
 - 1 - 

 

TRANSCRIPT_SESSION1_LONGFIELDSOLA
R_18072022 

 
01:44 
Morning, everyone. Before we start, can I just check that you can always hear me okay. 
 
01:52 
Good morning, sir. Yes, I'm Richard Griffiths from the applicants. And I confirm I can hear you 
 
01:56 
very much. And well, before we get started, I can like to just ask if the recording is running, but I can 
see that it is. So thank you very much for the case team. Well, it's just past 10 o'clock and I'd like to 
welcome you all to this preliminary meeting for the proposed longfield solar farm project. My name is 
Rory Cridland. I'm a solicitor and I work as a full time planning inspector, as well as an examining 
inspector for nationally significant infrastructure projects, such as the one we'll be discussing today. 
Now, those of you present in today's meeting will have already met Simon Raywood at the earlier 
arrangements conference. But for those of you watching on the live stream, Simon is the case manager 
for this project and will be supported by Ryan Sedgman and Alberto Santamaria. Now together, they 
make up the case team for the project, and there'll be your first point of contact throughout the 
examination. Now before I ask those present to introduce themselves, I do have a few initial points I'd 
like to make. Firstly, As you're all aware, this meeting is being held virtually and is being live streamed 
on the internet. And in my experience, this makes it much easier for interested parties to engage in the 
process. But if any of you have any difficulties or concerns accessing the meeting, or the live stream, or 
using any of the technology, then please let the case team know and they'll do their very best to help 
you and get you back up and running. There are a friendly bunch. And I think you can find their details 
at the top of the rules six letter, which was the letter that we sent out inviting you to today's meeting. 
Now, I hope everyone's had a chance to read that letter, and in particular Annex B, which sets out an 
introduction to the preliminary meeting process, as I do only intend to touch on a few of the more 
important points today. For those of you not familiar with the process, the meeting today will focus on 
the way in which I intend to examine this application. And so we'll only be discussing the procedural 
aspects of the examination this morning. I won't be taking any evidence and we won't be discussing the 
merits of the proposal. This will only be considered once the examination starts, and that will be after 
the close of the meeting today. Now the rule six letter also makes clear that the meeting will be 
recorded and placed on the planning Inspectorate national infrastructure website. And this is also 
where you'll be able to access further information on the project, including all the application 
documents, and the submissions made at the various deadlines. It is important that you understand that 
if you participate in this meeting, or at any subsequent hearings, you will be recorded and that you can 
send to the retention and the publication of that recording. Now for those of you present today, if you 
don't wish for your image to be captured, can I suggest that you just leave your camera's off. Further 
information on participating and how the planning Inspectorate handles your personal information. 
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Again, this can all be found in the rule six letter that was sent out. Now can I also ask you all in order to 
minimise background noise, which can be a bit distracting in this virtual format? Can I ask people to 
switch off your mobile phones or turn them on to silent and for those of you using computers today if 
you cannot Have a close your email software or turn it to avoid notification sounds as that can be 
distracting if lots of them are going off all at the same time. Can I also ask you all to stay muted unless 
you're speaking? And again, you can turn your cameras off unless you participate in in the meeting 
itself? Are there any comments or questions on any of the points I've just made? Before we move on to 
item two? I'll take the silence as a no. And so that really much very much deals with the preliminary 
matters. I wanted to get out of the way at the start. So I'm going to ask you all now to introduce 
yourselves, or those of you present to introduce yourselves and who may wish to speak So in no 
particular order of precedence. Firstly, Klaus for the representatives of the applicant. Mr. equivalence, 
 
05:48 
sorry. Good morning, sir. My name is Richard Griffiths and I'm a solicitor at the law firm Pinsent, 
Masons LLP. And I will be representing the applicant longfield solar energy farm limited. I'm appearing 
today from our offices in London, and I'm joined in my room or they won't be able to see them and my 
colleagues, Alexis Coleman, and Alex Trazodone, who are also solicitors and from EDF Energy 
Renewables, Carly Vince, who is the Chief planning officer. We also have not in the room, but 
appearing on the screen. Matt Bresee, who is the Assistant Project Manager at Pershing consultants, 
the project managers for the applicant 
 
06:30 
Thank you, Mr. Griffiths . And then I think we also have representatives here today from Jim 
Chelmsford city council, who like to introduce yourselves 
 
06:43 
Hello, sir. I'm Ruth Mabbott. I'm a planning officer and I'm the planning lead representing Chelmsford 
City Council today. 
 
06:55 
Good morning. I think we also have representatives from bring three District Council 
 
07:05 
Good morning, sir. My name is Tim pavers. I'm a principal planner at Braintree and I'm the planning 
lead for this project for Braintree District Council. 
 
07:16 
Not gonna say was, thank you very much. Do we have someone from Essex County Council as well? 
Yes, sir. Good morning, sir. Rachel Donovan, principal Planning Officer at Essex County Council and 
I'm the Lead Planning Officer for this scheme. Thank you Morning, Miss Donovan. Now I also 
understand we also have someone from the Essex area Ramblers Association. 
 
07:44 
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Yes, good morning. So I'm going Emery Eve, and I'm representing the Essex area Rambo's on the area 
walking and environment officer. 
 
07:55 
Thank you. Good morning, Mr. Murray. Thank you. That's all I've got on my list in terms of parties who 
would like to participate in speak this morning. But if I have missed anyone out, then now's the time to 
make yourselves known. So is there anyone else present who wishes to make themselves known or 
may wish to speak this morning? Now, well, that indicates that my list was correct. So that's a good 
start. In that case, I'd like to extend a very warm welcome to you all, as well as all of you who may be 
watching on the live stream this morning as well. That very much deals with item one on the agenda. If 
there are no questions. No cannot take the silence that aren't. We'll move on to item number two, which 
is the examining authorities remarks about the examination process. Again, I only intend to touch on a 
few points here this morning. And as I've already mentioned, fallen further information on the 
examination process, and the meeting today can be found in Annex B of the rule six letter. Having said 
that, I do think it's important to make clear that as the examining authority, I'm tasked with producing an 
independent and impartial report to the Secretary of State, the recommendation that I make will be 
based solely on the evidence that's been presented before me in the examination. And whatever 
recommendation I make, it's important that you all understand that it's the Secretary of State who 
makes the ultimate decision on the application and not me. As a result, you'll see that as part of this 
process, I will need to test and eventually prepare a development consent order to accompany my 
report and recommendation. And I need to do this regardless of what the recommendation will be. And 
so the discussions that we have around the development consent order should not be taken as an 
indication that I've made up my mind on the application more widely. Now, nationally significant 
infrastructure projects under the Planning Act 2008 are underpinned by an inquisitorial rather than an 
adversarial system. And for those of you who may not be familiar with the terms, what this really means 
is that the examination is LED and questions are posed by me as the examining authority rather than 
by the advocates for interested parties as you know, We see it in a sort of section 78 planning inquiry, 
for example. The process that we're following relies primarily on written evidence, and it will be 
supplemented when necessary by hearings. And again, further detail on all of these processes and the 
different types of hearings and when they're held, can all be found in the rules six letter that was sent 
out to you. It's also important that the examination is an open and fair process. And as you'll see, when 
you look at the planning Inspectorate website, all of the examination material related to the application 
is placed on that website. You'll also see that there's publication of, of the discussions that took place 
before the application was submitted between representatives of the planning Inspectorate and the 
applicant, and this will include notes of all the meetings and the telephone conversations between those 
parties. Now, this commitment to openness will continue throughout the examination. Indeed, the 
proper running of the examination very much demand that all the questions that I put all the evidence 
that you provide, and all the responses to that evidence, and all of the material that's entered into the 
examination is placed on the website for you all to see. Now, the procedure for examining applications 
for major infrastructure projects is designed to give all interested and affected parties an equal right to 
put forward their views, their evidence and to gain equal access to all the information related to the 
application. And I intend to run the examination with that firmly in mind. And I will, as much as possible 
seek to ensure that the examination is constructive. And it's not intimidating to anyone taking part. The 
examination and my ultimate recommendation will be evidence based. And so I will expect that any 
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evaluation or assessment that's entered into the examination is also supported by evidence. And this 
applies equally to all parties, vague assertions about the impacts of the project or the risks posed by it 
will not be allowed to take up valuable examination time. And I can I will very much emphasise that all 
of that will need to be supported by evidence. Now the legislation sets an absolute time limit for the 
examination, I'm required to complete the examination and produce my report or sorry, complete the 
examination by a period of six months beginning with the day after the close of this meeting. And as the 
examination timetable indicates, this is currently listed for the 18th of January 2023. 
 
12:26 
Now I'll go through the timetable in a bit more detail a little later on in the agenda. But I would like to 
stress at this point that the effectiveness of the whole process depends on us meeting the deadlines 
that are set out in that timetable, and dierence to the timetable is very much essential for me to be able 
to examine this application within the statutory period that's been set down. With that in mind, I'm going 
to say now that I'm going to actively discourage late submissions when they are made. I would like to 
say at this point, there's no guarantee there'll be accepted into the examination, and the further into the 
examination we go, the less likely they are to be accepted. I'd like to say a few words about site 
inspections. Normally, I would undertake an accompanied and unaccompanied site inspection before 
holding this meeting. However, I'm mindful that there may be some scope to limit a future accompanied 
site inspection. By undertaking a more detailed and widespread and accompanied inspection at a later 
date the normal site requested you'll see in the rule six letter, I've requested suggestions a deadline 
one from interested parties and the applicant for locations that could be undertaken on an 
unaccompanied basis. And then I'll be able to assess how much of those locations sort of need to be 
be dealt with on an accompany basis as we move through the examination. And while I'm prepared to 
carry out and accompany that site inspection. Mr. GRIFFITHS? It has been useful in other 
examinations for things like 360 degree photography, or drone footage to be used in place of an 
accompany site inspection for areas and sites that are not normally accessible or easily accessible, or 
otherwise visible from the public realm. So that's something you might want to give some thought to 
when responding to the request that deadline one. That's really all I wanted to say about the 
examination process. Again, further details and information on all of these issues. And these matters 
rates can be found in the rules six letter and on the planning Inspectorate national infrastructure 
website. Does anyone have any questions on the process itself before we get into the meat of the 
meeting and have a look at the initial assessment of principle issues under item three? Nope. Okay, 
well, then moving on to item three. Annex C of the rules. sixth letter sets out my initial assessment of 
principal issues. And as it makes clear, it's not intended to be a comprehensive or an exclusive list of all 
of the principal issues in the examination, but really, an indicative list as we as we start things off, I 
don't propose at this stage to read them all out because they are quite lengthy. But instead, I'm going to 
invite any comments from those present that you may have. So, Mr. GRIFFITHS does the applicant 
have any comments to make on the issues identified in Annex C at this point? 
 
15:17 
Thank you, sir. I confirm on behalf of the applicant that we consider that your summary of the principal 
issues is comprehensive, and we do not have any additional points to make in respect of that list. 
 
15:28 
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Thank you very much. Mr. GRIFFITHS? Does anyone from any of the councils have any issues that 
they'd like to raise in respect of the initial assessment? Not appearing on my screen? I'll take it that you 
don't. Um, Mr. Reeves, are you present? I understand the Ramblers have one or two points that like to 
make from your written correspondence? Which say anything on these points? Before I deal with what 
was in your written submission? 
 
16:02 
Well, I think just adding to the written submissions are endless section five of your NSC. You mentioned 
about the arrangements for the temporary stopping up of public rights of wave. There's no mention 
about the impact on public rights of way during the operational period, which is 15 years. And as I said, 
in my written submission, I think that's important, though, that should be considered not just a 
temporary stopping up during construction, but what happens during the 15 years. 
 
16:34 
And what happened I think the temporary stopping up happens on a obviously, on a temporary basis, 
as I understand it, we're not going to go into the detail of that today. My when I looked at the principal 
issues and I'm just trying to bring them up if you can bear with me for a moment because my screen 
seems to have changed from where I had it so 
 
17:04 
no, of course. Oh, thank you, I think someone is putting it up on screen for me. Very useful, thank you 
very much as you'll see the web so now you'll see that the effect on views from the public rights of way 
will be considered as part of the landscape and visual effects and disruptions to users will be 
considered as part of the land use considerations and this my understanding what my intention is, 
would cover both during construction and the temporary effects but also the longer term effects during 
operation as well. And so I don't really see any reason at this point that the concerns that you've raised 
around the impact and design during operation could not also be considered as part of those, those 
issues and within the framework that's already been set out, 
 
18:09 
we can go with that again. So I understand about the visual impact, but it was really the impact on 
obviously people walking along the existing and using the existing POS 
 
18:22 
in terms of in terms of use as I understand that they will they will be they will continue to be used by 
people during the operational stage of the development and that's something that we would consider as 
part of as part of the examination process itself. 
 
18:40 
But so which which section would that be covered in in 
 
18:48 
it's probably easier Thank you whoever's put this up on screen thank you very much but as I can't scroll 
through it I'm going to bring my own up because it'll probably be a little bit easier than for me to direct 
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Mr roof to where we need to be. So Mr. If you have a look at number nine in I don't know if you have 
the rules with you, and the land use agriculture and socio economics we have in their defects 
 
19:56 
now apologise that's the wrong one. I'm trying to execute who Yes, yes, landscape and visual effects 
on views from public rights of way networks. We've done that one. And then yes, land use agriculture 
and socio economics under nine weather. The proposals are appropriate to minimise disruption to 
users of the public roadway network during construction and decommissioning. And I think the point I'm 
taking is that that doesn't include operation as well. 
 
20:53 
It doesn't include the operational time, which is clearly 50 News. So yes, that is covered. 
 
21:02 
I hadn't picked up on that, that that should say, operation as well. And I can have that amended. And 
we can add that in, I see no reason that we couldn't, we couldn't include the operational aspects as 
well, in that looking Thank you. So I'm sorry, I hadn't fully appreciated it in your written submission. And 
I thought that we were covered. And as I said, this is an initial assessment of principle issues. And so if 
you could expand on any of the concerns that you have in your written representation, I can ensure that 
they are examined fully during the course of the examination. Anyway, 
 
21:29 
thank you. Mr. GRIFFITHS 
 
21:30 
Do you have anything that you'd like to you'd like to say on that point, before we move on? 
 
21:34 
Thank you. So now, we have no problem with you examining the impact of public rights away during 
Operation mean, there won't be the points where it will be open during operation. So absolutely happy 
for you to include that. There is, of course, an operational management plan that's going to be secured 
by the development consent order, which no doubt is part of the DCO. You'll be looking at the 
adequacy of that. And I'd also note 8.2 was obviously is under the views, heading landscape, a vision 
of actually do talk about the effects during operation. So I think our view is that it is probably covered 
through various subsets of your topics. But he wants to add in the word operation at nine point 9.5, we 
wouldn't have an objection to that 
 
22:19 
very much. Thank you mystery. Does anyone else wish to raise any matters in relation to the initial 
assessment of principal issues? Mr. Eagle cameras come on, I'm not sure if that's because you have 
anything else to raise or or if it's just popped on? Okay. Well, then moving on to Item four procedural 
decisions that I've taken, Annex II of my rule six letter sets out the procedural decisions I've already 
taken in relation to the examination of this application. Again, I don't intend to read all of them out. But 
in summary, they include requests for statements of common ground between the applicant and a 
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number of interested parties, and the acceptance of additional submissions into the examination. Now, 
in terms of statements of common ground, I'd like to make clear here that these are what I consider 
these to be live documents that can be updated throughout the examination. What I'm really interested 
in is the areas that you agree and you disagree on at an early stage. And I I'd like to point out that I 
don't expect final forms of the agreement right now. So I wouldn't expect you to hold back on the 
statements of common ground as a result of outstanding matters, where they're really useful is to 
identify what's already agreed and where the areas of disagreement are. I'm not sure Mr. GRIFFITHS if 
you're familiar with a simplified Scott schedules that are currently used in sort of section 78 appeals, 
that kind of format can be quite useful in in national infrastructure projects I find as well. So you might 
want to give that some consideration, although I'm not particularly fixated on the format that they come 
in. Now, in terms of my internet of segments common ground does anyone have any comments they 
wish to raise on the list that I've provided? Mr. Griffiths ? 
 
24:10 
Thank you, sir. No, they did the applicant is I can confirm that the applicant is progressing misstatement 
of common ground, all details of common ground that you've listed at points a through to eye on your 
schedule. All are fairly advanced and structure of disturbance of common ground does include areas of 
agreement, and where we're still discussing things at the early stage. Of course, there'll be areas of 
disagreement or outstanding issues. So you should be able to identify clearly it early on where we're 
still progressing matters. We are, I can confirm that at deadline one will be submitting drafts at some for 
all of the items in your schedule. There were two though that are less progressed than the others and 
those two Are the UK health security agency, we've been trying to make contact with the UK health 
security agency, we only have, unfortunately, a generic email address. So we're finding it quite difficult 
to make contact, the applicant is very eager to progress that stem to common ground. And we'll do our 
best endeavours to do so. But just to highlight that that is one that is slightly behind the others for 
contact reasons. The other one is the East of England ambulance service. As we appreciate their 
relevant representation was submitted late you accepted it as a procedural decision. At item one of 
Annex II, we have drafted to that standard common ground and working with them on it. But obviously, 
that is slightly behind schedule given. It wasn't one of the relevant reps that we had initially asked for 
the others. They are all under progression. We are hopefully getting comments back on the whole on 
the majority of them this week, where we'll be progressing them over the next few weeks to submit 
them at deadline one to give you a position as early August. 
 
26:08 
Reference in terms of these to England Amblin service trusts, I'm going to touch on them again in a 
moment. But yes, that's perfectly fine. And if they don't come in, if that one needs to come in a little bit 
later, or you can provide me with an updated deadline one, then then that's perfectly fine. In terms of 
the UK health security agency, I'm just wondering whether or not there's any way we can assist that if 
you're struggling to make contact. And I wonder whether you might want to get in touch with the case 
team. I'm not sure there'll be able to give out any email addresses, but they may be able to contact, we 
may have a contact internally there that they might be able to email and say can you can you respond 
or provide us with an email address for you to make contact with them? So I wonder if Simon is 
listening to the meeting, whether that's something that you can deal with outside the preliminary 
meeting process? 
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26:57 
That'd be very helpful. So I think my I think we have tried to we have contacted the case offices to see if 
they could assist. I don't think we've had much luck. But anything that the planning Inspectorate could 
assist us with two with a specific person at the UK health security agency, I'd be much appreciated as 
we as I say the applicant is keen to to move that along. 
 
27:17 
I expect that quite busy at the moment with everything they've got going on anyway, and with the 
issues they're having to deal with. But I'll see if we can, if we can assist in any way then then as well as 
much. The other procedural decision which you touched on, Mr. Griffiths was my acceptance of the 
additional submission from the East of England Amblin Service Trust. We don't have anyone from the 
trust chair today, as far as I'm aware. But having seen their additional submission, I'm assuming that 
they'll want to participate in the examination in the same way that all other interested parties would. And 
so at this stage, what I'm minded to do is to allow them the same opportunities as an designate them as 
another party and allow them the same opportunities to provide written evidence as the other interested 
parties. Mr. GRIFFITHS Do you have any comments on that before I say anything else? 
 
28:05 
No, no, we also accept that decision. And as I say, we are keen to progress discussions with them 
based on what they've said in their letter and to move the standard common ground particularly along 
so no, we accept. We're happy with that decision. 
 
28:19 
I'll proceed on that basis, then. And I'll add something into the rule a letter confirming that that 
procedural decision has been it's been taken in that way. Does anyone else have anything they'd like to 
raise on procedural decisions at this point, either the ones I've made or any others? 
 
28:37 
So if no one else has anything, the only thing I wondered whether it'd be helpful would be if we gave 
you an update on protective provisions or whether you're happy to leave that tool. The examination 
itself, I 
 
28:50 
think it's probably best to leave it into the examination. We might be veering into examination topics at 
that point. Certainly something that I'll probably include in the questions that I send out next week 
anyway. And so if you could respond to Deadline one, two, that that that would be useful. That's fine, 
too. Thank you. Moving on then to Item five, which is the draft examination timetable, Annex D of the 
rule six letter deals with the examination timetable, the draft timetable, as I've set it out. Again, I don't 
propose to go through it in any significant detail, but I will draw attention to a few of the key dates. 
Firstly, you'll see that the deadline for the receipt of written representations, local impact reports 
responses to my first set of written questions. And the submission of statements of common ground 
that we've just talked about is deadline one, and this is on the 18th of August this year. I'd also draw 
your attention to the date set aside for the first set of hearings at the end of September. And again, the 
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second set in I think mid November. No formal notification will go out in due course of these hearings, 
and I expect to issue detailed agendas at least a week before possibly a bit sooner. Further on towards 
the end of the examination, you'll see I've also set aside time for issuing of the report on implications for 
European sites if one is issued, as well as my proposed sheduled of changes to the draft development 
consent order, and again, this is on an if required basis. Now, before we discuss the proposed changes 
suggested by interested parties in the procedural deadline, ie submissions. I'd also like to point out that 
while I will attempt to accommodate all parties requests wherever possible, the timetable itself is not 
overly flexible, and in reality, there is very little scope for altering it too much. Now, as I mentioned, I've 
received some correspondence on some of the points in the examination timetable from interested 
parties and going to take them in the order that they appear in the timetable. So firstly, Mr. Reaves, I 
understand that you wish to comment on the date for deadline one, is that correct? 
 
30:58 
Yes, yes, that is correct. It is, of course, about a month from now. And but it does correspond with 
people's holidays, unfortunately, I'm away for the next two weeks, and my colleagues are wearing 
holiday as well. So just think that it's really too tight to expect our written representations to be 
completed. And also note that you are going to have some written questions after this meeting. And 
obviously, those may be questions that we wish to comment on. And again, it's a very short time. And 
the holiday season to actually respond. I appreciated that the whole calendar for you is very tight. But it 
is unfortunate that, you know that that corresponds with the peak holiday season, when obviously 
people are away and doing other things. So that was that was the basis of my request, that perhaps 
there should be as it could be some flexibility on that date. 
 
32:02 
Thank you, Mr. Weaver. I very much appreciate what you've said. I think one of the difficulties that we 
sometimes experience in nationally significant infrastructure project examinations is because of their six 
months, they tend to cross holiday periods whenever they fall within the Euro at some point on this one, 
I think we have to we have the summer period. And we also have the Christmas period as well. Can I 
ask what take you had in mind, Mr. Eve in terms of? 
 
32:27 
Well, I think at the end of August, would would be helpful to us. It would obviously give us another 10 
days or so and slightly then that you know people would be back on are able to complete our 
presentation by that time. 
 
32:46 
Mr. Mr. GRIFFITHS? I can see you've got your hand up. 
 
32:51 
Thank you, sir. I mean, I don't think moving those to the 1840s is going to help, particularly to the end of 
August to given what is submitted at deadline one, and then you've got deadline to the eighth of 
September, I think that amendment would have large consequences for the rest of time. So what I was 
going to suggest, which would hopefully help is that we note that deadline one that the applicant is also 
submitting it's relevant representation. It's comments on relevant representations, alongside when when 
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people are submitting their written representations. What the applicant is prepared to do is actually 
submit its relevant comments on the relevant representations around two weeks earlier. So on the 
fourth of August, which hopefully might mitigate some of the concerns around the 18th of August 
deadline. So deadline one, so rather than change your deadlines, you might want to put in a 
commitment deadline, one A and one B, for example, a deadline one A would be the applicants 
comments on relevant comments on relevant representations date being the fourth of August. So that's 
something we observed. I think it'd be helpful for people then to write to their written representations, 
having seen the relevant representations, the comments or the relevant representations by the 
applicant. So we're happy to make that offer. 
 
34:13 
Thank you, Mr. Griffiths? I'm just going to bring up the timetable. So I'm gonna have a look at how that 
works. 
 
34:32 
Yes, it doesn't really have a knock on effect, I can see to it to anything else and they could be dealt with 
on a standalone basis. Mystery. Does that. Does that assist you at all? 
 
34:40 
I think that assists us a bit. So that was sort of course between the fourth and the 18th is sort of timing 
and people are likely to be away but I understand that it's probably as sort of helpful as as we're going 
to get in circumstances because I appreciate it is a very tight timetable overall. And if we shift this one, I 
can understand that it obviously It has a knock on effect on the whole timetable. But it was just a point 
that I wanted to raise. Because we do feel a bit unhappy about it falling in during the summer holiday 
period. 
 
35:12 
Yes. And I think Mr. Reid having when I give this a bit of thought, before the meeting, my thinking was 
that if we needed to move it by a few days here or there, then we might be able to accommodate that. 
But the 10 days is probably going to have to create a knock on effect to the other deadlines. And as 
you, as you've already acknowledged, that timetable is quite tight. And as I mentioned earlier, we do 
have to bring the examination in within the statutory period. And so I think thank you very much Mr. 
GRIFFITHS for the offer of moving things. In that way. I think that would be would be helpful, both to 
Mr. Eve and to some of the other interested parties who may also have similar issues. Sorry, I'm sorry, 
 
35:55 
on that point, about a few days, or maybe even a few days might be helpful if that was possible. I was I 
suppose, asking for too much. But if it was possible for a few days, we'll probably find that helpful. 
 
36:10 
If we were to move to. Mr. Griffiths? If we were to move deadline, one, if we were to do what you 
suggested in terms of the relevant represent rent, rather than representations, and then we were to 
move deadline, one to the following Monday, would that have any significant knock on effect for the 
applicant? 
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36:34 
No, I mean, we were just thinking about whether make it Tuesday 23rd. Give people three Dec three 
extra days. I don't think that's would have a huge consequence for us on deadline to 
 
36:47 
look at how that can, as long as 
 
36:49 
obviously, the documents submitted at deadline, one to the inspectorate were uploaded in pretty, pretty 
short order, then the applicant would suggest either Tuesday, 23rd, or Monday the 21st 22nd. 
 
37:06 
deadline to is on. The impact of that, obviously, is then that that condenses the next period by a few 
days as well. So then everybody ends up with much shorter time to review and respond to that 
information. Mr. Eve, I'm going to go back on what I said about few days. And because we have such a 
large number of participants here and lots of them aren't represented, I think it would probably be a bit 
unfair on them to start moving these dates around too much. And so I'm going to suggest that we go 
with what Mr. Griffiths has suggested, we, I changed the timetable to allow for the responses to the 
relevant representations on the fourth of August. But we leave deadline one as it is. And what I'm going 
to suggest as an alternative is if there is a particular difficulty that you've got in getting it in on time, if 
you let the case team know, what we can do is I do have the discretion to accept it a little bit later, 
rather than change things for everyone. Mr. Griffiths? Would you would you be content with that 
approach as an alternative? 
 
38:31 
Yes, I think obviously, it gives us the applicant longer to look at the responses that I want. Of course, 
we have people's responses, their own questions and the written rep. So that does help us regarding 
deadline to I would just ask you that if there are people going to making request to submit their some of 
their deadline won submissions later that we are alerted to what they're up to who they are early to, of 
course, 
 
38:55 
I'm sorry. I wasn't I wasn't opening up more widely. That was just for Mr. Just to deal with his particular 
issue. He's come along and reads today 
 
39:05 
that in that case, I confirm the applicants happy with it. As long as it's just Mr. The Ramblers, then the 
applicant would be concerned with your suggestion. 
 
39:12 
Yes, I think in the case of Mr. Evers, he's raised it as part of the preliminary meeting. And then I'm 
quite, I'm quite happy to to try to accommodate him. But I make clear to everyone else present and 
everyone watching online. This isn't a general invitation to submit late representations. As I've said, I'd 
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very much discourage them generally. But I can see that Mr. Reid has some particular problems that 
he's ready to do early and I would be happy to or content to accommodate him by a few days. Under 
the circumstances, if you need them, Mr. Report, I would very much quite strongly encourage you to do 
is if you are able to get them in on time, then please do so. But if you do need an extra few days, 
contact the case team, let them know in advance and then I'd be prepared to extend it by a few days 
here and there just to accommodate you on that basis. 
 
39:59 
Thank you So we have to get our comments in by the iTunes. But I appreciate that, that we may have 
to make use of those extra couple of days. 
 
40:09 
I want to say then in that case is that if you were if you were to do it, please let the case team know. 
And I will take a procedural decision on that basis. And I will send something out to say what date the 
latest state would be. And I can indicate now that that would probably be the Monday the 22nd, to give 
us time to upload them, and make sure that the applicant has time to respond to them by deadline to 
Okay, thank you, sir. Thank you. The next one I have on it. It's from the from the local authorities. And I 
think if I'm correct, it's the same issue from all three. But to correct me if I'm wrong, and if I understand it 
correctly, it's the request is to move deadlines six forward or backwards, depending on which way you 
want to look at it to accommodate the Christmas break. I think as things currently stand, we will I have 
deadlines six down as the 15th of December, and then responses to the submissions that have 
submitted their deadline seven on the fifth of January. And the council have asked that these could be 
moved back to perhaps the eighth of December, because some of the councils are closed over the 
Christmas break. Is that a fair summary of of the position? I'm going to choose Mr. Davis just because 
you're you've appeared on my screen, Mr. havers, is that is that the position of the Council? 
 
41:43 
Thank you. So yes, I can confirm that's a joint position across all three of the highest authorities. 
 
41:49 
Thank you. Mr. Griffiths ? Do you have any comments on that? 
 
41:54 
Thank you. So yes, the applicants would prefer for a deadline six to remain. We do appreciate. You 
have the Christmas break. And the next deadline seven is the fifth of January. However, deadlines six 
does contain what could be potentially fairly chunky elements for the app particularly to comment on or 
and potentially other parties being your commentary on the DCO. responses to the ESA is further 
written questions. Of course, we can't predict how extensive those questions might be. And those are 
two main things. We've also got the comments on the report on the implications for European sites. So 
our view is that if you move deadline six to the date proposed by the authorities, that will only allow one 
week effectively for not just the applicant, but actually all parties to make competent to comment on 
those items, which we consider to be far too tight. And whilst I appreciate it is the Chris Christmas does. 
effective January is just after Christmas break deadlines. Six is the 15th of December, it's in the middle 
of December. And that does leave a fair amount of time before deadline seven. And we think there'll be 
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a prejudice issue with only having one week to make the to do those comments. Particularly comments, 
I have the document I've mentioned and to comply with the rest of deadline six. So our view is that it 
should stay as is and it's a proportionate time date that you've set. 
 
43:32 
That Mr. McDonald and does anyone for the Council have any responses that they'd like to? To make 
to note, it might be helpful if you could help me understand where the issue for the counsellors is? 
 
43:44 
Thank you. So yeah, I guess in terms of response, my question would be, is there any scope at the 
other end of that deadline to push that second date? I guess really what we're asking is if we could just 
lengthen that time period slightly. The Christmas period for the authorities is quite difficult. Our offices 
aren't open continuously across throughout Christmas. We always have resourcing issues. So in terms 
of us compiling responses over the Christmas period, it's always extremely challenging. I do appreciate 
the points that Mr. GRIFFITHS has made, but I suppose our question would be is there scope then at 
the other end of that timeframe to to stretch the second date out by few days perhaps. 
 
44:28 
Mr. Griffiths moves on moving the other side. If you need a moment to have a look at that, I certainly 
do. So I'm going to take a moment to look at it which is why I'm inviting you to comment first. If you feel 
free to say that you need a bit of time, 
 
44:42 
just give me a few seconds to look at the calendar. I'll be able to respond from the applicants. Thank 
you, sir. 
 
45:50 
So the we've had a look at the calendar. And I think from the Applicants perspective, we would be, we'd 
prefer if there is any changes to the timeline at this end of the examination not to move deadline six 
lives for the reasons I've set out. We think there is scope to push Thursday, the fifth of January, 
outwards, and perhaps to the following week, which would be Tuesday, the 10th. I'm hesitant goes 
further than that simply because we obviously don't know what people might submit. And then we're 
getting a bit close to Deadline eight, but we would be happy for say Tuesday, the 10th, possibly 
Wednesday, the 11th. If you're happy with that, I came 
 
46:37 
to the same conclusion looking at it myself that Tuesday, the 10th. And I took the same date, actually. 
And I thought, well, actually Tuesday, the 10th doesn't, it might actually be a bit beneficial, because I 
can see that deadline set and it's all the final documents that are being submitted to the gives the 
applicant a little bit of extra time and has less of an implication than moving deadlines six. Does that 
assist the counsellor or Miss Davis or indeed Miss Donovan? 
 
47:03 
Yes, from the Braintree perspective, 
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47:06 
I'm leaving you out there, Miss, but I'm assuming that is speaking on behalf of all of you. 
 
47:11 
Yes, thank you. So I'm just checking. My colleagues are nodding. So yes, that's gratefully received. 
Thank you. 
 
47:16 
Oh, well, I think that in that case, can I suggest that we, we don't move the I want to just I'm I'm happy 
to move forward on that basis. And I'll issue something in the rule eight letter that amends the 
timetable. And Simon is in the meeting. So if Simon has any points he wants to jump in on in case I'm 
agreeing to something that is going to have implications more widely, then I'm sure he let me know. But 
I think having looked at that, that's probably the best solution. And it gives everyone a little bit of time, 
and doesn't create a difficulty for the applicant, or indeed, as I can see anyone else. 
 
47:59 
Excellent. So the note that I have, in terms of changes to the timetable at this point is to include the 
procedural deadline, non procedural deadline, sorry, the deadline one a at the fourth on the fourth of 
August for the response to relevant representations, and then to move deadlines seventh to Tuesday, 
the 10th of January. And I've already given an indication that in the case of Mr. Raven, the ASIC 
Farmers Association, if they feel that timings are a bit tight, and they need a little bit of extra time to get 
in touch with the case team as soon as possible. And we can we can try and assist in the way that I 
already have suggested. 
 
48:51 
Thank you, sir. From the Applicants perspective, those are the changes that we've recorded as being 
discussed and agreed. So thank you. 
 
49:03 
Thank you, Simon,. Simon has just pointed out to me that we may not have enough time to do the 
fourth of August deadline, because we may not be able to give enough notice to all the interested 
parties that we'd be required to give. Thank you, Simon. Mr. Review, sell on the call. 
 
49:30 
Yes, yes. I'm, I'm still I'm still here. Yes. Yes. 
 
49:36 
Um, it may be that I will have a look at this afterwards. But it may be that we don't have enough time to 
change the timetable in the way that we only suggested and and get response into the relevant 
representation on the fourth of August. And so it may be that we can't actually you won't have the 
opportunity to see the responses in advance. I don't know Mr. GRIFFITHS if it's possible for us to liaise 
directly with Mr. Yvonne Have His rather than representation so that you can give him a bit of comfort 
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outside of this in the way that you would with other statutory bodies. I don't know if that's something that 
you might want to consider. 
 
50:10 
Thank you. So yes, we're happy the EPA is happy to liaise with the Ramblers. And if and if the relevant 
contact is you, Mr. Eve, we're happy to do so. So just, I mean, I was happy to liaise with the assignment 
and the case officers about the notice requirements. And if there is a date that would be happy because 
the applicant is happy to submit prepared to submit the relevant reps. I comment on about them early 
when the action is mainly on the applicant with the relevant reps by appreciate other people can make 
comments. And 
 
50:42 
I suppose it's about changing the timetable, Mr. Griffiths  in order to in order to change the timetable 
 
50:54 
you can just give me give me a moment Yeah? Have to have a bit more of a look into that. So rather 
than taking up everyone's time today, I think what we'll do is I'll have a look into it after the meeting. 
And if it's possible to change and add an additional deadline a deadline one and we've got the required 
notice periods then then we'll go on that basis. But if not, we'll have to leave deadline one as it currently 
stands. And again, Mr. revote, I would still be prepared to accommodate a slightly later submission from 
the Ramblers, if that's just in the circumstances as best I can do at this point. And, 
 
52:59 
sir, from the bridge groups from the applicant wear segment, we're happy to liaise with Ramblers and 
mystery with our comments on their relevant representation. Can I just ask do that make that process 
smooth and as quick and efficient as possible that if the relevant contact details that we should make 
contact with the past to the case officer in the case officer passes them to us, that'd be much 
appreciated. So we can make contact quickly 
 
53:26 
receive if you could let Simon know the details or send him an email so that you have to pass them on 
to Mr. Griffiths and then we will act as a liaison between the two of you and then perhaps you can have 
discussion outside the meeting. And how you can pass that information back and forth. Thank you. So 
yeah. Okay, thank you very much. Does anyone else have any comments that they'd like to make in 
terms of the examination timetable at this point? Nope. Well, then moving on to item six. As I've already 
mentioned, Sharon's programme for the week commencing the 26th of September, and again for the 
week commencing the 14th of November. Now, at this stage, I anticipate most if not all of the hearings 
will be held virtually. I think there are a number of advantages to this, but I do appreciate that some 
people may prefer in person events. And so at this stage, I am prepared to keep quite an open mind on 
that. However, what I think would be useful is if a deadline one will indicating whether you wish to 
participate in any hearing. And this is also this is not just for those present, this is for those watching on 
the livestream as well. You could also indicate whether you have a particular preference for virtual or in 
person events. And obviously then if there is a clear preference for one or the other on any particular 
hearing, I can take this into account when I'm finalising the arrangement. And I've already had a 
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request from one interested party for an open floor hearing to be held and so there will be an open floor 
here and by by the look of it. I also expect to have at least one shoot hearing on the draft development 
consent order. In relation to compulsory acquisition, I think it's fair to say that I anticipate that we will 
have at least one hearing on compulsory acquisition as well. But in terms of other issues, specific 
hearings, these will be kept under review, once I've had sight of the written representations. And again, 
I expect at least one will be held on environmental matters. But it may be that there will be some or a 
number of them, and some separate hearings on discrete topics. As already mentioned earlier, and the 
notification and agendas will come out in due course on these as for any accompanying site inspection, 
this has been factored into the timetable for the fifth of December. But as I already indicated earlier on, 
if it is held, it will be limited to areas where it's not possible to gain access on views from the public 
realm, and where other options such as the 360 degree photography or drone footage that I mentioned 
wouldn't be possible. Again, I'd give this some further thought after it received the submissions to 
Deadline one. Are there any questions or matters? anyone wishes to raise under this agenda item in 
relation to the format or dates for the hearings or a company site inspection? Okay, well, in that case, 
moving on, I'm going to take Item seven and eight together. I don't have any other matters listed in 
respect of the procedural deadline, any responses that does anyone have anything else they wish to 
raise? Under this item, either anything that they feel I've left out? Or or indeed any other matters? 
Anyone would like to raise at this point? Nope. That seem we seem to have covered everything quite 
quickly. In that case, I'd like to thank you all for contributing so fully and usefully to the meeting. kind of 
remind you all the recording will be available. After the meeting today, we'll pop it on to the 
infrastructure website. And I expect to follow this up with the rule eight letters confirming the 
examination timetable, and the discussions that we've had, as well as any other procedural decisions 
that I've made. Why required field need to be made as soon as possible. And it'll probably be sometime 
next week. I expect maybe Monday or Tuesday next week. We'll get that out to you. Well, on that basis, 
it's now 1057. Again, I'd like to thank you all very much for your contributions and the preliminary 
meeting is now closed. We look forward to engage in your engaging with you all during the course of 
the examination. Thank you all very much. Thank you, sir. Thank you 


