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Section 51 Advice Log
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This document comprises a record of the s51 advice that has been given by the
Planning Inspectorate to the applicant (Slough Holdings UK Limited) during the pre-
application stage. It will be updated by the Planning Inspectorate after every
interaction with the applicant within which s51 advice has been given.

The applicant will always be given the opportunity to comment on the Planning
Inspectorate’s draft record of the s51 advice given before it is published on the
relevant project page on the Find a National Infrastructure Project website.

The role of the advice log at the acceptance stage

Section 55(4) of the PA2008 requires the Planning Inspectorate to consider,
amongst other things, the extent to which the applicant has had regard to the s51
advice given by the Planning Inspectorate in connection with the application when
deciding if the application can be accepted for examination. Section 51 advice
includes:

e advice given about applying for an order granting development consent
e advice given about making representations about an application for an order
granting development consent

The applicant will use this advice log as the tool for demonstrating:

e regard to the s51 advice given to the applicant by the Planning Inspectorate
e regard to any s51 advice given to others by the Planning Inspectorate
The applicant will submit a final version of this advice log which demonstrates regard

to all s51 given by the Planning Inspectorate at the pre-application stage as part of
the application.


https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/TR040012/s51advice
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SDC M40 Campus - Log of s51 given to the applicant

Meeting date: 14 November 2025

Topic s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given

Pre-application programme The Inspectorate noted that the applicant
document should make a public-facing version of the
Programme Document available, for
example on the project website. The
Inspectorate also advised that the
Programme Document should be shared
with relevant statutory parties to enable
them to provide comments on the proposed
programme.

Stakeholder engagement The Inspectorate reiterated that the
Programme Document should be shared
with statutory bodies and other key
stakeholders to seek input on the applicant’s
proposed programme.

Scoping request The Inspectorate advised that the GIS

shapefile should be submitted at least 10
working days before the submission of any
EIA scoping request. The Inspectorate also
directed the applicant to Advice Note Seven




for guidance on scoping requests and GIS
shapefile specifications.

EIA scoping - scope of
project

The Inspectorate advised that any EIA
scoping opinion would relate only to the
proposed development that constituted the
NSIP. At that stage, this was the proposed
energy centre. The Inspectorate advised
that it may not be able to treat a scoping
request as valid if the likely significant
effects of the proposed energy centre could
not be clearly identified.

EIA scoping - future section
35 direction

The Inspectorate advised that, should a
section 35 direction subsequently bring the
proposed data centre within the NSIP
regime, the resulting development could be
materially different from that previously
scoped. The applicant may therefore need
to undertake a new scoping process.

Service tier

The Inspectorate advised that, based on the
information available at the meeting, the
standard service tier appeared appropriate
because the proposed energy centre was
the only element meeting the threshold of
the PA2008. The Inspectorate noted that
this view could be reconsidered should
circumstances change in the future.




Fast track procedure The Inspectorate reminded the applicant
that specific requirements would need to be
satisfied during the pre-application stage for
a project to be considered under the fast
track procedure. The applicant was advised
to refer to the relevant prospectus. The
Inspectorate also advised that eligibility for
the fast track procedure would ultimately be
determined by the Inspectorate.

Supplementary components | The Inspectorate advised that information
on supplementary components is available
in the pre-application prospectus. The
applicant was advised to contact the project
mailbox if it intended to utilise any
supplementary components.

Draft document review The Inspectorate advised the applicant to
service provide a full draft Development Consent
Order alongside draft application
documents. The Inspectorate noted that this
would assist in understanding how the order
would be structured, including the treatment
of associated development.

Meeting date: 27 February 2026

Topic s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given




Consultation

The Applicant explained it was progressing
its proposals for statutory consultation in line
with the current legislative framework, whilst
also monitoring timescales for
implementation of the Planning and
Infrastructure Act 2025 (PIA). The
Inspectorate advised that it understands
from Government that the secondary
legislation and guidance would not be
published before June 2026. The
Inspectorate expects for transitional
arrangements established by Government to
allow for applications prepared under the
current legislative framework to be capable
of being assessed under any new
acceptance test after the PIA provisions
commence.

Draft order limits

The applicant explained that the current
draft order limits may change (and extend)
as the design is refined. The Inspectorate
advised the applicant to ensure that any
amendments to the draft order limits relative
to the boundary used in the EIA scoping
should be explained in the environmental
statement (ES). The Inspectorate advised
that the applicant should submit a revised
GIS shapefile if the boundary is subject to
change prior to the applicant’s scoping
request. In accordance with the
Inspectorate’s advice note 7, it would
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https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-advice-note-seven-environmental-impact-assessment-process-preliminary-environmental-information-an/nationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-advice-note-seven-environmental-impact-assessment-process-preliminary-environmental-information-an#advance-notice-and-gis-shapefile

require the shapefile 10 working days in
advance of the scoping request.

Future meetings and logistics | The Inspectorate advised that ordinarily it
does not hold applicant project update
meetings whilst the EIA scoping opinion is
under preparation. However, if required by
the applicant’s programme, it could host a
meeting provided that the agenda does not
have items related to the EIA and scoping
process. As such, a meeting could be held
to discuss the draft statement of
consultation.

The Inspectorate also advised the Applicant
to, if granted, send the section 35 direction
as soon as possible.

Finally, the Inspectorate advised the
Applicant to progress the necessary
logistical arrangements, as this will support
the timely publication of the project website.

Meeting date: 22 May 2026

Topic s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given

The applicant referred to examples of good
practice, and the Inspectorate advised that
the Planning Inspectorate NSIP project
webpage provides examples of projects

Examples of good practice




which address overlapping planning and
permitting considerations.

The Inspectorate advised that relevant
projects can be shared with the applicant as
examples where helpful.

Decarbonisation Readiness

The applicant queried the level of
information expected within the application
to demonstrate compliance with emerging
decarbonisation readiness requirements for
environmental permitting and associated
guidance. The Inspectorate advised that
further discussions with the applicant would
be appropriate following adoption of the EIA
scoping opinion.

Landscape, heritage and
design

The Inspectorate advised that the
Examining Authority is likely to require
assessment of long-distance viewpoints. It
noted that no specific requirements are set,
but early consideration is advised.

Order limits and utilities

The Inspectorate advised that it would
expect a connection statement to be
provided. It confirmed that it can review draft
documents if the applicant wishes to share
examples.

The Inspectorate advised that relevant
guidance on utility connections should be
considered by the applicant.




Compulsory acquisition and
land interests

The applicant provided an update on
progress in negotiations with landowners.
The Inspectorate advised that land and
compulsory acquisition matters should be
progressed at an early stage to reduce risk
to the programme.

Consultations and local
engagement

The applicant outlined its approach to
consultation and pre-application
engagement, including whether, in light of
anticipated timings around commencement
of Planning and Infrastructure Act 2025
reforms, it intends to continue with its plans
for a statutory consultation and preliminary
environmental information report (PEIR).
The Inspectorate advised that the applicant
should consider the implications for its
programme and, where possible, continue to
adopt a front-loaded approach to
consultation. It advised that early and
ongoing engagement with stakeholders
should be maintained. The Inspectorate
advised that the production of principal
areas of disagreement summary statements
(PADSS) can be helpful in identifying and
progressing key issues. It also advised that
an updated issues tracker submitted
alongside the application would support
clarity on outstanding matters.
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The Inspectorate advised that consultation
should be inclusive and ensure that
participants are able to provide feedback in
a way that is accessible and comfortable for
them. The Inspectorate noted that new
guidance following recent reforms is
anticipated over the summer and advised
that consultation materials and information
provided should be proportionate. It advised
that the applicant should avoid consultation
fatigue by ensuring materials are clear,
concise and not overly burdensome.

The applicant sought advice regarding
which Secretary of State (SoS) would
determine the application noting that it is a
combined project.

The Inspectorate advised that the applicant
should engage with the Ministry of Housing,
Communities and Local Government on this
matter. It noted that this remains subject to
ongoing consideration, and consideration
will be given as to whether the Department
for Energy Security and Net Zero and the
Department for Science, Innovation and
Technology should also be engaged.

Policy

The Inspectorate queried whether
consideration had been given to whether
sections 104 and 105 of the Planning Act
2008 will be engaged and the relevance of

11




the emerging national policy statements
(NPS) for data centres. The applicant
confirmed that until an NPS for data centres
is designated, it will proceed on the basis
that the application will be considered under
section 104 to the extent that energy NPSs
have effect and section 105 in relation to the
data centre. This is being kept under review
pending progress on preparation of the NPS
for data centres.

The Inspectorate advised that while a draft
national policy statement for data centres is
being prepared, there are no defined
timelines for its publication and subsequent
designation. It advised that where a NPS is
designated, information on transitional
arrangements would be provided.

The applicant explained that it proposes to
proceed on the basis of the standard tier at
this stage.

Tier Service

The Inspectorate advised that, should the
applicant wish to move to an enhanced tier,
they should confirm this in writing to the
Inspectorate.

Meeting date: 15 July 2026

Topic s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given
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Email Advice - Planning and | In light of the amended legal framework
Infrastructure Act 2025 which will be introduced from 24 July 2026
by the Planning and Infrastructure Act 2025,
the Planning Inspectorate issued written
advice to the applicant on 15 July 2026
requesting for:

o evidence within the submitted
application in relation to duties under
s46 and s48 of the PA2008 to be
provided as an appendix to any
engagement summary document that
the applicant may choose to submit
or, where the applicant chooses not
to submit such a document, as a
discrete document titled ‘Section 46
and section 48 information’

e evidence within the submitted
application in relation to new
s55(4)(e) of the PA2008 to be
provided in a submission version of
this expanded advice log template

Advice date: 29 September 2026

Topic s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given

Power Strategy The applicant confirmed it is progressing 2

scenarios for the data centre power

13



strategy. In addition to the proposed energy
centre, it is exploring an option for direct
connection to an existing 400 kilovolt (kV)
overhead line within the same proposed
order limits. The Inspectorate advised that
where possible options should be narrowed
at the point of DCO application submission.
The Inspectorate advised the applicant to
consider if the introduction of the new power
strategy option would represent a material
change to the description of the proposed
development set out in the scoping report,
and any implications for the adopted
scoping opinion. The Inspectorate advised
the applicant to explain its approach to any
changes in the ES.

Design vision

The Inspectorate had limited comments on
the proposed design vision statement but
advised that any future Examination
Authority may look to understand how the
vision for the building design is reflected in
the overall design vision.

Research and Testing

The Inspectorate advised that where options
remained for the energy centre technology,
which had different associated maximum
parameters, it would be beneficial to set out
the maximum parameters for each
technology type and assess these in the
EIA. The Inspectorate advised that the

14




options should be reflected in the applicant’s
visualisations. The Inspectorate advised that
this approach may enable the applicant to
tailor mitigation measures to the options.
The Inspectorate advised that it should be
clear in the application documentation what
the process for confirming and selecting the
preferred option would be and how
mitigation for that option would be finalised.

The Inspectorate advised the applicant to
consider whether it would be appropriate for
the design review panel to have an ongoing
role in the design development of the
proposed development beyond the pre-
application stage.

Coordinate
a) Project Level Design
Principles
b) Design Access
Statements & Design
Approach Documents

The Inspectorate advised that Light Valley
Solar, Steeple Renewables project and
Sizewell C and Lower Thames Crossing
have design access statements and Design
approach Documents that the applicant may
wish to assess for guidance.

The Inspectorate advised that the proposed
approach to securing good design through a
series of design parameters, design codes
and outline management plans seemed
appropriate. A future Examining Authority
may wish to understand the scope and
content of the design code in further detail.
The applicant explained that work on the

15



https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/EN0110012
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https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/EN010012
https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/TR010032

design codes is ongoing and these would
form part of the DCO application.

Pins feedback, key
discussions

The Inspectorate advised the applicant to be
open and transparent with cooling
technology being considered and water
usage, alongside any other options like
rainwater harvesting that are being
considered as these are concerns which are
likely to be raised. The applicant advised
that investigations are ongoing on the
preferred options.

AOB

The Inspectorate confirmed it had provided
section 51 advice to a member of the public
that had provided comments on the scoping
opinion. The Inspectorate advised the
applicant to review the advice in the Section
51 Advice Log entry of 11 September 2026
shown below and demonstrate how it had
had regard to this in its DCO application.

The Inspectorate advised the applicant to
provide updates on the progress of issues,
and engagement with relevant bodies, at the
next meeting. This should include HRA,
heritage matters, biodiversity net gain (BNG)
and interaction with existing landfill permits.

The Inspectorate advised the applicant to
confirm if the proposed development could
result in loss or deterioration of veteran
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trees or ancient woodland. Noting that BNG
would be mandatory for the proposed
development, the Inspectorate advised that
a compensation strategy would be required
with the DCO application if loss or
deterioration of irreplaceable habitat could
not be ruled out. The applicant was
confident that this could be avoided through
design measures but agreed to provide a
progress update.

Programme document: The Inspectorate
advised the applicant to ensure that there is
sufficient time between receiving feedback
from draft documents review and DCO
application submission.

SDC M40 Campus — Log of s51 advice given to others

Advice date: 11 September 2026

Person s51 advice given to s51 advice given Applicant regard to s51 advice given

Guy Cartwright Dear Mr G Cartwright,

| am writing in response to
your emails dated 25 August 2026, which
raised several points about the Scoping

17



Opinion for the proposed SDC M40 Campus
project.

| have responded to the

points you have raised below. The content
of your comments will also be shared with
the applicant, and the

Inspectorate will advise the applicant to set
out how it has had regard to your
comments in its application.

The purpose of a Scoping Opinion is to
provide an applicant who proposes to make
an application for an order granting
development consent (DCO) with the
Secretary of State’s opinion as to the scope
and level of detail of the information to be
provided in an environmental statement
(ES). The Inspectorate recognises that at
the time of the scoping request, it may be
necessary to leave certain matters open.
For example, details of the proposed
development may not have been finalised
and, indeed, may not be finalised for some
time. Scoping requests should

be submitted with sufficient time to allow the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
process to inform the final design.

As such, the Inspectorate’s comments in the
Scoping Opinion are not intended to act as
comprehensive technical

advice regarding all environmental matters.

18




The Inspectorate encourages applicants to
engage with relevant statutory bodies to
share environmental information in order
to seek agreement on environmental
assessments and matters. In addition, the
ES should be prepared in line with best
practice and case law.

More generally, you may find useful
information about the stages of a nationally
significant infrastructure project (NSIP), how
members of the public can get involved, the
role of environmental impact assessment
(EIA) and how applicants should take into
account environmental information and
feedback received from stakeholders in our
advice notes.

1. Noise assessment

The applicant’s Scoping Report proposed to
scope in noise effects during the operational
phase of the proposed

development, including a detailed impact
assessment in accordance

with British Standard (BS) 4142:2014+A1
2019 Methods for rating and assessing
industrial and commercial sound. The host
local authority (Buckinghamshire

Council) agreed that noise should be
scoped into further assessment. The
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https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fnationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-pre-application-advice-on-environmental-impact-assessment&data=05%7C02%7CSDCM40Campus%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C725b3ec456554484a44c08df0fe0a58d%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C639247129687680113%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZZVlzUZX1MHn0Zb00FPcKWsors8MOVYUs7eR76aJE7g%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fguidance%2Fnationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-pre-application-advice-on-environmental-impact-assessment&data=05%7C02%7CSDCM40Campus%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C725b3ec456554484a44c08df0fe0a58d%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C639247129687680113%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZZVlzUZX1MHn0Zb00FPcKWsors8MOVYUs7eR76aJE7g%3D&reserved=0

Inspectorate would expect the applicant to
engage with relevant statutory bodies,
including Buckinghamshire Council’s
environmental health officer, about the
detailed method of the assessment.

The applicant’s Scoping

Report described optionality remaining in
the proposed development design, including
for the energy generation technology.

The Scoping Opinion set out the
Inspectorate’s comments

that options should be narrowed or, if
flexibility was retained at the point of DCO
application, that the ES

should include assessments on a worst-
case scenario for each remaining
technology.

In accordance with the Scoping Opinion,
the ES must confirm the final study area for
the noise assessment by reference to
relevant guidance and the applicant

must make effort to agree it with

relevant statutory bodies. The final study
area should be defined to include all
sensitive receptors that could be subject

to likely significant effects from operational
noise.

The Inspectorate will pass your
comments regarding the 2011 Defra
guidance "Procedure for the Assessment of
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Low Frequency Noise Complaints” to the
applicant.

2. Water resources and Source
Protection Zones

Beaconsfield Town Council stated that the
proposed development site overlies a
Principal Aquifer and lies within Source
Protection Zone 3 (SPZ3). The applicant’s
Scoping Report acknowledges this
environmental constraint in paragraph
6.5.18 and proposes to assess effects from
potential contamination of groundwater
(including aquifers and SPZ) during
construction and operation (see Table 36
and Table 37 of the Scoping Report).

Beaconsfield Town Council’s scoping
consultation response was appended to,
and forms part of, the Scoping Opinion. The
Inspectorate expects applicants to explain in
the ES how scoping consultation

responses have been taken into

account in preparation of the ES.

3. Cumulative effects

The Scoping Opinion referred to Heathrow
Airport expansion, East West Rail and High
Speed 2 as these projects were flagged by
the host local authority (Buckinghamshire

21




Council) in its scoping response as
nationally significant projects.

The applicant’s Scoping Report set out the
proposed approach to cumulative effects
assessment, which follows the
Inspectorate’s guidance in the Advice Note
on Cumulative Effects. The approach would
include identification of a long and short
list of other existing and approved projects
across development types and consenting
regimes. The Inspectorate advise the
applicant to consider the projects you have
identified as part of its work.

4. Expected employment figures

The Scoping Opinion requires the ES

to provide an estimate of direct employment
with occupational breakdown,

and separately indirect or induced roles in
the supply chain. It requires the ES to
explain any assumptions made in the
calculation of these estimates.

5. Engagement with Affinity Water
and Hedgerley Parish Council

As of 11 September 2026, the Inspectorate
has not received a response from Affinity
Water to the scoping consultation. If

a response is received it will be published
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on the project page on the Find a National
Infrastructure Project website. It will also
be forwarded to the applicant for
consideration. The Inspectorate will pass
your comments about proactive
engagement with Hedgerley Parish
Council during the pre-application
process to the applicant.

6. Ultrafine particulate and ammonia

The Inspectorate will share your comments
about the potential for emissions to air
from ultrafine particulate matter and/ or
ammonia with the applicant. The Scoping
Opinion requires confirmation in the ES as
to whether selective catalytic reduction
(SCR) abatement would be required and, if
so, an assessment of any likely

significant effects arising from its

use. It states that effort should be made to
agree the scope and methodology of air
quality modelling for all relevant pollution
sources with relevant statutory bodies, and
this would include consideration of
ammonia as a by-product of the SCR
where required. Prior to operation of the
energy centre, the applicant would

also require an environmental permit from
the Environment Agency, which would set
controls in relation to emissions to
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air. The applicant’s

Scoping Report proposed to scope in
assessment of particulate matter (PM)
(PM10 and PM2.5) from various sources
during construction and operation.

The Scoping Opinion was adopted on that
basis.

The Inspectorate will share the content of
your emails with the applicant for
consideration. The Inspectorate will not
share your contact details with the applicant.
If you wish to raise your concerns

directly with the applicant, please contact
them using the details available on the
developer’s website, which is

accessible here and from the project page of
the Find a National infrastructure Project
website. A summary of the

Inspectorate’s response to you will also be
published on the project page as section 51
advice.

If you have any queries, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Yours sincerely,

Environmental Services Team

Planning Inspectorate
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https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsdcm40campus.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CSDCM40Campus%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C725b3ec456554484a44c08df0fe0a58d%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C639247129687730533%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CAlMRWQ2p4va5il1m2FcVcCya1limCKzuY5vjP4wdOo%3D&reserved=0
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