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Schedule of the Examining Authority’s ("ExA”) recommended
amendments to the Applicant’s draft DCO version F [REP6-003]

Purpose of this Document

1.1 This document is submitted by INRG Solar (Little Crow) Ltd (“the Applicant”) and contains the Applicant's response to the schedule of the
Examining Authority’s recommended amendments to the Applicant’s draft development consent order ("DCO").

1.2 The Applicant’s response has been added as a final column to the ExA’s schedule.



4% The Planning Inspectorate

Little Crow Solar Park

Examining Authority’s (ExA)
Consultation on the draft Development Consent Order (DCO)

Schedule of ExA’s recommended amendments to the Applicant’s
draft DCO version F [REP6-003]

Issued on 1 September 2021
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Note to Interested Parties

The Examining Authority (ExA) reminds Interested Parties (IP) that the recommended schedule of changes to the draft DCO
[REP6-003] as set out below follows a statutory process. It is made irrespective of the recommendation the ExA will make to
the Secretary of State (SoS) and is not an indication that ExA has already made up its mind on the Application. IPs
participation and written responses will be treated as being given without prejudice to any position or view they hold on the
scheme. IPs are invited to identify any outstanding concerns previously raised that are not addressed below.

For ease of reference, text shown emboldened in red identifies insertions of new text, while text shown with a double strike
through is proposed for deletion. Please provide any comments you may wish to make on this schedule of changes by
Examination Deadline 7 on 20 September 2021.
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Ref \ ExA’s suggested changes \ ExA’s comments Applicant’s response
Articles
Article 2 e “archaeological management e Revision suggested for The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s

Interpretation

plan” means the document
certified as the archaeological
management plan for the
purposes of &ae this Order i
aceordance-with under article

14 ( e £ ol I
documents—etey;”

reasons of consistency with
other definitions that refer
to article 14.

The ExA considers that a
definition for LEMP does not
need to be included in
Article 2 because it would
duplicate what is stated in
the Interpretation section of
Part 1 of Schedule 2.

The amended wording
would provide a definition
for the outline BSMP
referred to in Requirement

approach and has amended Article 2
as suggested apart from the
deletion of “(certification of plans
and documents etc);"” this is the first
mention of the article and that is
why the name appears here but not
elsewhere

The LEMP is referred to in Schedule
1, before the definitions in Schedule
2, so the Applicant has not deleted
this. The definition in Part 1 of
Schedule 2 has instead been
removed to prevent duplication.

The Applicant has amended the
definition to ‘BSMP’ as suggested
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Ref

| ExA’s suggested changes

| ExA’s comments

Applicant’s response

Articles

e “outline battery—safety
managementptanr 7

means the plan certified by
the Secretary of State as the
battery safety management
plan for the purposes of this
Order under article 14;"

7 and be consistent with the
approach taken to defining
the other outline
management plans and the
proposed revisions to the
wording for Requirement 7
(see below).

Article 8
Temporary
closure and
diversion of
public
footpath

‘8(1) The undertaker may, during
the construction and
decommissioning of the
authorised development,
temporarily close public footpath
214 as specified in column €5 (3)
of Schedule 3 (public footpath to
be temporarily closed and
diverted) to the extent specified
in column &5 (5) of Schedule 3,
and must provide the temporary
substitute public footpath
specified in column &5 (6) of
Schedule 3 for the period during
which the footpath is temporarily
closed.’

Some of the column numbering
referenced in Article 8 does not
appear to be consistent with the
column numbers used in Table
1 in Schedule 3. The EXA has
therefore suggested
amendments to the drafting of
Article 8, which it considers
would result in consistency
between Article 8 and

Schedule 3.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
comments and has amended Article
8(1) as suggested to ensure it is
consistent with Schedule 3.

Article 10
Authority to
survey and

'(5) The undertaker must
compensate the owners and

occupiers of the land for any loss

Amendment suggested to assist
clarity.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
proposal and has amended Article
10 (5) for clarity
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Ref \ ExA’s suggested changes \ ExA’s comments Applicant’s response
Articles
investigate or damage arising by reason of
the land the exercise of the authority
conferred by this article, such
compensation to be determined,
in case of dispute, under Part 1
(determination of questions of
disputed compensation) of the
1961 Act.
Article 14 General point for consideration - | The Applicant has relocated items
Certification Possible relocation of items (f) listed in Article 14 (f) - (k) to 14.
of plans to (k) (the various outline (b)(xi) = (xvi) as proposed by the

management plans) to item (b)
as they are technical
appendices of the
Environmental Statement.

ExA in order to keep the references
to the Environmental Statement
technical appendices with the rest of
the references to the Environmental
Statement.
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Ref

ExA’s suggested changes

ExA’'s comments

Applicant’s response

Schedule 1 Authorised Development

Paragraph 1

‘1. The construction, operation,
maintenance and
decommissioning of a nationally
significant infrastructure project
as defined in sections 14(l) and
15 of the 2008 Act with
associated development under
section 115(1)(b) of the 2008
Act.

The nationally significant
infrastructure project comprises
a generating station with a gross
electrical output of ever56 up to
300 megawatts comprising all or
any of the work numbers in this
Schedule or any part of any work
number in this Schedule—

Work No. 1 - a generating
station comprising: arrays of
ground-mounted solar panels
with a gross electrical output of
ever56 up to 300 megawatts ...’

On the basis of the submissions
that the Applicant has made
during the Examination with
respect to the generating
capacity for the Proposed
Development, including those
made in response to the ExA’s
third written question 3.6.1
[REP6-019], the EXA considers
that the generating capacity
should be stated as being up to
300 megawatts in any made
DCO.

The Applicant’s previous submissions
as outlined in the Applicant’s
Response to the s51 Advice,
(Document Reference 9.14 LC

OTH, PINS Reference AS-004), at
ISH1 and in the Applicant’s Post
Hearing Submissions (Document
Reference 9.17 LC OTH, PINS
Reference REP1-008), as noted by
the ExA in ExQ2.6.5, and covered in
EXQ3 3.6.1 (Document Reference
9.43 LC OTH, PINS Reference REP6-
019). The Applicant set out its views
on why it is inappropriate to impose
a limit on the capacity of the
generating station. The Applicant
does not seek to repeat those here,
but respectfully disagrees with the
ExA’s conclusion and would request
that the ExA’s report notes the
position to enable the Secretary of
State to consider the matter if the
ExA’s view remains the same.

In further support of its position, the
Applicant wishes to draw the
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attention of the ExA to the following
paragraph in the Draft National Policy
Statement for Renewable Energy
Infrastructure (EN-3) which was
published for consultation by BEIS on
6 September 2021 (Document
Reference 9.47 LC OTH) (Applicant’s
emphasis):

2.48.8 It should also be noted that
the DC installed generating capacity
of a solar farm will decline over time
in correlation with the reduction in
panel array efficiency. Light induced
degradation affects most solar panels
and on average panels degrade at a
rate of up to 1% each year.
Applicants may account for this by
overplanting solar panel arrays

[43]. Therefore, AC installed export
capacity should not be seen as an
appropriate tool to constrain the
impacts of a solar farm. Other
measurements, such as panel size,
total area and percentage of ground
cover should be used to set the
maximum extent of development
when determining the planning
impacts of an application.
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The Applicant’s position is that the
above endorses its stance in its
previous submissions and the
imposition of a capacity limit as
suggested by the ExA would not be in
accordance with paragraph 2.48.8 of
the Draft NPS. Adherence to the
physical parameters of the panel and
other matters referred to in
paragraph 2.48.8 of the panels
assessed in the ES is secured via
Requirement 6(2) in Schedule 2 Part
1 of the Draft DCO and compliance
with the works plan secured via
Article 3.

The Applicant also draws attention to
the provisions of paragraph 2.48.5
which notes (inter alia):

In order for a solar farm to generate
electricity efficiently, site layout must
be designed so as to maximise
irradiance levels, and the panel array
spacing should also seek to maximise
the potential power output of the
Site.

Therefore in designing a project the
expectation in the Draft NPS is that
an Applicant should approach the

10
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exercise to maximise the site’s
potential power output. Imposing an
arbitrary capacity limit would curtail
such potential.

In respect of the relevance of the
Draft NPS in the determination of the
current application, the Applicant
would draw the ExA’s attention to the
transitional provisions in section 1.6
of the Draft Overarching National
Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1)
(Document Reference 9.47 LC OTH).
The Applicant acknowledges that any
revised NPS which may Dbe
designated following the current
consultation will not have effect for
the purposes of determining its
application (para. 1.6.2).
Nevertheless, para 1.6.3 states:

1.6.3 However, any emerging draft
NPSs (or those designated but not
having effect) are potentially capable
of being important and relevant
considerations in the decision-
making process. The extent to which
they are relevant is a matter for the
relevant Secretary of State to
consider within the framework of the
Planning Act and with regard to the

11
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specific circumstances of each
development consent order
application.

The ExXA should refer to the
Applicant’s response to ExA Q4.1.1
for its full submission on the
relevance of the Draft NPS for the
purposes of s105 Planning Act 2008
in the determination of this
application. Applying that analysis to
paras 2.48.5 and 2.48.8 of Draft EN-
3 the Applicant submits that its
advice not to impose a capacity limit
on the project is an important and
relevant consideration to which the
ExA and the Secretary of State
should have regard and give
significant weight.

Notwithstanding the above, and
entirely without prejudice to its
primary argument, the Applicant has
the following further comments to
make in respect of the ExA’s
proposed amendments to Schedule 1
para 1 of the draft DCO as shown in
Document Reference PD-016 were it
minded to maintain them in its report
to the Secretary of State:

12
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The Applicant does not envisage that
the installed export capacity of the
solar pv element of the project (Work
No. 1) is likely to exceed 300MW.
Consequently, the imposition of a
300MW installed capacity limit on
Work No.1 is unlikely to constrain the
project and therefore could be
accepted by the Applicant.

However, for the reasons explained
in its previous submissions, it is
certainly foreseeable that advances
in technology would mean that the
combined capacity of the solar pv
(Work No. 1) and the battery energy
storage system (Work No0.2A/2B)
could exceed 300MW and therefore
such a limit on the total capacity of
the generating station would be an
unreasonable constraint and
potentially prevent the operation of
the project in accordance with full
extent of the parameters assessed in
the ES and presented in the
application.

It is not clear to the Applicant
whether it is the ExA’s intention to
impose a limit on the aggregate
capacity of both the solar pv and

13
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BESS elements of the project, but the
Applicant considers that there is a
risk that the draft DCO could be
interpreted as doing so if the first of
the ExA’s amendments is
incorporated. This is because whilst
the BESS comprises an “exempt
electricity storage facility” for the
purposes of section 15(3C) Planning
Act 2008 (i.e. its capacity is to be
disregarded in considering whether
the project is a NSIP), it is still an
activity which comprises energy
generation and therefore its capacity
remains part of the overall
generating capacity of the generating
station.

As a result the Applicant would
strongly resist the first of the ExA’s
proposed amendment to Schedule 1
Para 1 and suggest that that part of
the draft DCO remains as originally
drafted as follows:

The nationally significant
infrastructure project
comprises a generating
station with a gross
electrical output of over
50MW comprising all or any

14
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of the work numbers in this
Schedule or any part of any
work number in this
Schedule

Schedule 2 Part 1 - Requirements

5(2) Phases of
authorised
development

be implemented in
accordance with the
approved phasing scheme.’

The EXA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 5(2) as suggested.

6(1) Detailed
design
approval

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may be is to be
commenced until written details
of the following for that phase
have been submitted to and
approved by the local planning
authority.’

The EXA considers that the
suggested wording would assist
precision and enforcement.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 6(1) as suggested.

6(2) Detailed

'(2) The details to be submitted

The EXA considers that the

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s

design for approval must accord with suggested wording would be approach and has amended
approval ! more precise. requirement 6(2) as suggested.

7 Battery Battery safety-management The ExA considers the The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
safety Safety Management Plan suggested changes to approach and has amended
management (BSMP) Requirement 7 should be made | requirement 7(1) as suggested.

because:

15
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‘7.-(1) Prior to the
commencement of either Work
No. 2A or Work No. 2B as
notified to the local planning
authority under Article 3(4) a

£BSMPS BSMP must be ...’

e Battery Safety Management
Plan (BSMP) would be
defined in the interpretation
section in Part 1 of Schedule
2; and

e They would be consistent
with the format for the other
management plans, for
example the CEMP
(Requirement 8).

8(1) and 8(2)
Construction
Environmental
Management
Plans (CEMPs)

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may is to be
commenced until a CEMP for that
phase has been submitted to and
approved by the local planning

authority. Fare-approved-CEMP

edthne—CcEMPRs Any CEMP
submitted for approval must
be in accordance with the
outline CEMP and any
approved CEMP must be
adhered to threughout for the
duration of the works in that
the phase of the authorised
development to which the
CEMP relates.

The ExA considers that the
suggested wording would assist
precision and enforcement. The
reference to lighting in sub-
paragraph 8(2)(c) has been
suggested for deletion because
this would appear to duplicate
part of the provisions of

paragraph 8(2)(g).

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 8(1) and 8(2) as
suggested.

16
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(2) The CEMP for each phase
of the authorised
development must provide
details of— ...

(¢) nuisance management
including measures to avoid or
minimise the impacts of
construction works (covering
dust, noises; and vibration ard

tghting); ...’

9(1) and
9(2)(c)
Construction
Traffic
Management
Plan (CTMP)

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may is to be
commenced until a CTMP ...

(2) The CTMP must include
details of ...

(c) a condition survey ef for any
road which will be affected by
undertaking that phase of the
authorised development and a
further condition survey following
that phase of the construction
works. are=# In the event that
any defects are identified in that
condition ...’

The ExA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 9(1) and 9(2)(c) as
suggested.

17
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10(1) and ‘(1) No phase of the authorised The EXA considers that the The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
10(2)(c) and development may is to be suggested wording would be approach and has amended
(d) Landscape | commenced until a LEMP more precise. requirement 10(1) and 10(2)(c) and
and Ecological | covering that phase ard i (d) as suggested.
Management aeeerdance which accords with
Plan (LEMP) the outline LEMP has been
submitted to and approved by
the local planning authority.
(2) The LEMP must include- ...
(c) details of ... during the
lifetime of the seheme
authorised development ...
(d) a timetable for the landscape
management of the land within
the Order limits during the
lifetime of the seheme
authorised development; and
11(1) ‘(1) Subject to sub-paragraph The ExA considers that the The Applicant agrees that adding
Construction (2), no construction works are to | suggested insertion of wording ‘the hours of’ makes the
hours take place except between the would assist precision, while the | requirement more precise and has
hours of— deleted ‘tailpiece’ text is made this amendment to
unnecessary as the Applicant requirement 11(1).
(a) 07:00 and 18:00 Monday to | has not demonstrated that
Friday; and there would be circumstances The Applicant is willing to accept the
(b) 08:00 and 13:30 on necessitating working outside removal of the ‘tailpiece’ text and
Saturdays. the hours stated in sub-

18



paragraph (1) and which would
also not come within the scope
of the provisions of sub-
paragraph (2).

has deleted this from requirement
11(1).

12(1) Surface
and foul water
drainage

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may is to be
commenced until ...

The EXA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 12(1) as suggested.

13(1), (3), (5)
and (6)
Archaeology

'(2) No phase of the authorised
development smay is to be
commenced until the
archaeological exclusion zone ...

(4) No phase within the
authorised development may is
to be commenced until a written
scheme ...

(6) Any archaeological works ...
under the approved scheme for
investigation must be ...

(7) Any archaeological works or
programme of archaeological
investigation must be carried out
in accordance with the appreved
scheme approved under sub-
paragraph (4).

The ExA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise and would assist
the enforcement of this
requirement.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 13(2)(4)(6), (7) and
(8) as suggested.

19
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(8) " Within six months of the
commencement of the
authorised development the
undertaker skhald must submit a
scheme ...’

14(1) to (3)
Protected
Species

‘(1) No work, including site
preparation works, shall be
commenced in any phase of the
authorised development until
final pre-construction survey
work has been carried out for
that phase ...

(2) Where a protected species is
shown to be present, the
authorised development must
not be commenced within that
phase until a scheme of
protection ...

(3) The authorised development
must be carried out in
accordance with tre-appreved
any scheme approved under
sub-paragraph (2).’

The EXA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 14(1)(2) and (3) as
suggested

15(1) and (2)
Operational
noise

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may is to
commence until an operational
noise assessment ...

The EXA considers that the
suggested wording would assist
precision and enforcement.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 15(1) and (2) as
suggested

20
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appreveds The authorised
development must be
implemented and operated
for its duration in accordance
with the approved
operational noise
assessment.’

16(1) to (3)
Temporary
diversion to
public footpath

‘(1) No phase of the authorised
development may is to be
commenced and no
decommissioning #ay shall be
undertaken until a public rights
of way management plan for the
phase incorporating tkat any
part of public footpath 214 and
prepesed shown to be
temporarily closed and diverted
on the temporary diversion of
public footpath plan has been
submitted to ands approved by
the local planning authority ...

(2) The public rights of way
management plan must include
details of— ...

The ExA considers that the
suggested wording would aid
precision and enforcement.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 16(1) (2) and (3) as
suggested save that the Applicant
has used the word ‘will” instead of
‘shall’ in 16 (1) to increase
certainty.

21
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(3) Prior to the commencement
of any phase of the authorised
development and of any
decommissioning the public
rights of way management
plan must be implemented as
approved.’

18(1) to (3)
Amendments
to approved
details

‘(1) With respect to any
requirement which requires the
authorised development to be
carried out in accordance with
the details approved by the local
planning authority eanether
persoen, the approved details
must be carried out as approved
unless an amendment or
variation is has previously

agreed been approved in
writing by the local planning

authority e=that-etherpersen in

accordance with sub-paragraph

(2).

(2) Any amendments to or
variations from the approved
details must be in accordance
with the principles and
assessments set out in the
environmental statement. Such
agreement may only be given in

With the iterative redrafting of
the Schedule 2 of the draft DCO
that the Applicant has
undertaken during the
Examination and having regard
to the fact that the local
planning authority would be
responsible for discharging the
Requirements contained within
Part 1 of Schedule 2, in the first
instance, there would be no
other person/organisation
approving amendments to
previously approved details. The
ExA therefore considers that the
references to other/another
person in Requirement 18 would
be unnecessary and should be
deleted.

While the EXA notes that
other/another person has been
included in the comparable

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and has amended
requirement 18 (1) as suggested.

The Applicant has also made the
amendment proposed to 18(2) but
gueries the EXA’s addition of “or
that other person”. The Applicant
presumes this was to be a deletion
and has amended 18(2) accordingly.

22
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relation to immaterial changes
where it has been demonstrated
to the-satisfaction—of the local
planning authority or that other
person that the subject matter
of the agreement sought is
unlikely to give rise to any
materially new or materially
different environmental effect
from those assessed in the
environmental statement.

(3) The approved details must be
taken to include any
amendments that may
subsequently be approved in
writing by the local planning

authority erthat-etherperson-.

Requirement, Requirement 19,
of the made DCO for the Cleve
Hill solar park [included in
REP1-008], that would appear
to be in the context of an
arbitrator (another person)
potentially determining part of
Requirement 17 if the
undertaker for Cleve Hill and
the Environment Agency do not
reach agreement with respect
to a matter affecting the
decommissioning of Cleve Hill.

The ExA further notes that with
respect to the Hornsea Three
wind farm the Marine
Management Organisation, the
highway authority and lead local
flood authority are responsible
for discharging some of that
wind farm’s Requirements. For
Hornsea Three a number of
organisations (persons) would
be responsible for discharging
Requirements and issuing
approvals for amendments
made to previously approved
details under Requirement 26 of
the Hornsea Three made DCO
[appended to REP1-008].

23
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The multi-agency discharging
circumstances for Cleve Hill and
Hornsea Three would not arise
for Little Crow, hence the
reason why the ExA considers it
would be unnecessary for the
phraseology other/another
person to be included in
Requirement 18 of the draft
DCO.

Schedule 2 Part 2 - Procedure for Discharge of Requirements

Paragraph 19
Interpretation

Delete the whole of paragraph

19 and renumber the subsequent
paragraphs in Part 2 of Schedule
2

The EXA considers that there is
no need for the interpretation
provided within paragraph 19.
That is because the only
authority responsible for
discharging the Requirements
set out in Part 1 of Schedule 2
would be North Lincolnshire
Council, with ‘local planning
authority’ being defined in
Article 2 of the draft DCO. While
an interpretation paragraph
similar to the proposed
paragraph 19 has been included
in the made DCO for the Cleve
Hill solar park [appended to
REP1-008], as explained above
the circumstances for the

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
comments that the local planning
authority is the only authority
responsible for discharging
requirements, but the local planning
authority may not be the only party
required to provide consent under
the requirements. This is why the
Applicant considers a wider
definition is required here. It was
also noted at 2.6.16 of the
Applicant’s response to EXQ2
(Document Reference 9.33 LC OTH,
PINS Reference REP4-018) that
Natural England, Humberside Fire
and Rescue Service and the Health
and Safety Executive, whilst they
are not expressly a discharging

24
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discharging of the requirements
for that scheme are different to
those that would apply to Little
Crow.

authority for the purposes of the
requirement, it is possible that these
bodies might need to give approvals
to activities undertaken pursuant to
documents submitted under the
requirements.

The Applicant notes that Part 2 of
Schedule 2 of the dDCO expressly
applies to the giving of consent,
agreement or approval further to
documents referred to in the
requirements (such as the CEMP and
LEMP, for example). The definition in
paragraph 19 clarifies this so the
Applicant has not deleted it.

Paragraphs 20
(Applications
made under
requirements),
21 (Further
information
regarding
requirements)
and 22

Throughout these paragraphs
substitute ‘discharging authority’
with ‘local planning authority’

Replacing local planning
authority for discharging
authority in paragraphs 20 to
22 would be consistent with
paragraph 19 being deleted.

The Applicant has not made the
consequential amendments
proposed for the reason set out
above (see Paragraph 19,
Interpretation).

(Appeals)
Paragraph 22 e Throughout this paragraph In the interests of consistency
Appeals substitute ‘applicant’ with within Part 2 of Schedule the The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s

‘undertaker’

ExA considers undertaker
should replace applicant with

comment and has amended
paragraph 22 as suggested.

25
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Delete sub-paragraph (10) in
its entirety

'(12) On application by the
discharging authority or the
applicant, the appointed
person may give directions
as to the costs of the appeal

undertaker to bring the
phraseology used in
paragraph 22 into line with
paragraphs 20 and 21, with
undertaker being defined in
Article 2 and ‘applicant’ being
used in no other part of the
draft DCO.

With respect to sub-paragraph
(10) the ExA considers that it
would be unnecessary. That is
because sub-paragraph (9)
would make it clear that on
appeal the ‘appointed person’s’
decision would be *final and
binding’ (unless a decision was
subject to a successful claim for
judicial review) and would form
a part of the records relating to
the authorised development
kept by the local planning
authority (North Lincolnshire
Council).

With respect to sub-paragraph
(12) the ExA considers that the
suggested wording would be
more precise.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
comments and has deleted sub-
paragraph (10) as proposed.

The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s
approach and had amended
paragraph (12) as proposed to make
it more precise.

26
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... the appointed person must
have regard to retevant the
guidance on costs in the
Planning Practice Guidance
website or any official
circular or guidance which
may from time to time
replace it.

Schedule 3 Pu

blic footpath to be temporarily closed and diverted

Column 2 in
Table 1

‘Drawing P17-0718-30 B REV G
1 - PROW (document reference
2.39 LC DRW)

The version of the plan
submitted by the Applicant with
its application showing the
proposed temporary diversion
of public footpath 214 appears
to be arevision G1lorGI
rather than D [Examination
reference APP-043 and
application document 2.39]

The Applicant agrees that the
Drawing Reference should be P17-
0718-30 REV G 1 rather than P17-
0718-30 REV D. The Applicant has
amended the reference in column 2

Column 6 in
Table 1

‘From A=B=&-B A-C-D-B as
shown with a dashed black line

4

The letters C and D appear to
have been transposed in
Column 6 when compared with
the lettering shown on the
footpath diversion plan [APP-
043].

The Applicant agrees that the letters

C and D were transposed and has
corrected this in column 6 of
Schedule 3.

End of Schedule
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	1. INTRODUCTION
	Purpose of Document
	1.1 This Policy Note is submitted by INRG Solar (Little Crow) Ltd (“the Applicant”) and contains the Applicant's response to the Examining Authority’s written question Q3.1.3 (ExQ3) issued on Monday 16 August 2021. It also responds to the Examining Au...
	1.2 This Policy Note is supported by technical appendices which present as ‘Examination documents’ of all the policy documents referred to in this Note.
	1.3 This Note discusses the most up to date statistical data and emerging policy relating to the decarbonisation and expansion of electricity generation in the United Kingdom.  This Note supplements and should be read with paragraphs 5.4-5.21 of the P...
	1.4 The Applicant considers that for the purpose of S105(2)(c) of the Planning Act 2008, the body of recent energy and climate change law, policy and guidance, as identified below, are matters which are both important and relevant to the Secretary of ...
	1.5 The documents discussed in this Note are: -
	Government’s Energy White Paper ‘Powering our Net Zero Future’ of December 2020 (Document provided at Appendix A)
	1.6 The Energy White Paper (“EWP”) was presented to Parliament on 14 December 20200F  and builds upon the Prime Minister’s Ten Point plan for a Green Industrial Revolution (which is discussed below).
	1.7 The EWP sets out ambitious plans offering support for a variety of technologies and committing funds to support the growth of low-carbon green-technologies. It is intended to entirely reshape British industry and the economy.  At the core of the E...
	1.8 In the introduction to the EWP (pages 2 and 3), the former Secretary of State for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy, Alok Sharma MP, states (inter alia): -
	1.9 The EWP seeks to put in place a strategy for the wider energy system that transforms energy and supports a green recovery (page 4).
	1.10 Page 5 of the EWP sets out the Government’s ‘Compelling case for tackling climate change’.  The salient points presented by Government are (inter alia): -
	 We need to act urgently. The future impacts of climate change depend upon how much we can hold down the rising global temperature. To minimise the risk of dangerous climate change, the landmark Paris Agreement of 2015 aims to halt global warming at ...
	 At the global scale, however, we are not presently on track to reach the temperature goal of the Paris Agreement. Based on current national pledges, and assuming the level of ambition does not change, the world is heading for around 3 C of warming b...
	 The cost of inaction is too high.  We can expect to see severe impacts under 3 C of warming. Globally, the chances of there being a major heatwave in any given year would increase to about 79 per cent, compared to a five per cent chance now. Many re...
	 To meet the temperature goal of the Paris Agreement, the world must collectively and rapidly reduce global emissions to net zero over the next 30 years. Success will mean we are less exposed to flood and heat risks and preserve our national security...

	1.11 The Government recognises how decarbonising the energy system over the next thirty years means replacing, as far as it is possible to do so, fossil fuels with clean energy technology such as renewables (EWP Introduction, page 9).   The EWP identi...
	1.12 The EWP, at page 43, identifies how the Government envisages that (inter alia) “While we are not planning for any specific technology solution, we can discern some key characteristics of the future generation mix.  A low-cost, net zero consistent...
	The Climate Change Act and the Climate Change Act 2008 (2050 Target Amendment) Order 2019 / net zero by 2050  (Documents provided at Appendices B & C)
	1.13 The Climate Change Act 2008 is the basis for the UK’s approach to tackling and responding to climate change. It requires that emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases are reduced and that climate change risks are adapted to. The Act...
	1.14 The Climate Change Act 2008 set in legislation the UK's approach to tackling and responding to climate change. It introduced the UK’s long-term legally binding 2050 target to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by at least 80% relative to 1990 levels...
	1.15 On 27 June 2019, the UK government set a legally binding target to achieve net zero greenhouse gas emissions from across the UK economy by 2050, via an amendment to the Climate Change Act.  This is known as a net zero target because some emission...
	Energy and Emissions Projections (EEP) (Document provided at Appendix D)
	1.16 The Energy and Emissions Projections (EEP) is one way which Government monitor progress towards the UK’s legislated targets.  The October 2020 publication identifies how the projected shortfall between performance and carbon budget targets has ri...
	Digest of UK Energy Statistics (DUKES) (JULY) 2021 (Document provided at Appendix E)
	1.17 The Digest of United Kingdom Energy Statistics (DUKES) is the annual energy statistics publication produced by BEIS. It provides a detailed and comprehensive picture on the production and consumption of individual fuels and of energy as a whole.
	1.18 DUKES 2021 notes (at page 36) that growth in new renewable capacity has continued to slow with just 1.0 GW added in 2020, the lowest since 2007.  The document advises that Covid-19 restrictions are likely to have contributed to the slowdown in gr...
	1.19 DUKES 2021 (at page 43) discusses how progress in the growth of renewable energy as a proportion of final consumption was separately monitored as part of a European Union Directive, the Renewable Energy Directive (RED). The RED set the UK a targe...
	UK’s National Energy and Climate Plan (NECP) (Document provided at Appendix F)
	1.20 The Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy published the UK's National Energy and Climate Plan (NECP) for 2021 to 2030, on 7 June 2021, in order to uphold the Government commitments under the Withdrawal Commitments1F .  The NECP ...
	Climate Change Committee 2021 Progress Report to Parliament (Documents provided at Appendices G, H and I)
	1.21 This double report – Progress in Reducing Emissions and Progress in Adapting to Climate Change provides a comprehensive overview of the UK Government’s progress to date on reducing emissions and adapting to climate change. Together, the assessmen...
	1.22 In the latest progress report published by the Climate Change Committee, released in June 2021, they have identified that progress towards achieving Net Zero is not yet in step with the urgency of the challenge2F .
	1.23 The Climate Change Committee identify that a rapid build-out of renewables (particularly solar) would enable net zero emission from the power sector to be reached by 2035, however, the increase in 2020 of renewable energy projects was at a much s...
	Net Zero - Opportunities for the Power Sector (Document provided at Appendix J)
	1.24 The National Infrastructure Commission (NIC)4F , official advisor to the Government on Infrastructure, has published a report (Net Zero - Opportunities for the Power Sector, March 2020) setting out the key infrastructure requirements needed to me...
	1.25 The NIC recommends that in meeting these targets, the UK's energy mix needs to be made up of around 90% renewables. At page 18 of the report, it is recommended that across all scenarios, significant levels of solar, onshore wind and offshore wind...
	 56-121 GW of solar;
	 18-27 GW of onshore wind; and
	 54-86 GW of offshore wind.

	1.26 To achieve the above targets would require a significant increase in installed capacity across the UK, including over nine times the current installed capacity of solar technologies in the UK, which as of October 2020 is around 13.4GW according t...
	Clean Growth Strategy – Leading the way to a low carbon future (2017) (Document provided at Appendix K)
	1.27 The Clean Growth Strategy, published in October 2017, sets out comprehensive set of policies and proposals that aim to accelerate the pace of “clean growth”, i.e. deliver increased economic growth and decreased emissions. The Executive Summary (p...
	1.28 To achieve the clean growth, the Government identifies how the UK will need to nurture low carbon technologies, processes and systems that are as cheap as possible, this includes subsidy free ground mounted solar parks as achieved by this develop...
	The Ten Point Plan for a Green Industrial Revolution (November 2020) (Document provided at Appendix L)
	1.29 ‘The Ten Point Plan for a Green Industrial Revolution – Building back better, supporting green jobs, and accelerating our path to net zero’, was published on 18 November 2020 and is aimed at delivering a ‘Green Industrial Revolution’ in the UK, w...
	National Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury, 2014)   (Document provided at Appendix M)
	1.30 The National Infrastructure Plan (NIP) 2014 presents an overview of the government’s policies, investments and record on infrastructure delivery since 2010 and details the government’s approach to ensuring that the Top 40 priority investments rem...
	1.31 The report confirms an future pipeline investment of £80bn in energy infrastructure.
	1.32 The stated objectives (paragraph 8.1) with regard to energy are to:
	 ensure power, heat and transport are affordable for households and businesses
	 provide energy security to facilitate day-to-day activities and support economic growth
	 reduce carbon emissions in order to mitigate climate change and meet its legally binding targets
	National Infrastructure Assessment (The National Infrastructure Commission, 2018) (Document provided at Appendix N)
	1.33 The first National Infrastructure Assessment (NIA) set out the Commission’s plan of action for the country’s infrastructure over the next 10-30 years.
	1.34 The NIA sets out a number of recommendations to a pathway for the UK’s economic infrastructure:
	 nationwide full fibre broadband by 2033
	 half of the UK’s power provided by renewables by 2030
	 three quarters of plastic packaging recycled by 2030
	 £43 billion of stable long term transport funding for regional cities
	 preparing for 100 per cent electric vehicle sales by 2030
	 ensuring resilience to extreme drought
	 a national standard of flood resilience for all communities by 2050.
	National Infrastructure Strategy: Fairer, faster, greener (HM Treasury, 2020) (Document provided at Appendix O)
	1.35 The National Infrastructure Strategy (NIS) was published on 25 November 2020, a week after the Prime Minister’s Ten Point Plan. The NIS sets out the Government’s plans to deliver an infrastructure revolution in the UK, while “levelling the countr...
	1.36 The Strategy sets out the government’s plans to improve infrastructure, and responds to the National Infrastructure Commission's 2018 assessment of the country’s infrastructure needs.
	1.37 Page of the National Infrastructure Strategy sets out the government’s plans to transform the UK’s infrastructure networks. It is based around three central objectives: economic recovery; levelling up and strengthening the Union; and meeting the ...
	1.38 Page 51 confirms (inter alia) "To deliver net zero, the share of generation from renewables needs to dramatically increase. While the UK leads the world in the deployment of offshore wind, greater generation capacity will need to come from onshor...
	1.39 Chapter 4 (page 68) recognises how historic levels of investment will be required in the UK infrastructure in the coming years  to meet the government’s objectives for economic growth and decarbonisation.  It goes on to state how the government r...
	1.40 Chapter 5 (page 78) of the NIS deals with the need to accelerate and improving delivery.  It states (inter alia) “The government wants to deliver infrastructure projects better, greener and faster. That means addressing longstanding challenges su...
	Net Zero Review: Interim report (December 2020) (Document provided at Appendix P)
	1.41 HM Treasury’s interim Net Zero Review (NZR) - the first of its kind from a finance ministry – was published on 17 December 2020 to inform next steps in the UK’s transition to net zero by 2050.  The NZR supports the government’s work in maximising...
	1.42 The NZR (page 24) considers the potential changes in energy process for business and households and states (inter alia) “Costs of wind and solar energy have already seen significant falls, and some forms of renewable electricity generation in the...
	1.43 The NZR (page 56) identifies how solar is a proven technology where market institutions are well established and the technology is commercially viable.





