
 

 
 

 
 

  
 
 

Dear Louise, 

 

SEA LINK DCO APPLICATION 

ADEQUACY OF CONSULTATION 

 

Thank you for the notification that National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) has 

submitted the Sea Link grid reinforcement application for Development Consent. It is 

understood that the Planning Inspectorate has until 24 April 2025 to determine whether to 

accept the application. During this time local authorities have until 11 April 2025 to submit a 

representation regarding the pre-application consultation. Please therefore accept this letter 

as a response from Suffolk County Council to the Planning Inspectorate’s request for 

comments on the adequacy of consultation undertaken by the applicant during the pre-

application stage.  

 

The PINS letter dated 28 March 2025 sets out that local authorities should consider whether 

the applicant has complied with the following duties: 

 

• Duty to Consult – Section 42 - Planning Act 2008 (as amended);   

• Duty to consult the local community – Section 47 of Planning Act (as amended), and;  

• Duty to Publicise – Section 48 of the Planning Act (as amended). 

 

It is understood that it is for the Planning Inspectorate to determine whether the applicant 

has complied with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008 in order to accept the 

application. It is the Council’s view that it has no reason to question that NGET has complied 

with the statutory requirements set out in sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008 

for the reasons set out within Appendix A of this response.  

 

However, the Council believes that the Applicant has failed to engage effectively on the 

following key issues: 
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• The use of Benhall Railway Bridge (B1121) as part of the access route to the 

converter station site, specifically the lack of detail on how the movement of Abnormal 

Indivisible Loads (AILs) and other Special Order movements will be achieved over 

the bridge, considering its structural deficiencies.  

• The lack of detail on the proposed River Fromus bridge, including construction 

method, design, and mitigation of impact on heritage views.  

• The inclusion of 7am-5pm on Sundays and Public Holidays in the Core Working 

Hours, which conflicts with working hours agreed for other consented projects within 

the same geographical area, including Sizewell C and Scottish Power Renewables’ 

schemes.  

 

It is the Council’s view that these issues could have been potentially resolved prior to the 

Examination through more detailed engagement.  

 

Please find the completed proforma attached within Appendix A of this response.  

 

 

Yours sincerely,  

Project Manager (PMO) 
Growth, Highways & Infrastructure 
Suffolk County Council 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Appendix A 

 

 
 

Adequacy of Consultation Representation Proforma 

Under Section 55(4)(b) of the Planning Act 2008 (PA2008) the Planning Inspectorate, on 

behalf of the Secretary of State, must take any adequacy of consultation representation 

(AoCR) received from a local authority consultee into account when deciding whether to 

accept an application for development consent, and this will be published should the 

application be accepted for examination. 

An AoCR is defined in s55(5) in PA2008 as “a representation about whether the applicant 

complied, in relation to that proposed application, with the applicant’s duties under sections 

42, 47 and 48”. 

Project name Sea Link 

Date of request 28 March 2025 

Deadline for AOCR 11 April 2025 

Return to southeastanglialink@planninginspectorate.gov.uk 

 

Please complete the proforma outlining your AoCR on the above NSIP. 

Local Authority Suffolk County Council  

 

In the opinion of the local authority, has the applicant complied with the legislative 

requirements listed below?   

Please note that this is specifically about the statutory consultation(s) undertaken.  

Assessment of Compliance - Required 

S42 Duty to consult Yes 

S47 Duty to consult local community Yes 

S48 Duty to publicise Yes  

 

If you would like to give more detail on any of the above, please do so below.  

Please keep it as succinct as possible and refer to facts and evidence related to consultation, rather 

than the merits of the application. 



Additional comments - Not compulsory 

S42 Duty 
to consult 

Subsection (1)(a) refers to ‘such persons as may be prescribed’. These 

persons are listed in Schedule 1 to the Infrastructure Planning 

(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009. A list 

of those consulted has been provided in the Consultation Report and 

appears to comply with those of relevance listed in Schedule 1.   

 

A requirement to consult the relevant parish councils is included within 

Schedule 1.  This appears to have been complied with. 

 

The order limits of the Sea Link DCO application fall partially within 

English waters, and so subsection (1)(aa) is engaged. The Consultation 

Report states that the Marine Management Organisation was consulted 

accordingly. 

 

The Applicant has provided a list of the local authorities consulted on the 

project. This list includes the Council, alongside other host local 

authorities and a few neighbouring local authorities. The Council can 

confirm they were engaged with by the applicant on all the consultation 

phases, and the applicant has therefore complied with subsection b) in 

so far as the Council is concerned.   

 

There is no requirement to consult the Greater London Authority as the 

order limits of the Sea Link DCO application do not fall within Great 

London, therefore subsection (1)(c) is not engaged. The Consultation 

Report does, however, state that the Applicant consulted the Greater 

London Authority on a precautionary basis as it shares a boundary with 

Kent County Council and is thus a category ‘D’ authority. 

 

Subsection (1)(d) of section 42 requires the Applicant to consult each 

person who is within one or more categories set out in section 44. This 

would include owners, lessees, tenants or occupiers of land included 

within the boundary of the order limits or those with an interest in the land 

or with a power to sell or convey the land. A list of landowner and 

statutory undertaker consultation has been provided in the Consultation 

Report. A table has been provided which details the landowners 

consulted by reference to their landowner number, and so it is not 

possible from this information to see if every person set out in section 44 

has been consulted.  Therefore, no comments are provided by the 

Council on this point.   

 

Section 45 of the Act ‘timetable for consultation under section 42’ 

requires that the applicant notifies the consultee of the deadline for 

receipt of comments in relation to the consultation which must not be 

earlier than 28 days after the consultation documents are received. The 



Council can confirm that in relation to consultation with the Council the 

requirements of section 45 of the Act have been met.   

S47 Duty 
to consult 
local 
community 

In accordance with subsection (1), the Applicant prepared a Statement 

of Community Consultation (SoCC) which set out how they proposed to 

consult with ‘people living in the vicinity of the land’. The SoCC has been 

provided in Appendix D to the Consultation Report.   

  

The Applicant consulted the Council on the draft SoCC with comments 

being provided before the deadline. The Council suggested that the 

promoter set up an additional workstream to facilitate effective and active 

dialogue with the local community.  The Council considers that the 

Applicant had regard to its comments, although no amendments were 

made to the SoCC in response to this suggestion.  

 

The Applicant has provided evidence in Appendix D to show the revised 

SoCC was published in the following newspapers:  

 

• East Anglian Daily Times, 17 October 2023 

• The Kentish Gazette, 19 October 2023 

 

The Council agrees that in accordance with subsection (6)(za) that the 

Applicant made the SoCC available for inspection by the public in a way 

that is reasonably convenient for people living in the vicinity of the land. 

The Council is satisfied these newspapers ‘circulate in the vicinity of the 

land’ as required by subsection (6)(a). Subsection (6)(b) also requires the 

SoCC to be published ‘in such manner as may be prescribed’. The 

statement was also made available to view on National Grid’s Proposed 

Project webpage.  

 

Subsection (7) requires the applicant to undertake the consultation in 

accordance with the details set out in the statement. The Council has no 

reason to question whether the Applicant has carried out the consultation 

in accordance with the SoCC. 

 

By preparing a SoCC and consulting the relevant local authorities with 

the ‘consultation documents’, the Applicant has complied with 

subsections (1), (2), (3) and (4) of section 47. The Council is also satisfied 

that the Applicant generally complied with subsection (5) with comments 

raised regarding the SoCC being given due ‘regard’ as required. 

 

 

 

S48 Duty 
to 
publicise 

Part 4 of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and 

Procedure) Regulations 2009 sets out how to ‘publicise the proposed 

application in the prescribed manner’ in order to comply with subsection 



 

 

 

 

(1). Appendix E4 of the Consultation Report provides copies of the 

section 48 notices that were published within the following sources:  

• East Anglian Daily Times (17 October 2023 and 24 October 2023) 

• Kentish Gazette (19 October 2023 and 26 October 2023) 

• The Guardian (national newspaper (24 October 2023)) 

• Lloyd’s List (as the Proposed Project relates to offshore 

development (24 October 2023)) 

• Fishing News (as the Proposed project relates to offshore 

development (24 October 2023)) 

• The London Gazette (26 October 2023) 

 

The publication of the proposed application as set out in the Consultation 

Report complies with subsection (1). The other phases of the 

consultation were also published in local newspapers.   

  

The press notice published provided a deadline for the receipt of 

responses to the consultation and therefore complied with subsection (2) 

of section 48. The notice was published between 17 October 2023 and 

26 October 2023, and a deadline of 18 December 2023 provided. This 

timeframe exceeded the requirement set out in the 2009 Regulations of 

‘not less than 28 days’ but the local communities and stakeholders did 

find digesting the significant volumes of information provided during the 

consultation and drafting a detailed response within the timeframe 

challenging. 

 

Any other 
comments 

 




