Helen Lancaster
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Your ref: 130516_EN010055_furtherinfo

7 June 2013
Dear Ms Lancaster
SECTION 53: THE PLANNING ACT 2008
PROPOSED WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE (“the proposed development”)
WREXHAM POWER LIMITED (“the Applicant”)
We refer to your letter dated 20th May 2013 regarding the application made by the Applicant to the
Secretary of State for rights to enter land under s53 of the Planning Act 2008 for the purpose of
surveying the land in relation to the proposed development.
Thank you for confirming receipt of the payment of the application fee and that notification of the
s53 authorisation requests were satisfactorily made.
We note that you require further information regarding the reasonable efforts made by the
Applicant to agree access to land for the purpose of undertaking surveys and that the authorisation
request is a last resort. We wish to deal with your direct request for further information in Part 1 of
this letter, Part 2 addresses the comments made by the landowner/occupiers’ professional
advisors that we consider require a response from the Applicant.
PART 1
Authorisation requests 1-7
Please find below a table providing further clarification of when requests for access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological surveys were made.
Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

1

Tab 9.1: On 21st January 2013, the
Applicant hand delivered an Access
Consent Form to
, who returned
it signed (and granting access) on 24th
January 2013. This Access Consent
Form sought access for non-intrusive
ecological and engineering surveys.

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
Tab 9.1: On 2 April 2013, the letter notifying
of the Applicant's request for entry
under s53 of the Planning Act 2008
enclosed the plans identifying the specific
areas of land.
The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

1

Tab 9.1: On 18th February2013 the
Applicant contacted
to discuss
access arrangements for a Phase 1
Habitat (walk over) survey of land in his
ownership. The phone was answered by
. The Applicant advised that
ecological survey work had commenced
in the area that week and that the
Applicant’s survey staff from
would like access, pursuant to the signed
Access Consent Form, to carry out a
walk over of the land in
ownership. The Applicant suggested
that survey staff telephone or visit the
farmhouse prior to any access.
advised that survey staff should
call at the farmhouse prior to walking the
land.
20th and 27th February 2013 - Survey
staff from the Applicant’s environmental
consultants,
, visited
l
. On both occasions the
farm assistant took survey staff to speak
to
prior to walking the land.

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.
The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to agree a
voluntary form of access arrangement. This
repeated request to discuss access
arrangements in order to try and reach
agreement following the revocation of
consent was made:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013 (which
was the first letter after consent was
revoked on 7 March 2013), which also
enclosed a form of access agreement
and confirmation of the terms on which
the Applicant would enter the land,
which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of the
precise areas of land being
accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
No responses have been received to either
of these letters or requests to try and
discuss access arrangements so that some
form of further access could be agreed
following the revocation of the original
consent.

2

Tab 9.2: On 7th January 2013 an Access
Consent Form was enclosed with the
letter requesting information. This

Tab 9.2: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the
Applicant's request for entry under s53 of

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

2

Access Consent Form was signed on 9th
January 2013 and received from
(noted as principal freehold
contact on returned RFI form of same
date).
Tab 9.2: On 14th February 2013, not 22nd
as per submission (admin error), the
Applicant contacted
to
discuss access arrangements for a
Phase 1 Habitat (walk over) survey of
the land. The phone was answered by
. The Applicant advised that
ecological survey work had commenced
in the area that week and that the
Applicant’s survey staff from
would like access, pursuant to the signed
Access Consent Form, to carry out a
walk over of the land in the
s
ownership. The Applicant suggested
that survey staff telephone or visit the
farm house prior to any access.
advised survey staff should call
at the farmhouse prior to walking the
land.
27th and 28th February 2013 - On the
afternoon of 27th February, survey staff
from the Applicant’s environmental
consultants visited
and
went to the farmhouse to sign in as
agreed. Survey staff spoke with
and
also arrived in
the farm yard at the time. Both
confirmed access for a walkover of the
land. On the morning of the 28th
February survey staff visited
to carry out their walkover of the
land. Survey staff encountered
in the stables who confirmed
they could carry out the walk over.

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
the Planning Act 2008 enclosed the plans
identifying the specific areas of land.
The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.
The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to
agree a voluntary form of access
arrangement. This repeated request to
discuss access arrangements in order to try
and reach agreement following the
revocation of consent was made:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013 (which
was the first letter after consent was
revoked on 8 March 2013), which also
enclosed a form of access agreement
and confirmation of the terms on which
the Applicant would enter the land,
which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of the
precise areas of land being
accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
A response was received to the 19th March
2013 letter on 20th March 2013 via
telephone message (see Tab 9.2), in which

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
made clear that access would
not be granted.

Tab 9.3: On 7th December 2012, a
request was made for access consent to
undertake non-intrusive ecological and
engineering surveys - access consent
not granted.

Tab 9.3: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the Applicant's
request for entry under s53 of the Planning
Act 2008 enclosed the plans identifying the
specific areas of land.

Tab 9.3: Consent for access to carry out
survey work was raised in telephone
calls of 18 December 2012, 8 January
2013, 28 January and 6 February 2013.
On 18 February 2013, a request for
access for a phase 1 habitat (walkover)
survey of the land was made during a
telephone call. All these requests for
access were refused.

The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.

Tab 9.3: On 8th March 2013 the
Applicant again made a request for
access for a phase 1 habitat (walkover)
survey of the land during a telephone
call. Consent was again refused.

The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to agree a
voluntary form of access arrangement. This
repeated request to discuss some form of
access arrangements in order to try and
reach agreement is evident from Tab 9.3.
These requests were repeated:

2

3

Without the principle of access for nonintrusive ecological surveys being
accepted, specific dates and times of
any access and detail of any survey
activities have not been able to be
discussed.

in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013, which
also enclosed a form of access
agreement and confirmation of the terms
on which the Applicant would enter the
land, which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of the precise
areas of land being accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
No responses have been received to either

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
of these letters or requests to try and
discuss access arrangements so that some
form of access could be agreed despite the
repeated refusals to grant access between
December 2012 and March 2013.

Tab 9.4: On 7th December 2012, a
request was made for access consent to
undertake non-intrusive ecological and
engineering surveys - access consent
not granted.

Tab 9.4: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the
Applicant's request for entry under s53 of
the Planning Act 2008 enclosed the plans
identifying the specific areas of land.

As shown in the s53 application, the
Applicant has made various attempts to
engage with
regarding
access (and the Applicant has call logs
from its network operator that confirms
the calls were made despite the content
of their adviser's letter to you). When the
Applicant has managed to speak to
(telephone call of 22 January
2013), it has been made clear to the
Applicant that
would not
be prepared to co-operate with the
Applicant in respect of information or
access.

The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.

3

4

Without the principle of access for nonintrusive ecological surveys being
accepted, specific dates and times of
any access and detail of any survey
activities have not been able to be
discussed.

The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to
agree a voluntary form of access
arrangement. This repeated request to
discuss some form of access arrangements
in order to try and reach agreement is
evident from Tab 9.4 (in respect of the
number of attempts that contact has tried to
be made. The Applicant has the call logs
from the network operators to demonstrate
the calls were made). These requests were
repeated:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013, which
also enclosed a form of access
agreement and confirmation of the terms
on which the Applicant would enter the
land, which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

4

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of
the precise areas of land being
accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
No responses have been received to either
of these letters or requests to try and
discuss access arrangements so that some
form of access could be agreed despite the
refusal to grant access that has been made
clear to the Applicant since January 2013.
has also appeared in the
local press stating that he has denied the
Applicant access, copy attached.

5

Tab 9.5: On 7th December 2012, a
request was made for access consent to
undertake non-intrusive ecological and
engineering surveys - access consent
not granted.

Tab 9.5: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the
Applicant's request for entry under s53 of
the Planning Act 2008 enclosed the plans
identifying the specific areas of land.

As shown in the s53 application, the
Applicant has made various attempts to
engage with
regarding access. When the
Applicant has managed to speak to

The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.

(telephone call of 22 January 2013), it
has been made clear to the Applicant
that
would not be prepared to co-operate with
the Applicant in respect of information or
access.
Without the principle of access for nonintrusive ecological surveys being
accepted, specific dates and times of
any access and detail of any survey
activities have not been able to be
discussed.

The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to
agree a voluntary form of access
arrangement. This repeated request to
discuss some form of access arrangements
in order to try and reach agreement is
evident from Tab 9.5 (in respect of the
number of attempts that contact has tried to
be made). These requests were repeated:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

5

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013, which
also enclosed a form of access
agreement and confirmation of the terms
on which the Applicant would enter the
land, which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of
the precise areas of land being
accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
No responses have been received to either
of these letters or requests to try and
discuss access arrangements so that some
form of access could be agreed despite the
refusal to grant access that has been made
clear to the Applicant since January 2013.

6

Tab 9.6: On 26th February 2013 (letter
dated 25th February 2013) a request was
made for access consent to undertake
non-intrusive ecological and engineering
surveys - access consent not granted.

Tab 9.6: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the
Applicant's request for entry under s53 of
the Planning Act 2008 enclosed the plans
identifying the specific areas of land.

Following delivery of the letter, attempts
have been made to contact
discuss and obtain consent to
access land for survey purposes.
Without the principle of access for nonintrusive ecological surveys being
accepted, specific dates and times of
any access and detail of any survey
activities have not been able to be
discussed.

The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.
The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to
agree a voluntary form of access
arrangement. This repeated request to
discuss some form of access arrangements
in order to try and reach agreement is

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

6

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
evident from Tab 9.6. These requests were
repeated:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013, which
also enclosed a form of access
agreement and confirmation of the terms
on which the Applicant would enter the
land, which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of
the precise areas of land being
accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
confirmed by letter dated
21 March 2013 and telephone call from
on 8th April 2013 that consent to
access land would not be granted, copies of
which have been sent to the Planning
Inspectorate.
st

7

Tab 9.7: On 15th February 2013, a
request was made for access consent to
undertake non-intrusive ecological and
engineering surveys (including
ecological) - access consent not granted.

Tab 9.7: On 2nd April 2013, the letter
notifying
of the Applicant's
request for entry under s53 of the Planning
Act 2008 enclosed the plans identifying the
specific areas of land.

Tab 9.7: On 26th February 2013, the
Applicant made a request for access for
a phase 1 habitat (walkover) survey of
the land during telephone call. Consent
was again refused.

The boundaries of the land for which the
Applicant is seeking rights of entry over
have been carefully drawn and are smaller
in area than our original requests. These
boundaries represent the minimum amount
of land that the Applicant considers is
required for ecological survey purposes in
order to satisfy the requirements under the
Planning Act 2008.

Tab 9.7: On 6th March 2013 the
Applicant made a further request for
access for a phase 1 habitat (walkover)
survey of the land during telephone call.

Parcel
Number

i) The date when access for the
purposes of carrying out ecological
surveys was specifically requested

7

Consent was again refused.
Without the principle of access for nonintrusive ecological surveys being
accepted, specific dates and times of
any access and detail of any survey
activities have not been able to be
discussed.

ii) The date when the specific areas of
land covered by the section 53
application requests were identified
to Landowners
The Applicant has made it clear to
that the Applicant is keen to agree
a voluntary form of access arrangement.
This repeated request to discuss some form
of access arrangements in order to try and
reach agreement is evident from Tab 9.7.
These requests were repeated:
in the letter of 2 April 2013 (which
enclosed the plans showing the specific
areas); and
in the letter of 19 March 2013, which
also enclosed a form of access
agreement and confirmation of the terms
on which the Applicant would enter the
land, which included (amongst other
commitments):
giving 14 days' prior notice of the
Survey Works to be carried out,
which would have necessitated
informing
of the precise
areas of land being accessed; and
the payment that would be made.
No responses have been received to either
of these letters or requests to try and
discuss access arrangements so that some
form of access could be agreed despite the
refusal to grant access that has been made
clear to the Applicant since February 2013.

Authorisation Request 2
This letter was sent to
stated in the application.

on the 17th December 2012 rather than on 7th January 2013 as

PART 2
Although not specifically requested in your letter of 20nd May 2013, we would like to comment on
some of the contents of the letters from the landowners’ solicitor,
, and from
the landowners’ land agent,

As a point of reference, all landowners and occupiers of land were directed to our project website,
www.wrexham-power.com which contains extensive information on the project in all
correspondence. The first time we contacted the landowners and occupiers in December
2012/January 2013, the Stage One Feedback Report and the Environmental Impact Assessment
Scoping Report were available online. These reports and the Scoping Opinion, issued by the
Planning Inspectorate, have clearly been referenced by the landowners’ and occupiers’
professional advisors demonstrating that they have all of the information about the proposal, on
which we are basing our access request.
Local Need
An application under s53 of the Planning Act 2008 is not the forum to debate the issue of whether
the project the subject of the s53 application is "needed". National need for energy infrastructure
is, of course, established under the National Policy Statements for Energy, whilst the Applicant will
provide evidence within its application of how the proposed development will assist in meeting the
identified national need as well as the benefits the proposed development will have within its
locality. The veracity of the evidence will be subject to examination by the Planning Inspectorate.
The landowners will have the opportunity to provide comment on "need" during formal consultation
in accordance with s42, s47 and s48 of the Planning Act 2008 and to make representations during
the examination of the project. In any event, the Applicant's dedicated project website contains a
document titled "Project Need Case" which is available for anyone to download and review.
Distinct Project of Real Substance
The Applicant has already undertaken an informal consultation in respect of the proposed
development (indeed, a year ago on 11 June 2012, an eight week informal consultation period
commenced). This consultation was carried out in accordance with the Applicant's Consultation
Plan that has been agreed with Wrexham County Borough Council (the host authority for the
proposed development). This Consultation Plan can be viewed and downloaded from the project
website. The outcome of this informal consultation is detailed within a publically available
feedback report (the Stage One Feedback Report, available on the project website).
Additionally, the following actions have occurred, which clearly demonstrate that the proposed
development is a distinct project of real substance:
Wrexham Land Limited, an associated company of the Applicant which is in the Applicant's
control, has taken an option over the land (identified in blue on the plans submitted with the
s53 application) for the power island;
the proposed development has been formally notified to the Planning Inspectorate;
the Applicant has met with the Planning Inspectorate to discuss and explain the project;
an Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report has been prepared and submitted,
from which the Planning Inspectorate issued a scoping opinion on 9 January 2013;
undertaken an aerial survey of potential route corridors gathering topographical and
photographic data to assist in developing the route corridor options;
undertaken land referencing work to identify landowners/occupiers in preparation for
consultation under s42, some of whom are subject to this s53 application;
undertaken design and ecological survey work on land on which we have access;
met and discussed the proposed project with National Grid and Distribution Network
Operator.

s53 Application is Premature
The landowners/occupiers professional advisors will be aware that the requirement to undertake
formal consultation pursuant s42 of the Planning Act 2008, prior to seeking rights of entry under
s53, was removed by the Localism Act 2011.
As mentioned above, the Applicant has already carried out an informal consultation exercise
between 11 June and 5 August 2012 (a period of 8 weeks). The informal consultation provided
information on the broad scope of the project including
the location for the proposed development;
two further sites considered by the Applicant;
two indicative corridors, through which an electrical connection could be made to National
Grid's Legacy Substation located 1.3km west of Rhostyllen;
two indicative corridors in which a connection could be made from the national gas network
providing the fuel for the proposed development.
As can be seen in the Stage One Feedback Report that is available on the project website, the
Applicant did not rely on just one communications approach to generate public awareness but
used multiple methods. In addition to distributing 6,000 leaflets, the Applicant also wrote to local
councillors, Members of Parliament, Welsh Assembly Members, community councils and local
businesses, arranged for posters to be displayed, placed an advertisement in the Wrexham Leader
and issued press releases, which were published by the local papers, the BBC and publicised on
local radio. The Applicant also produced a dedicated bilingual project website, www.wrexhampower.com . The website provides a summary of the project and how visitors could participate in
the consultation. The website also includes a library from which copies of supporting project
documents, plans and maps can be downloaded. To date, the website has received 150,000 hits.
The attendances at the exhibition events and the feedback and comments that we have received
since June 2012 demonstrate that the community is aware of the project and its individual
elements.
The Applicant has made landowners aware of the information that we have to date including the
potential of a new OHL as well as where to find information. The Applicant is unable to provide to
the landowners the final design of any electrical connection including tower heights and locations in
relation to their individual land holdings until access has been granted, the surveys requested are
undertaken and sufficient detailed design work undertaken to allow the Applicant to put forward a
design. The Applicant is seeking s53 powers to access land to undertake the non-intrusive
ecological survey work in order to inform decisions on design and preferred route corridors for the
electrical and gas connections as well as any decisions on electrical line designs.
Where there has been communication, the Applicant has endeavoured to explain, in so far as it
can at this early stage of the process, the nature of the project, the location of the electrical and
gas connection route corridors, reasons for requesting information, reasons for requesting access
and timescales for formal pre-application consultation, including the need for environmental
assessment.
The surveys that the Applicant has requested form part of the overall impact assessment and will
inform the design of the project which is an iterative process.
We note the point made by the landowners regarding the level of documentation and information
supplied by Scottish Power Manweb plc in their Legacy to Oswestry scheme. As you will be aware,
this was a scheme that was recently granted consent by the Secretary of State under s37 of the

Electricity Act 1989. To compare the Applicant’s project at this early stage in the application
process under the Planning Act 2008 to a scheme that has been through an Inquiry (under a
different legal regime) and been granted consent, with all the attendant documentation that such a
process produces, is not appropriate. The Applicant is confident that it has provided a substantial
degree of information at this stage in the project and there will be numerous documents submitted
both at the formal consultation stage and in relation to the project when it reaches the stage of
submission to the Secretary of State under the Planning Act 2008.
The Applicant considers that the period between making the initial access request and the date of
the s53 application is more than sufficient for a landowner/occupier to consider access for the
survey requested. The Applicant is not seeking consent to the design of the connection or for any
permanent land rights. The suggestion that consultation should take “a period of years” for the
request that has been made is unreasonable, particularly as landowners/occupiers have made it
clear that consent will not be granted voluntarily. As it stands, it is exactly a year since the
Applicant's informal consultation exercise commenced and it was hoped that this would lead to an
application for a DCO being made at some point in 2013 and not 2014,
On this basis the
Applicant has no other option than to make a s53 application in order to secure the necessary
rights to carry out the ecological surveys before the survey window ends for 2013.
Connection Agreement with National Grid
The Applicant and National Grid have met on a number of occasions. However, there is no need
for a connection agreement to demonstrate that the project has real substance, as set out in the
Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1). The Applicant will prepare a Grid
Connection Statement as part of the DCO application. For your information, we have enclosed an
email from National Grid confirming that we are in contact with each other. We have redacted the
names, as those discussions are being held in confidence.
Access Conditions
The Applicant is satisfied that the draft conditions as proposed by the Planning Inspectorate are
fair and reasonable. The request from the landowners’/occupiers’ adviser is considered
unreasonable. The actual program and scope of surveys depend on the ecology survey windows
(which are seasonal), the weather and the number of specific protected species surveys required
depending on initial findings. Fixing a schedule of dates and number of visits at this stage is
inappropriate. The Applicant is prepared to offer a further concession in that it is willing to give 14
days’ notice of the intention to carry out the surveys in accordance with the Applicants original
access request.
General Comments
The Applicant has obtained rights of access from some landowners. This list of landowners
originally included
(Land Parcel 1) and
(Land Parcel 2).
The Applicant is not prepared to provide a list of landowners/occupiers who have given consent as
it would be wrong of us to do so, on the basis that the discussions between the Applicant and
those parties are confidential. Additionally, the Applicant is aware of pressure being applied to
some landowners from members of the community trying to persuade them to revoke access
which in some cases has been successful.
The landowners'/occupiers' appointed professional advisers are requesting that that their clients
require more information and that they should be given “a period of years” to consider our detailed
proposals prior to considering allowing access. At no time has this information been requested by
landowners prior to the s53 application being submitted. We cannot provide the requested

information for the reasons outlined above and in particular in the section headed “s53 Application
is Premature”.
The s53 application has been made as it is evident through communications or lack of
communication that landowners/occupiers will not grant access voluntarily to any of their land.
As part of a well-considered s53 application, the Applicant reduced the area within each land
parcel to the minimum amount of land that the Applicant considers is required to access for
ecological survey purposes, the results of which would inform decisions on design and preferred
route corridors for the electrical and gas connections as well as any decisions on electrical line
designs. Since submission of the s53 application, the landowners/occupiers have made it clear in
their representations that they will still not grant access, further demonstrating that the Secretary of
State is the authority of last resort for the Applicant. An article is enclosed with this letter from the
local press, The Wrexham Leader. In the article,
, a member of Wrexham Residents
Against Power Scheme, (Land Parcels 4 & 5) states, “We denied them access as have many other
landowners. We don’t know anyone who has given them permission. They’ve now gone to the
Planning Inspectorate to get permission and we’re fighting that. We need to object now and make
our feelings felt very strongly.” This is clear evidence that access will not be granted voluntarily.
We hope that our s53 application will be approved having taken into account the comments from
the landowners’/occupiers’ professional advisers and from our comments.

Daniel Chapman
Wrexham Power Limited
Encls
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Residents fear impact on property values

By Liam Randall
liam.randall@nwn.co.uk

WE don’t want a power
station in Wrexham.

That was the message from dozens
of residents at a public meeting to
gauge opinion on a gas-fired plant
on the edge of Wrexham Industrial
Estate.
Some householders fear property
values would be hit while others are
worried about the impact pylons
will have on the skyline.
(pictured), a
member of campaign group
Wrexham Residents Against the
Power Station (WRAPS), said
yesterday: “We need to object now
and make our feelings felt very
strongly.”
full story page 8
➤➤
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Have you got a story?

Email our news team at news@leaderlive.co.uk

■ The proposed site
for the new power
station.

Residents up in arms over
plans for power station
By Liam Randall
liam.randall@nwn.co.uk

“WE don’t want a power
station in Wrexham.”

That was the message from more
than 100 residents at a public
meeting to gauge opinion on a
proposed gas-fired plant on the edge
of Wrexham Industrial Estate.
The meeting was held by Bangoron-Dee Community Council over
concerns about the plans being put
forward by the company behind the
project, Wrexham Power Limited.
The company says the project
would bring 50 skilled jobs, 1,200
construction jobs and £800m of
investment to Wrexham.
It intends to make an application to
the Planning Inspectorate from mid
to late 2013, the preferred site being
on the edge of
the industrial estate.
Once the application is made it
could take between one year to 16
months for the inspectorate to make
a decision.
Community councillor
told residents at a packed
there
were two possible routes that the 47
metre tall pylons could be built
along to connect the station to the
National Grid at Legacy.
One was the 13km northern
corridor, passing through
communities such as
y and
.
The 18km southern corridor would
stretch further up passing close to
on the north bank of
the
.
Cllr Tranter said: “The site
proposed is less than quarter of a
mile from a school, so the
community in Isycoed isn’t happy

■ The high pylons would tower over the ridge on the
height of the poplar trees. (RM210513a)

, twice the
Pictures: RICK MATTHEWS

■ Pylons
would
pass
through
(left)
and
(right).
about that. What concerned a lot of
us was the massive lack of
consultation last year.
“Wrexham Power Ltd said a
majority approved of the southern
corridor, but of course we weren’t
consulted.
“From talking to people so far
there have been two broad strands
of opinion: those who say they don’t
want this at all and those who say
we’re not bothered about the power
station, but we are worried about
the pylons.
“But there are some of us who
have a choice such as
and
then there’s

and
who
don’t have a choice and the pylons
would travel through either way.
“If you erect a pylon on someone’s
land you are talking about a plunge
in value of between 10 and 25 per
cent. I don’t discount that someone
may have lost a sale already as a
result of the threat of this power
station.”
resident
, a member of the campaign
group Wrexham Residents Against

■ Plans can be viewed on
the Wrexham Power
Limited website at
www.wrexhampower.com.
Campaigners have set up
their own website at
www.wrexhamwraps.org
■ WRAPS is planning to
hold a public meeting
over the power station
proposals on Monday,
June 3, at the Red Lion
pub in
starting at 7pm.

the Power Station (WRAPS), said: “I
was originally one of those who
thought I don’t want to see these
pylons in
but didn’t
mind seeing them elsewhere in
Wrexham.
“But one day I was driving into
town and I thought ‘I wouldn’t like to
see these pylons across any great
swathe of land across our
countryside in Wrexham.’”
who recently
moved to
said: “I
think it’s so senseless, we’ve sorted
out the flood defences in this
worried village and now they’re
planning a power station without
telling us and there’s pylons which
are potentially a health risk for
young ones growing up.
“Last Wednesday was worrying
with the floods and then you’ve got
this on top of it. It’s a shame because
it’s such a beautiful area.”
By a unanimous show of hands
residents showed their opposition to
the power station being built with
not one in favour.
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wrexham
power limited
statement
■ A statement from Wrexham
Power Limited released before
the meeting said the firm was
working on the proposals and
had not yet submitted an
application for development
consent
It said: “The project is a nationally
significant infrastructure project
and will be determined under a
clearly defined, transparent
process set out in the Planning
Act 2008.
“Wrexham Power Ltd is
continuing to prepare and assess
detailed designs for the proposed
energy centre and its
connections.
“However, considerable detailed
and technical work is required to
inform these designs and to make
sure we bring forward fully
considered proposals for the
people of Wrexham to comment
on, before we submit an
application.
“All correspondence received
from the local residents have
been logged and are being used
to inform the proposals.”
Rupert Wood, a director of
Wrexham Power Ltd, added: “We
are undertaking a number of
studies and surveys that will
inform the design of the
Wrexham Energy Centre and its
connections.
“The information we gather from
this work will help us bring
forward the best possible
detailed designs for formal
consultation with the
community.
“Our detailed designs will
account for local factors such as
views, the local environment and
the lay of the land.
“We continue to welcome all
feedback from the community
and we look forward to
presenting our designs as a part
of our formal consultation when
we are ready to do so.”

‘Could destroy the beautiful views we enjoy’
, a member of
WRAPS and an owner and
manager of the
, said: “How the
project would affect us is that
these 47-metre high pylons
would cut through large
swathes of the park itself, which
could destroy the beautiful
views we currently enjoy.
“We employ 80 people ranging
from the caravan park through
to the craft centre and these

ELW

jobs could be put at risk by this.
“We’ve got nature trails and
ponds and the pylons would cut
straight through that area.
“I knew nothing about the
plans until we received a letter
from Wrexham Power Ltd
asking for permission to access
our land in December.
“And the first mention of
pylons I found was after delving
through pages and pages of the
scoping document.

“We denied them access as
have many other landowners.
We don’t know anyone who has
given them permission.
“They’ve now gone to the
Planning Inspectorate to get
permission and we’re fighting
that. We need to object now and
make our feelings felt very
strongly.
“The more people understand
about the potential impact on
them the better.”

