Applicant with a view to 
concluding matters and agreeing an acceptable set of protective 
provisions as soon as possible during the Examination and will keep 
the Examining Authority updated in relation to these discussions. We 
remain hopeful that outstanding issues can be resolved. 
 
4.2 NGET provide their standard attached form of protective 
provisions (Schedule 1) that it would like on the face of the Order, 
tailored as required to the specifics of this Project. 
 
4.3 NGET reserves the right to make further representations during 
the Examination. 

The Applicant notes this position and will continue to 
negotiate bespoke protections and any commercial 
agreement necessary with NGET, in the context of the 
broader Island Green Power (IGP) portfolio/NGET 
negotiations.  

North Yorkshire Fire and Rescue Service REP1-026 

REP1-026 WR-NYFR-001 North Yorkshire 
Fire and Rescue 
Service  

Battery Safety  North Yorkshire Fire and Rescue respectfully request the design of 
BESS site follows that set out in the NFCC grid scale energy storage 
system guidance. 

This NFCC guidance was published February 2026 after the 
submission of the Application.  
 
The Applicant confirms that the design of the BESS site 
follows the revised NFCC grid scale energy storage system 
guidance (2026). The Outline Battery Safety Management 
Plan (oBSMP) [updated alongside this submission] 
references the latest NFCC guidance.  

The Forestry Commission REP1-020 

REP1-020 WR-FC-001 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture As a Non-Ministerial Government Department, we provide no 
opinion supporting or objecting to an application. Rather, we are 
providing information on the potential impact that the proposed 
development could have on trees and woodland, and the benefits 
that could be gained by incorporating trees and woodland into the 
development.  
 
Ancient woodlands, ancient trees and veteran trees, are 
irreplaceable. They have great value because they have a long 
history of woodland cover, with many features remaining 
undisturbed. This applies equally to Ancient Semi Natural Woodland 
(ASNW), Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites/Ancient Replanted 
Woodland (PAWS/ARW), ancient trees and veteran trees (AVT).  
 
It is Government policy to refuse development that will result in the 
loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats including ancient 
woodland, ancient trees and veteran trees, unless “there are wholly 
exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists” 
(National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 186c). It is not 
possible to fully compensate for the loss of an irreplaceable habitat. 

The Applicant acknowledges the sensitivity of the landscape 
in the vicinity of Gilbertson’s Wood (a plantation on ancient 
woodland (PAWS) and the nine ancient/veteran trees 
identified within the order limits. No ancient trees, veteran 
trees or ancient woodland will be lost or deteriorated due to 
the Proposed Development.  

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000478-North-Yorkshire-Fire-and-Rescue-Service-comments-from-interested-parties-on:-SAA27DE8D.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000593-The-Forestry-Commission-written-representations-(WR):-to-include-those-parts-of-the-application-with-which-they-agree-and-do-not-agree-supported-by-evidence-S04CE32CC.pdf
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REP1-020 WR-FC-002 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture The Forestry Commission notes that a 15m buffer is proposed for 
the ancient woodlands identified as being at risk of impacts from the 
proposed development. The Forestry Commission and Natural 
England Standing Advice for making planning decisions relating to 
ancient woodland, details some of the potential direct and indirect 
impacts on ancient woodland resulting from development. 
 
The Standing Advice highlights that deterioration of ancient 
woodlands can occur due to damaging functional habitat 
connections, reducing the amount of semi-natural habitats next to 
ancient woodlands, increasing disturbance to wildlife and changing 
the landscape character of an area. 
 
While a 15m buffer may be sufficient to avoid impacts, the size and 
type of buffer zone required to ensure no deterioration of ancient 
woodland habitat should be based upon an assessment of the 
specific potential impacts on each ancient woodland. The size and 
type of buffer zone should vary depending on the scale and type of 
development and its effect on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran 
trees, and the character of the surrounding area. Larger buffer zones 
are more likely to be needed if the surrounding area is less densely 
wooded. 

The design of the Proposed Development incorporates a 
minimum 15 m offset from the designated ancient woodland 
Gilbertson’s Wood, in line with Natural England and Forestry 
Commission standing advice on the protection of ancient 
woodland during development (Natural England/Forestry 
Commission (2022) Ancient woodland, ancient trees and 
veteran trees: advice for making planning decisions), as set 
out in ES Volume 3, Appendix 16.2: Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment [APP-184]. 
 
A 15 m buffer will be sufficient to protect the root protection 
areas of edge trees within Gilbertsons Wood, which are 
early-mature and have a calculated RPA of 6 m. The security 
fencing for the solar area nearest the ancient woodland has 
been designed a minimum of 20 m from the woodland edge 
and the nearest panels will be positioned beyond this.  
 
Therefore, no construction activity will take place within 20 m 
of ancient woodland. Woodlands and tree lines contiguous 
with Gilbertson’s Wood that afford habitat connections will be 
retained and protected as part of the development. The 
Proposed Development will therefore not result in the 
deterioration of ancient woodland. 
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REP1-020 WR-FC-003 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture 
 
Biodiversity 
and Ecology 

Where possible buffer zones should contribute to wider ecological 
networks and form part of the green infrastructure of the area. Buffer 
zones should consist of semi-natural habitats such as woodland, or 
a mix of scrub, grassland, heathland and wetland, and should 
include creating habitat with local and appropriate native species 
within the buffer zone. 

Existing hedgerows, ditches and treelines within the solar 
development sites will be retained, buffered and appropriately 
protected throughout all phases of the Proposed 
Development and contribute to the wider ecological networks 
and form part of the green infrastructure of the area. 
 

The buffer zones will be sympathetically planted for ecology 
with native species and semi-natural habitats including 
woodland, or a mix of scrub, grassland, heathland and 
wetland.  
 
In addition, the cessation of intensive agricultural practices, 
including the reduced use of pesticides and other 
agrochemicals, is also expected to contribute to an overall 
improvement in biodiversity value across the Order Limits 
over the lifetime of the Proposed Development including the 
existing and proposed habitats within the buffer zones. 
 
These measures are described in ES Volume 1, Chapter 6: 
Biodiversity [updated alongside this submission] detailed 
in the Outline Landscape and Ecological Management 
Plan (oLEMP) [updated alongside this submission] and 
shown indicatively on the Outline Environmental 
Masterplans (oEM) [updated alongside this submission].  

REP1-020 WR-FC-004 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture 
 
Biodiversity 
and Ecology 

There are many small areas of priority habitat woodland in the 
landscape, in addition to several ancient woodlands, within 250m of 
the proposed order limits. Fragmentation is one of the greatest 
threats to woodlands. Woodlands can suffer loss or deterioration 
from nearby development through loss of connectivity. This should 
be a consideration when assessing the impacts from the proposed 
development on those ancient woodlands and priority habitat 
woodlands, as well as when considering appropriate mitigation and 
biodiversity enhancement measures. 

The location of ancient woodland and priority habitat 
woodlands adjacent to the Order Limits is detailed and 
assessed in ES Volume 1, Chapter 6: Biodiversity 
[updated alongside this submission]. Existing commuting 
routes through the site, including hedgerows, ditches and 
treelines, will be retained, buffered and appropriately 
protected throughout all phases of the Proposed 
Development to ensure habitats within and adjacent to the 
Order Limits do not become fragmented. 
 
The Applicant can confirm that commuting routes through the 
Order Limits such as ditches, hedgerows and their 
surrounding buffers, have been incorporated throughout the 
Proposed Development. In addition, wide buffers are retained 
around the peripheries of the Solar PV Sites to ensure the 
ecological network within and adjacent to the Order Limits is 
maintained.  
 
The Proposed Development also includes wide internal 
commuting corridors comprising neutral grassland and other 
valuable ecological habitats which will help maintain the 
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permeability of the Order Limits and reduce habitat 
fragmentation.  
 
Collectively, these existing and newly created buffer corridors 
will help limit habitat fragmentation, such as woodland, within 
and adjacent to the Order Limits and cumulatively when 
considered alongside other consented developments. These 
measures are described in ES Volume 1, Chapter 6: 
Biodiversity [updated alongside this submission], 
detailed in the Outline Landscape and Ecological 
Management Plan (oLEMP) [updated alongside this 
submission] and shown indicatively on the Outline 
Environmental Masterplans (OEM) [updated alongside 
this submission].  
 
The buffer zones will be sympathetically planted for ecology 
with native species and semi-natural habitats including 
woodland, or a mix of scrub, grassland, heathland and 
wetland.  
 
In addition, arable land within the Solar PV Sites will be 
replaced with grassland beneath the solar panels, with the 
cessation of intensive agricultural practices within this area, 
which will aid in the reduction of habitat fragmentation.  

REP1-020 WR-FC-005 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture Government policy strongly supports increasing tree and woodland 
cover in England, including commitments to: 
 
- Reach 16.5% tree and woodland cover in England by 2050 (Tree 
Action Plan for England) 
- Increase woodland creation rates to support net zero and 
biodiversity objectives 
- Deliver landscape-scale nature recovery through the Environmental 
Improvement Plan 2023 
- Contribute to the England Trees Action Plan ambition to expand 
woodland creation and tree canopy cover 
 
Under Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006, as amended by the Environment Act 2021, 
public authorities exercising functions in relation to England 
(including under the planning system) must consider what action 
they can properly take to further the conservation and enhancement 
of biodiversity and take appropriate action consistent with the proper 
exercise of their functions. 

Extensive planting of native woodland blocks, native 
woodland belts and hedges with and without individual trees 
planted within them will be carried out across the Solar 
Development Sites, as detailed in the Outline Landscape 
and Ecological Management Plan (oLEMP) [updated 
alongside this submission]. This planting will compensate 
for trees and hedges lost to the Proposed Development and 
will enhance tree and woodland cover and hedge provision 
across the Solar Development Sites. Trees and hedges lost 
to the cable installation will be replanted wherever possible in 
the Cable Route Corridor subject to further detailed design 
works.  
 
The proposed planting of native woodland blocks, native 

woodland belts, hedgerows and individual trees 

demonstrates that the Applicant has taken opportunities to 

conserve and enhance biodiversity to further the general 

biodiversity objective under Section 40 of the Natural 

Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, as amended 

by the Environment Act 2021, through the creation, 

enhancement and connectivity of native habitats across the 

Proposed Development. 
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REP1-020 WR-FC-006 The Forestry 
Commission  

Arboriculture 
 
Biodiversity 
and Ecology 

Consideration should be given to the Environment Act 2021 
biodiversity targets, including the statutory targets to: 
 
- Halt the decline in species abundance by 2030 
- Increase species abundance so that by 2042 it is greater than in 
2022, and at least 10% greater than 2030 
- Improve the Red List Index for England species extinction risk by 
2042, compared to 2022 levels 
- Restore or create in excess of 500,000 hectares of wildlife-rich 
habitats outside of protected sites by 2042. A new interim target was 
also set within the EIP23 to restore or create 140,000 hectares of a 
range of wildlife-rich habitats outside protected sites by 2028 

Potential impacts on ecology and biodiversity are fully 
assessed in ES Volume 1, Chapter 6: Biodiversity 
[updated alongside this submission] and ES Volume 1, 
Chapter 12: Ornithology [updated alongside this 
submission].  
 
This assessment considers baseline ecological conditions 
and evaluates likely significant effects arising during the 
construction, operation and decommissioning phases of the 
Proposed Development as per best practice guidance and 
legislation such as the Environment Act 2021.  
 
It identifies avoidance, mitigation and enhancement 
measures to address potential impacts on habitats and 
protected and notable species. It also identifies opportunities 
for ecological enhancement, including the creation and long-
term management of habitats, and delivery of biodiversity net 
gain, to aid the achievement of the statutory targets in the 
Environment Act 2021. The assessment concludes that, with 
these measures in place, no unacceptable significant 
adverse effects on ecology and biodiversity are anticipated. 
The Applicant has followed a robust environmentally led 
design process taking account of the mitigation hierarchy. 
 
The Proposed Development will result in a net gain in 
biodiversity as well as incorporating enhancements. The 
ecological mitigation and enhancement proposals, including 
BNG measures, are illustrated indicatively on the Outline 
Environmental Masterplans (oEM) [PDA-003 to PDA-010] 
and detailed in the Outline Landscape and Ecological 
Management Plan (oLEMP) [APP-195] and the Outline 
Bird Mitigation Area Management Plan (oBMAMP) [APP-
205]. The oLEMP includes provisions for habitat 
establishment, maintenance and ecological monitoring to 
confirm that mitigation and enhancement measures are 
functioning as intended and to identify and implement 
remedial measures where required.  
 
It is expected that the Proposed Development will have a 
gain of approximately 78.58% for habitats, 73% for 
hedgerows, and 10.42% for watercourses based on the 
current development proposals. Full details of the gain are 
set out in the Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) Report [APP-
220]. 
 
In addition, arable land within the Solar PV Sites will be 
replaced with grassland beneath the solar panels, which will 
provide suitable commuting and foraging habitat for a range 
of fauna. The cessation of intensive agricultural practices, 
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including the reduced use of pesticides and other 
agrochemicals, is also expected to contribute to an overall 
improvement in biodiversity value across the Order Limits 
over the lifetime of the Proposed Development.   

Ouse & Derwent Internal Drainage Board REP1-027 

REP1-027 WR-IDB-001 Ouse & Derwent 
Internal Drainage 
Board 

Watercourses 
and Flood 
Risk 

The Board have reviewed the Applicant’s Responses to our 
Relevant Representation [IDB-01 to IDB-13] and the Board are 
overall satisfied with the responses. 

The Applicant notes and welcomes the Board's confirmation 
that it is satisfied with the Applicant's responses.  

REP1-027 WR-IDB-002 Ouse & Derwent 
Internal Drainage 
Board 

Protective 
Provisions 

The Board await the below: 
 
1. As set out at IDB-04, we await the amendment to Article 17 of the 
DCO to include the below additional provision: 
 
“Where the undertaker discharges water into, or makes any 
opening into, a watercourse, public sewer or drain belonging to 
or under the control of a drainage authority (as defined in Part 3 
of Schedule 15) the provisions of Part 3 of Schedule 15 shall 
apply instead”. 

The Applicant has made this amendment to the Draft DCO 
[updated alongside this submission] at Deadline 2.  

REP1-027 WR-IDB-003 Ouse & Derwent 
Internal Drainage 
Board 

Watercourses 
and Flood 
Risk 

2. Updated Design and Parameters Document confirming that 
planting within the 10m buffer on watercourses can only be on one 
side of the watercourses. 
 
The IDB will specify which side on our Board maintained 
watercourses and for ordinary watercourses, the applicant must 
ensure that the planting is only on one side (to add to existing 
planting or create new planting). There must be one clear side where 
a machine can work and carry out maintenance works. 

The Design Parameters and Commitments document 
[updated alongside this submission] confirms that planting 
is only permitted on one side of Ouse and Derwent Internal 
Drainage Board assets.  

REP1-027 WR-IDB-004 Ouse & Derwent 
Internal Drainage 
Board 

Watercourses 
and Flood 
Risk 

The Board is satisfied from reviewing the Crossings Schedule that 
the applicant appears to be using trenchless techniques for the cable 
crossing any watercourses within our district. This is welcomed and 
agreed. 

The Applicant notes and welcomes the Board's confirmation 
that it is satisfied with the proposals.  

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN0110012-000502-Second%20Response%20to%20Planning%20Inspectorate%20-%205%20August%202026.pdf
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REP1-027 WR-IDB-005 Ouse & Derwent 
Internal Drainage 
Board 

Watercourses 
and Flood 
Risk 

In addition, the Board note and are satisfied with the applicant’s 
below response in respect of access tracks: 
 
“Any access tracks constructed with Type 1 materials or similar 
will be treated as impermeable and a suitable drainage strategy 
will be developed and put in place to manage runoff from these 
areas in accordance with the parameters outlined in the Outline 
Drainage Strategy (ODS) [APP-182] including discharge 
restrictions and attenuation requirements.” 

The Applicant notes and welcomes the Board's confirmation 
that it is satisfied with the Applicant's responses. 
 
The Design Parameters and Commitments Document 
[updated alongside this submission] provides that internal 
access tracks will be constructed of a granular material and 
will therefore be permeable.  

 




