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27 March 2026
Dear Martin,
Botley West Solar Plant

| am writing in the wake of your written statement of 26 March announcing a delay to the
decisionon the Botley West Solar Plant application until no later than 10 September 2026. This
raises a number of questions relatingto your consideration of what is proposed to be one of the
largest solar plants in Europe.

As you know, | have raised concernswith your Department on a number of occasions about the
quality of this applicationand the way in which the developer - Photovolt Development Partners
(PVDP) - has approached the process. Your statement makes clear that the Department now
requires further information from the applicant, and further time for that information to be
considered by other interested parties. That is a striking position to reach at this late stage in
the process.

Itis difficult to avoid the conclusion that Ministers were not in a position to determine this
application on the basis of the case put before them. After an examination lasting over a year,
and after months in which local communities were told to place their faith in the process, the
Government has now concluded that more information must be sought from the developer
before a decision can be made. That raises an obvious question: why was the application not
refused and the developerinvited toreturn witha more robust and properly evidenced scheme?

This is not a case in which concerns have emerged suddenly or from a narrow group of
objectors. Throughout the examination there were repeated and serious questions about the
adequacy of the applicant’s work. The Examining Authority itself was openly critical. In its Rule
17 correspondence, it said the applicant’s response came across as “very dismissive” and
found it “extraordinary” that the applicant had simply repeated its approach and methodology
despite those matters having been questioned on numerous occasions. These are not minor



observations, but rather that they directly question the credibility of the application and to the
quality of the developer’s engagement with the examination process.

| have consistently made clear that | support an increased role for renewable energy, including
solar, in the UK’s future energy mix. | want to work with you and your colleagues to get that
done. Yet projects such as these must be properly evidenced, properly scrutinised, follow
proper process and be delivered with communities, not done to them. In the case of Botley
West, many local residents have felt for a long time that the level of developer engagement,
transparency and community benefit on offer has fallen well short of the scale of the impact.

| am therefore seeking clarity on three specific points:

1. Please explain why the Department decided to extend the timetable in order to seek
furtherinformationfrom the applicant, rather than refusing the application on the basis
of the material already before it. If the developer’s case was not sufficient for Ministers
to make a decision within the statutory timetable, there is a strong public interestin
understanding why the consequence was delay rather than refusal.

2. Please confirm what further information is being sought, what process will now be
followedforthe consideration of that material, and what steps the Department will take
to ensure full transparency for interested parties.

3. lurge the Department to publish the report and recommendation from the Planning
Inspectorate that has informed this latest step, including the context in which further
information is now being sought from the applicant. If Ministers have concluded that
further evidence is needed before a decision can be reached, then the public, local
authorities and affected communities should be able to understand the basis on which
thatjudgment has been made. Transparency is essentialif confidence in this process is
to be maintained.

Finally, | would be grateful if you could revisit the Department’s position on ministerial
engagement. Earlier thisyear, Michael Shanks indicatedinthe House that he would be happy to
meet me again to discuss these issues. My office subsequently sought to arrange such a
meeting but was told that this could not take place given the live status of the application.
Considering the statement now made by your Department, which confirms that further
information will be sought from the applicant and considered by other interested parties, that
position appears difficult to sustain. | would be grateful for that meeting to be reinstated.

Yours sincerely,
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Calum Miller MP

Liberal Democrat MP for Bicester and Woodstock
calum.miller.mp@parliament.uk



