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Suffolk Coastal Local Plan Examination 

SoCG between National Grid Ventures and East Suffolk Council regarding Policy 3.4 and Matter 2 Issue E of the Inspector’s MIQs 
 
National Grid Ventures (NGV) and East Suffolk Council have entered into discussions regarding Local Plan Policy 3.4 and Matter 2 Issue E of the Inspector’s MIQs. Both 
parties have sought where possible, to agree matters ahead of the relevant hearing for Matter 2 Issue E on Thursday 22

nd
 August 2019.  

 
The tables below set out matters agreed and matters not agreed between both parties. Table 1 sets out matters agreed and Table 2 identifies matters not yet agreed 
between the two parties. It is intended that this signed SoCG will assist the Inspector during the Examination process. This SoCG should also be read in conjunction with 
both parties individual Hearing Statement for Matter 2 Issue E. 
 

Table 2 - Matters agreed 
 
Paragraph 
number 
relating to 
policy 
SCLP3.4 

Suggested amended policy wording as agreed by 
both National Grid Ventures and East Suffolk 
Council 
 
*Amended text is denoted in red and underlined. 
Deleted text is also denoted with a strikethrough. 
 

National Grid Ventures Comments East Suffolk Council Comments Date agreed 

3.57 The cumulative impact of hosting a variety of major 
energy infrastructure facilities in the area is likely to 
have an impact on existing and future generations. 
To balance this impact a variety of local economic, 
environmental and community mitigation and 
enhancement measures benefits will need may be 
required to be delivered to ensure proposed Major 
Energy Infrastructure Projects are acceptable in 
planning terms. an overall positive balance of 
outcomes for the local communities and the District. 

Please refer to NGV’s submitted 
hearing statement for reasoning for 
the suggested amendment. 

The Council agree to the amended 
wording proposed by NGV at 
paragraph 3.57 of the supporting text 
to policy SCLP3.4. 

19th August 
2019 

3.59 A variety of local issues have been identified by the 
Council, as local planning authority, which need to 
be addressed in relation to Major Energy 

Please refer to NGV’s submitted 
hearing statement for reasoning for 
the suggested amendment. 

The Council agree to the amended 
wording proposed by NGV at 
paragraph 3.59 of the supporting text 

19th August 
2019 
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Infrastructure Projects. The Council will work with 
the local community, other local authorities, 
government agencies, service providers and 
operators to ensure the most successful outcomes 
are achieved. Although Table 3.6 identifies a variety 
of issues that may not be relevant to every Major 
Energy infrastructure Project, it is intended to 
inform pre-application and early engagement 
discussions and provides an early view on potential 
constraints and opportunities across the District. 

to policy SCLP3.4. 

Table 3.6 Themes that may be relevant to the consideration of 
energy infrastructure proposals 

Please refer to NGV’s submitted 
hearing statement for reasoning for 
the suggested amendment. 

The Council agree to the amended 
wording proposed by NGV at Table 3.6 
of the supporting text to policy 
SCLP3.4. 

19th August 
2019 

Policy 
SCLP3.4 
(third 
paragraph) 

Proposals for Major Energy Infrastructure Projects 
across the District and the need to mitigate the 
impacts arising from these will be considered 
against the following policy requirements: 

The word “energy” has been omitted 
and the policy relates to Major Energy 
Infrastructure, not just Major 
Infrastructure. 

The Council agree this is a useful 
addition as the word “energy” has 
been missed from the policy text. 

19th August 
2019 

 

Table 2 - Matters not agreed 
 
Paragraph 
number 
(relating to 
policy 
SCLP3.4) 

Suggested amended policy wording proposed by National Grid 
Ventures but not agreed by both parties 
 
*Amended text is denoted in red and underlined. Deleted text is 
also denoted with a strikethrough. 
 

National Grid Ventures Comments East Suffolk Council Comments 

Policy 
SCLP3.4 

Policy SCLP3.4: Proposals for Major Energy Infrastructure Projects  
 
In its role either as determining authority for development under 
the Town and Country Planning Act, or as consultee on Nationally 
Significant Infrastructure Projects, the Council will take into 
consideration the nature, scale, extent and potential impact of 
proposals for Major Energy Infrastructure Projects, including 
cumulative impacts throughout their lifetime, including 
decommissioning.   

NGV do not consider that Policy SCLP3.4 
as worded would be effective or indeed 
could be implemented. Policy SCLP3.4 
does not distinguish how the policy 
would apply specifically to NSIPs and 
generalises all Major Energy 
Infrastructure Projects regardless of 
whether specific projects would be 
determined at a national or local level.  

The Council considers that the 
amendments to the policy are 
inappropriate and therefore not in a 
position to agree the changes 
proposed.  References to NPS within 
the Policy are not required, as the 
supporting text references these key 
documents and the distinction 
between decision making processes. 
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The Council will work in partnership with the scheme promoter, 
local communities, National Grid, Government, New Anglia Local 
Enterprise Partnership, service providers, public bodies and relevant 
local authorities. Where relevant, appropriate and necessary, the 
Council will seek to secure appropriate mitigation for proposed 
Major Energy Infrastructure Projects. to ensure significant local 
community benefits and an ongoing legacy of the development is 
achieved as part of any Major Infrastructure Projects as outlined in 
Table 3.6.  
 
Where relevant, as informed by NPS EN1 and any other relevant 
NPS, proposals for Major Energy Infrastructure Projects across the 
District and the need to mitigate the impacts arising from these will 
be considered against the following policy requirements:  
 
a) Relevant Neighbourhood Plan policies, strategies and visions;  
b) Where relevant, appropriate and necessary, the Council will seek 
to secure appropriate mitigation for proposed Major Energy 
Infrastructure Projects. Appropriate packages of local community 
benefit to be provided by the developer to offset and compensate 
the burden and disturbance experienced by the local community for 
hosting major infrastructure projects;  
c) Community safety and cohesion impacts;  
d) Requirement for a robust Environmental Impact Assessment   
e) Requirement for a robust Habitats Regulations Assessment;  
f) Requirement for robust assessment of the potential impacts on 
the Suffolk Coast and Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty;  
g) Appropriate flood and erosion defences, including the effects of 
climate change are incorporated into the project to protect the site 
during the construction, operational and decommissioning stages;  
h) Appropriate road and highway measures are introduced 
(including diversion routes) for construction, operational and 
commercial traffic to reduce the pressure on the local communities;  
i) The development and associated infrastructure proposals are to 
deliver positive outcomes for the local community and surrounding 

 
There is no reference to National Policy 
Statements (NPSs) within the Policy 
SCLP3.4 or the supporting text. 
 
There is a lack of distinction between 
projects which may be determined 
locally and nationally as Policy SCLP3.4 is 
currently worded. The first paragraph of 
Policy SCLP3.4 references that the 
Council would be a statutory consultee 
in the DCO process. However, listing 
specific ‘policy requirements’ for all 
Major Energy Infrastructure projects in 
the third paragraph is misleading as it 
does not differentiate between the two 
consenting regimes. Nor does it 
distinguish between the policy 
expectations of different types of major 
energy infrastructure. 
 
With regards criterion b) the NPPF, 
Community Infrastructure Levy 
Regulations and NPS EN-1 recognise that 
any obligation required in order to make 
individual projects acceptable in 
planning terms will be project specific. 
As relevant policy is already set out at a 
national level, it is therefore considered 
unreasonable and unnecessary for Policy 
SCLP3.4 criterion b) to require 
developers to provide “packages of local 
community benefit” and assume that all 
projects will result in a “burden and 
disturbance” to the local community. In 
the absence of setting clear thresholds 

 
Council’s hearing statement on Matter 
2 E provides details of the Council’s 
response to the Inspector’s MIQs. 
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environment;  
j) Economic and community benefits where feasible are maximised 
through agreement of strategies in relation to employment, 
education and training opportunities for the local community;  
k) Measures to ensure the successful decommissioning and 
restoration of the site through appropriate landscaping is delivered 
to minimise and mitigate the environmental and social harm caused 
during operational stages of projects;  
l) Cumulative impacts of projects are taken into account and do not 
cause significant adverse impacts once appropriate mitigation 
measures are proposed; and  
m) Appropriate monitoring measures during construction, operating 
and decommissioning phases to ensure mitigation measures remain 
relevant and effective. 
 

for energy development considered 
through the Town and Country Planning 
Act (TCPA) and defining “burden and 
disturbance,” we consider this policy to 
be unsound. 
 
As currently drafted Policy SCLP3.4 
criterion i) is also considered unsound as 
it is not measurable in the absence of a 
definition and threshold. 
 
 
NGV consider the policy is unsound and 
in conflict with the Planning Act 2008. 
Please refer to NGV’s submitted hearing 
statement for further detail on the 
reasons why the proposed amendments 
are considered necessary in order to 
make Policy SCLP3.4 sound.  
 
Additional comments on the Council’s 
Hearing Statement for Matter 2 Issue E 
dated August 2019 are set out below: 
 
Criterion b) 
 
NGV note that at paragraph 9 of the 
Council’s Hearing Statement they 
propose to amend criterion b) to read: 
“Appropriate packages of local 
community benefit to be provided by 
the developer to offset the disturbance 
experienced by the local community for 
hosting major infrastructure projects.” 
 
NGV agree to the Council’s proposed 
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removal of the words “compensate” and 
“burden” from criterion b) as set out at 
paragraph 9 of the Council’s Hearing 
Statement. However, NVG consider 
further amendments are required in 
order to ensure this policy is sound. 
 
NGV consider this proposed amendment 
by the Council remains unsound as 
criterion b) still requires “packages of 
local community benefit.” There is no 
definition of community benefit. 
Providing that appropriate mitigation is 
provided for individual projects it may 
not be necessary and reasonable for all 
Major Energy Infrastructure Projects to 
provide “packages of community 
benefit.” 
 
Criterion i)  
 
The Council consider criterion i) should 
remain unchanged as stated at 
paragraph 14 of their Hearing 
Statement. NGV maintain that criterion 
i) should be deleted from this policy for 
the reasons set out in our original 
Hearing Statement and response to the 
pre-submission draft Local Plan 
consultation. Positive outcomes 
resulting from Major Energy 
Infrastructure Projects may not always 
be interpreted as such by local 
communities. 
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Signatures 
 
 

…………………………………………………… 
 
Signed by:  Alicia Dawson (Contract Consents Officer) 
 
On behalf of National Grid Ventures 
 
 

 
…………………………………………………… 
 
Signed by: Philip Ridley (Head of Planning and Coastal Management) 
 
On behalf of East Suffolk Council 




